
COMMITTEE Ой OISARMAMENT св/ЗЗЗ 
Appendix IIl/7ol.III 
17 September 1982 
QTGLISE 

R3P0RT OP THE СаИаТТЕЗ Olí DISAEtlAIIESTT 

APPEHDIX III 

У О Ш Е III 

Index of Statements by Country and Sub.ject 
and Verbatim Records of the Committee on Disarmament 

i n 1982 

OE.82-6673^ 





i : : , m m m i DISARMARAEÍÍT C Í / P V . I 5 6 

18 February 1982 
ENGLISH 

FINAL EBCOED OF THE OHE HDITOHED MTB FIFTY-SIXTH PLENAET MEETING 

held at the Palais des Rations, Geneva, 
on Thursday, 18 February 1982, at 10.30 a.m. and 3.30 p.m. 

Chaiiman; Mr. Mbhanmad Jafar MAHALLATI (Iran) 



СБ/РУ.15б 
2 

Algeria; 

Argentina; 

Australia; 

Belgium; 

Brazil ; 

Bulgaria; 

Burma; 

Canada; 

China; 

Cuba; 

Czechoslovakia; 

PHESSiTT AT THE TABLE 

lir. M. MATI 

Mr. J.C. CARASALES 
Mr. V. BEAUGE 
Mss IT. IIASCIMEEIIE 

I'Ir. Б.М. SADLEIR 
Mr. R.V. STEELE 
Mr. Т.е. PI1ŒLAY 

Mr. A. CNKELnJX 
Miss R. de CLERCQ 
Mr. J . M . IIOIRFALISSE 

Ifr. C.A. de S O U Z A e S U V A 

Mr. K. TELLALCty 
№ . I. SOTIROV 
Mr. ?. POPCHEV 
Mr. K. PRAMOV 

и MAUITG МАШО GYI 
и ITGVE WIN 
и THAN ТШТ 

Mr. D . S . McPHAIL 
Ш, G. SKBïïffiR 

№ . TIAN JET 
№ . YIT MEÎTGJIA 
Mr. Y.mG MUTGLIAITG 
lirs W;jirc ZHIYUT 

Mjt. P . IIÍÍIIEZ MOSQUERA 

Иг. J. STRUCKA 
Mr. A. CD-IA 



C E / P V . 1 5 6 

3 

Ethiopia; 

France; 

German Pemocratic Republic; 

Germany, Federal Republic of; 

Hungary; 

India; 

Indonesia; 

Iran; 

Mr. EL SAYED A.R. EL REEDY 
Vir. I.A. HiVSSiUT 
Иг. M.IT. 'тш 

Miss V . B A S S E : 
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The СШШШ1Т; In the Name of God The Most Compassionate, The Most 
Merciful, I declare open the one hundred and f i f t y - s i x t h plenary meeting of the 
Connnittee on Disarmament. 

I have on my l i s t of speakers for today the representatives of Canada, Egypt, 
Peru, Yugoslavia, Ethiopia and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, 

I now give the floor to the f i r s t speaker on my l i s t , the representative of 
Canada, Ambassador McPhail. 

Mr. McFHAIL (Canada); Let ne, at the outset, welcone those new 
representatives who have joined the Committee and congratiilate you, Sir, as you 
take the Chair i n this opening month of our session. Not only do I want to pledge 
to you the traditional support of my delegation, but also to express the kind of 
sympathy that has to go with every Chairman who experiences the f i r s t month of the 
Committee's session. Having been through that myself, I know that the sympathy i s 
needed and you have i t . 

Let me pay a tribute, as well, to your predecessor, who had to experience the 
f i n a l month of the Committee's session last year, as this too is the kind of 
onerous task that deserves not only commendation, but sympathy and he indeed has 
deserved and received a l l of that from us. 

I want for just a moment to pay a tribute to our former Italian colleague, 
I do so, not least because' within this room he displayed himanity, humour and 
friendship, and I can think of. no international conference context, with the 
complexities with which we deal, i n which those qualities are more important, 
I think he had them and displayed them, and I think we would do well to remember 
him and draw our inspiration i n d i f f i c u l t moments from the example he set for us. 

Today I wish to consider the activities of the Committee on Disarmament i n the 
period leading up to the focus of our efforts i n this f i r s t part of our work this 
year; the second special session on disarmament, I would accordingly like to 
present our estimation of where the Committee on Disarmament might best apply i t s 
efforts, given present circumstances both within this Committee — and outside i t . 

For a momber of reasons 1982 is'an extraordinary year. But in the twentieth 
century, each yesir seems extraordinary offering both opportunities and risks. This 
year, the time available to seize the opportunities open to us is especially short. 
Equally, the l i f e of this body has been short — only four years, since i t was 
established by the f i r s t special session and i t may be too soon to make lasting 
judgements. Nevertheless, the second special session w i l l , on behalf of the'world 
comniunity, assess the efficacy of this body and i t s a b i l i t y to make progress on 
those c r i t i c a l issues entrusted to i t . Our thoughts about the outcome of that 
assessment, should surely be sober. 
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International security and the Committee on Jisajmamentî 

There is inevitably an international atmosphere within which we must conduct 
our business. Progress — or lack of i t — by the Committee on Disarmament, equally 
inevitably, i s a reflection of the world outside these chambers. Fo procedural 
manoeuvre, however timely, no drafting, however s k i l l f u l , can erase the hard fact 
that the Committee on Disarmament can go no further than the rea l i t i e s of 
international l i f e permit. 

Present international conditions are an object lesson that international 
security and stability cannot be taken for granted. One focus of great international 
concern — Afghanistan — has now been joined by another — Poland. Many of us have 
drawn the same conclusions from both, however different local circumstances may 
seem. Surely i t i s incontestable that events in Poland eloquently — and 
tragically — underline the interdependence and interconnectedness of the world 
community. Surely events in that coxmtry, which some may claim are a purely internal 
aff a i r , have had a profoxmd and negative effect on immediate prospects for the ' 
construction of a new East/Vest atmosphere of confidence. Our deliberations —'arid 
our chances of making progress — are accordingly affected. 

Prospects for s t a b i l i t y and security in Europe, but in other areas of the world 
as well, have effects far beyond their region i t s e l f . Prime Minister Trudeau, like 
others, has recently pointed to the fact that economic problems and international 
disputes have increased i n both number and complexity. P o l i t i c a l and economic 
instability i s painfully evident across the entire spectrum of international 
relations and, indeed, the problems of East/Vest and North/South relations, energy, 
nuclear proliferation, the environment, refugees and sporadic outbursts of violence 
and war a l l form a complex of cause and effect. 

Yet despite the present international atmosphere, is i t not i n the mutual 
interest of a l l for every effort to be made, for every avenue to be explored, i n 
pursuit of the goals the Committee on Disarmament has set i t s e l f . Expectations must 
necessarily be limited by the rea l i t i e s the international situation imposes upon us, 
Ve do not believe that ignoring these rea l i t i e s makes any easier the resolution of 
the problems they represent. Appeals to " p o l i t i c a l w i l l " w i l l not help. But let us 
get on with the-job. We are for real negotiation, not confrontation. 

How then to assess the prospect for success of this session of the Committee on 
Disarmament? Should we take encouragement from the results of the last 
General Assembly? Many resolutions were passed, but no resolution dealing with any 
substantive topic relevant to the concerns of this Committee was endorsed by the 
Assembly by consensus. This i s not progress. Likewise the appearance of those 
resolutions whose purposes serve the interests of the sponsors more than those of the 
international community as a whole cannot be construed as progress. It i s , in 
addition, a debatable blessing that other resolutions should have been passed-by the 
Assembly looking for organizational solutions to substantive problems, thus turning 
such problems over to the Committee on Disarmament particularly at a time when this 
body already has a surfeit of work. 

These are facts. It i s only on the basis of a greater recognition of these 
facts and a willingness to deal with them that we w i l l be' able to contribute to the 
success we a l l hope for at the second special session on disarmament. Can we not 
build on that consensus reached in 1978 rather than destroy i t by inadvertence — 
or by design? Should we not be governed by the considerations that lead to that 
consensus and strive to achieve the highest level of agreement on ways to move ahead? 
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Last spring, I noted that, i n our opinion, i t would be wise for the Committee 
to make an objective assessment of the direction in which we were moving and why 
precisely because we were leading towards the next special session devoted to 
disarmament. While i t i s true that the Committee on Disarmament i s the sole 
multilateral negotiating body and therefore possesses unique authority, i t s 
authority, we repeat once more, ultimately depends upon the results i t produces. 
This year we face a shortened session, yet this year, even more i s expected of the 
Committee! and, let us face i t , more hope is invested i n i t than i n the past. 
These, then, are the international and internal atmospherics affecting the tasks 
with which the Committee is charged in the period up to the second special session. 
I now would like to turn briefly to these tasks; 

Those who participated i n the efforts of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons 
have reason to be satisfied. A number of the most complex areas i n the elaboration 
of an eventual chemical weapons treaty were identified and set down. Complex 
problems remain, some substantive and some technical, particularly i n the f i e l d of 
verifying the terms of an eventual treaty; and some, of course, of a more 
p o l i t i c a l natTire, 

It i s a matter of great regret to us that the traditional resolution on 
chemical weapons jointly co-sponsored by Canada, Poland, the Byelorussian SSR and 
Japan was not adopted by consensus at the last General Assembly. The lack of 
consensus on this resolution could mean that the way i s open for a prolonged debate 
on procedural matters, should some in this Committee so choose. Such a debate i n 
our view would, we fear, sacrifice substance to form. We are confident, however, 
that such a debate can be avoided and indeed we hope and expect that the mandate 
of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons w i l l be adopted i n this Committee by 
consensus. 

Many expect that the comprehensive programme of disarmament w i l l be a 
"centrepiece" of the second special session on disarmament. There are few areas 
where the consensus-building procedure of finding the lowest common denominator of 
agreement and raising i t to the h i ^ e s t i s more important than during our efforts 
to develop a comprehensive programme that can be accepted by a l l . This process 
w i l l require patience and f l e x i b i l i t y , for only through cçmpromise i s consensus 
possible. Great problems remain and consensus is by no means certain. ¥e are 
encouraged however, -fchat i t does appear there i s a gathering consensus on the 
holding of review conferences. This i s only a beginning, but a good beginning. 

We continue to believe that a treaty on radiological weapons has the advantage 
of closing off a weapons option and the prospects for i t s development. We do not 
exaggerate the importance of such a treaty, but we do think i t would be a positive 
step. This said, i f at a l l possible — and we think i t i s possible — the 
conclusion of the text of such a treaty by the time of the second special session 
would represent thé f i r s t concrete evidence of the Committee on Disarmament's 
a b i l i t y to produce an agreement. It is for this symbolic reason that we consider 
the conclusion of a text more important than i t would otherwise be. There are s t i l l 
a number of proposals which could be incorporated into the text.of a treaty on 
radiological weapons, particularly one put forward by Sweden on the safeguarding 
from attack of c i v i l i a n nuclear f a c i l i t i e s . It i s .surely not beyond the s k i l l of 
this negotiating forum to find a technique for addressing seriously this question 
i n parallel with the work already undertaken on the treaty. 
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In our judgement,, a l l aspects of the question of negative security assurances 
have now been explored, often in exhaustive detail; The time has therefore come 
to reach the highest common denominator of agreement on this matter. In the present 
circumstances, for reasons well known to this Committee, no "common formula" i s 
l i k e l y to be agreed. We therefore support the proposal that, as an interim solution, 
means be explored for the Security Council to announce, i n a suitably-worded 
resolution, the summation of each individual nuclear-weapon State's negative 
security assurances. Such a move by the Security Council would, we believe, be 
particularly appropriate during the second special session. 

The debate on nuclear matters within the Committee — we cannot yet c a l l i t a 
negotiation — w i l l resiime. We were encouraged at the last session by some 
aspects of this debate; i t contributed to greater understanding of the complex 
issues posed by the existence of nuclear weapons, a requisite, we believe, before 
we can talk meaningfully about nuclear disarmament. In respect of conventional 
weapons, we must understand why they exist before advocating disarmament whish w i l l 
meet specific conditions, as i t must. We hope, however, that this debate w i l l 
evolve into more of a dialogue engaging nuclear and non-4iuclear Powers alike for 
the practical and constructive ends, and not abstract ones, we a l l seek. In the 
meantime, we welcome a cpntinuation of the process begun last year. Let us continue 
to give priority to the substantive over the procedural or abstract. 

In that context, we continue to believe that i t is productive for the 
Committee on Disarmament to give due weight to the question of setting up a 
working group on a CTB; but let us not give i t undue wei^t. In the present 
context, this is essentially a procedural matter, a l t h o u ^ of great symbolic 
importance to many. Chrr substantive interest should be the eventual conclusion of 
a test ban treaty; i t is not the setting up of a working group as such, Ve would be 
advised to focus our efforts on areas where progress i s possible. I wish now to 
put forward some considerations on where we might best apply our endeavours. 

The realization of a verifiable multilateral comprehensive test ban treaty, to 
end a l l nuclear terting i n a l l environmcntc for a l l time, continues* to be a 
fimdamental Canadian objective. It i s one of the four interrelated nuclear arms 
control measures of the "strategy of stiffocation" proposed by W Prime Minister at 
the f i r s t special session in 1978, The concept of the strategy was reaffirmed i n 
the Canadian Hovtse of Commons last Jime, 

The subject of a nuclear test ban has been part of the United Nations agenda 
since 1954. Since I 9 6 3 , when the Partial Test Ban Treaty was signed, the negotiating 
body in Geneva iias annually been requested by the United Nations General Assembly 
to reach agreement on a comprehensive tost ban treaty. The United Kingdom, the 
United States and the USSR conducted negotiations from J\ily 1977 to November 1980, 
when they were recessed. The consensus necessary for the establishment of an ad hoc 
working group to deal with the negotiation of a comprehensive test ban treaty as 
requested by the United Nations General Assembly, continues to elude us. 

For the past two years or so, our principal concern has been that the Committee 
on Disarmament should assume some substamtive role i n the elaboration of a 
comprehensive test ban treaty — that this negotiating body do some useful and 
constructive work, at an early date, without prejudicing the aftcomplishments of the 
t r i l a t e r a l negotiations. Canada has called for the resiunption of these t r i l a t e r a l 
negotiations. A year ago, in this Committee, Canada announced i t s "readiness to 
contribute to the definition of the Committe>-'s substantive role". We have publicly 
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stated that we were in favour of the establishment of an ad hoc working group with 
an appropriate mandate. Canada co-sponsored resolutions at the t h i r t y - f i f t h and 
thirty-sixth sessions of the United Nations General Assembly calling for the 
establishment of a working group, although, as stated i n our intervention on 
16 July last year, "our objective is the achievement of a comprehensive test ban 
treaty and not the establishment of a working group per se; and our support for 
a working group rests on our belief that i t could assist in this direction: 
that i s to say, the working group should be viewed as a means to an end and not 
the end i t s e l f ... let us not permit debates on this issue to become bogged down i n 
symbolism to the detriment of the actual matter at hand". 

The question of setting up a working group on a comprehensive test ban i s 
essentially a procedural matter, but we would support the establishment of a 
p o l i t i c a l experts group under the auspices of the Committee on Disarmament to 
discuss matters which were not at issue i n the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations from 1977 
to 1 9 8 0 . . They could include the financial, legal and administrative aspects of an 
international seismic data exchange as proposed in the Committee on Disarmament in 
April 1980 by Australia. The mandate for such a group would of course have to be 
agreed i n consultation with the t r i l a t e r a l negotiating States. 

Canada i s not convinced that nuclear weapon testing must go on forever or at i t s 
current disturbing pace. Restrictions on the momber and yield of tests should be 
possible, as well as on geographic locations of testing sites. To existing nucleair 
testing agreements could be added fiorther agreements which would move towards the 
objective of an eventual, comprehensive test ban treaty. There is a need to 
generate some movement in the negotiating process. There is a need to avoid the risks 
inherent i n a continued freeze in the negotiating process on nuclear testing. A 
number of arms control treaties were realized as a result of the precedents created 
in working out the partial test-ban treaty of I 9 6 3 . They include the Threshold 
Test Ban Treaty of 1974 and the Treaty on peaceful nuclear explosions of 1 9 7 6 . It 
has been argued by some that the ra t i f i c a t i o n of the Threshold Test Ban Treaty and 
the Treaty on peaceful nuclear explosions would be undesirable and could be 
counterproductive. We do no.t agree. Fully implemented, these two Treaties, with 
international co-operation, could be u t i l i z e d and built upon to move towards a 
comprehensive test ban treaty. 

The r a t i f i c a t i o n of the Threshold Test Ban Treaty and on the Treaty on peaceftil 
nuclear explosions woiild bring into force limitations on yield, albeit at a high 
level. It would also bring into force the exchange of technical data about testing 
programmes and the limiting of testing to specific designated sites, as provided for 
in the Protocol to the Threshold Test Ban Treaty. It would also bring info force the 
provisions of the Protocol of the Treaty on peaceful nuclear explosions dealing with 
technical arrangements for monitoring and exchanging information. 
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A very useftil further step would Ъе the resiamption of the t r i l a t e r a l 
negotiations for the specific purpose of negotiating a second-stage agreement.irfiich 
would further restrict the numbers and yields of tests and the location of testing 
sites. Such em agreement could be for specific reductions or, even better, for 
sets of reductions over time. 

With such a process in motion, i t would seem possible to envisage a greater 
role for the Committee on Disarmament's Ad Eoc Group of Scientific Experts on 
Seismic Events by involving i t in aspects of the exchange of information which would 
be occurring with the two Treaties earlier mentioned. At some stage in the not too 
distant future, the implementation of the international seismic data exchange (iSDE) 
would also appear to bo useful. 

The implementation of this international verification measure in connection 
with an interim agreement implies that such rn agreement, once reached in t r i l a t e r a l 
negotiations, would, in certain respects at least, lead to the Committee on 
Disarmament's involvement. 

Canada would hope that in such a process the other nuclear-weapon States, Prance 
and China, would join and would sign the partial test-ban Treaty. 

The confidence which a veritable second-stage agreement would build should, in 
turn, bring within the realm of possibility whatever further agreements on 
limitations and reductions may bo required to move towards a permanent comprehensive 
test-ban treaty. 

The above ideas arc being contributed in an effort to help focus the Committee's 
efforts on what seems to us to be possible — some positive and constructive movement 
in the negotiating process on nuclear testing, liy delegation w i l l bo glad to work 
towards this end, the ultimate objective of which is the achievement of an important 
goal of the international community — a comprehensive test-ban treaty. 

In my closing remarks I wish to consider the relationship between the 
Committee and the second special session. Ve believe that i t is in the interests 
of the Committee to bring to the second special session the greatest possible 
number of tasks for which i t has been charged folly completed. Some have argued 
that those items not readily lending themselves to resolution in the Committee 
sho\ad be l e f t to the special session i t s e l f . Ve should not have any i l l u s i o n that 
matters -unresolved in this negotiating forum can be any more readilj' dealt with at 
special session, whose fimctions and purpose are fundamentally different, Ve t r u s t . — 
and i t is indeed our goal — that the Committee's contribution to the second special 
session on disarmaiment should be the greatest possible; i t s contribution should not 
be a b\irden, as indeed i t might be should the Committee f a l l short of i t s goals. 
The Committee on Disarmament i s , in a real sense, on t r i a l and w i l l be judged by 
the results i t produces at this session. Let us therefore proceed with this 
firmly in mind. 
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The CHAIRMAN; I thank you for the kind words you addressed to the Chair. I 
now give the floor to the representative of Egypt, Ambassador El Reedy. 

Mr. EL REEDY (Egypt) (translated from Arabic); Mr. Chairman, you opened 
this meeting in the name of God the Merciful and Compassionate. We join V7ith you in 
praying that God w i l l help this meeting to contribute towards the achievement 
of a better world. We also take this opportunity to congratulate you on your 
direction of our work and to convey our best wishes to our brothers, the people 
of Iran, to whom our own people are linked by indissoluble bonds. !/e also wish 
to express our sincere appreciation to Ambassador Sani, our previous Chairman, 
for his wise and effective direction of the work of this Committee. 

On behalf of my delegation, I would like to express our sorrow and condolences 
to the Italian delegation on the death of our dear colleague, Ambassador Montezemolo. 

I also v/elcome a l l our new colleagues representing Australia, Bulgaria, Burma, 
the Federal Republic of Germany, Italy, Nigeria and the United States of America. 

As v/e begin a nevi round of v;ork, i t i s only natural to pause for a while 
to take stock of the situation regarding the arms race, the halting of which i s 
the raison d'être of our deliberations here. It i s regrettable to note that, 
in spita of extensive discussions and numerous resolutions, the production of 
weapons of mass destruction has continued unabated; indeed i t has gained further 
momentum and, thanks to the astonishing advances of science and technology, 
these weapons have increased in destructiveness. This state of affair's has 
given rise to the emergence of a new category of regular s t a t i s t i c s , commonly 
knov/n as over-kill s t a t i s t i c s , directed at calculating the number of times the 
present arsenals can destroy mankind. In short, the present and potential 
destructiveness of existing arsenals and the expenditures towards further production 
are beyond imagination. 

In this unreal atmosphere which prevails over the almost year-round 
discussions of disarmament issues, in which our discussions constitute an important 
element, we cannot but wonder at the gap between words and deeds, between 
promises and their fulfilment I 

In the interval since the f i r s t special session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament, held in 1973, which outlined an international disarmament 
strategy and rationalized the disarmament machinery by establishing a body for 

"deliberation's and another, namely, the Committee on Disarmament, for negotiations, 
not a single real achievement has been made in the f i e l d of disarmament. Indeed, 
we are practically today at an impasse. 

If we add to this the worsening econociic situation in the third world, and 
the absence of progress in the establishment of a new and equitable international 
economic order, then the continued waste ef huge human and material resources 
on the production of more instruments of war and annihilation draws a picture 
which indeed calls for pondering on the sombra road taken by humanity. 
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We as a developing country have responded to the calls addressed to us. 
Suffice i t to note that a great number of non-nuclear-weapon States, the majOi'ily 
of which consist of developing countries not party to any military alliance, have 
adhered to the non-proliferation Treaty, which by the same token commits 
the nuclear-weapon States to achieve nuclear disarmament and to halt nuclear-weapon 
testing. But unfortunately this commitment has so far remained totally 
u n f u l f i l l e d . 

Moreover, in this Committee, ray delegation, together with the group of 
non-aligned countries, haá done i t s best and has submitted a number of proposals 
to advance our work. Yet we are unable to discern any tangible result during 
the four-year interval between the f i r s t and the second special sessions of 
the'General'Assembly. The greatest evidence of this i s that in spite of our 
persistence and irt spite of successive General Assembly resolutions, we have been 
unable even to establish the appropriate machinery for dealing with items 1 and 2 
of our agenda. 

It i s axiomiátlc to say that there i s a relationship between the international 
climate conducive to disarmament negotiations and international behaviour, the 
world having recently witnessed increasing violations of the rules of international 
law and international legality. The continued oppression of the brotherly 
people of Afghanistan is dire evidence of this. We would also add that there 
has been an increasing resort to the policy of force and the violation of the 
sovereignty of national independence of countries, as well as attempts to annex 
territories by force. Such violations undeniably affect the international climate 
and heighten the feelings of suspicion, mistrust and insecurity. In this context, 
we believe the Superpowers have a responsibility to see to i t that their behaviour 
is in accordance with the norms of international law and the provisions of the 
Charter of the United Nations. They also have a major responsibility for the 
strengthening of the international machinery for the peaceful settlement of 
international disputes, the dcten^énce of aggression and ensuring respect f-'T 
the principles of the Charter. 

In the light of these considerations, i t may be necessary for the 
General Assembly, at i t s second special session, to examine the relationship 
between disarmament and a l l that relates to international behaviour, international 
security, the activation of the machinery for the peaceful settlement of 
international disputes, and guaranteeing respect for the principles of the 
Charter and the implementation of resolutions of the United Nations. 

But at the same time disarmament issues have become so important and urgent 
that the continuation of negotiations is imperative, and we do not believe that 
they should come to a halt under any pre-text or circumstance — for no one can 
deny that the accumulation and development of nuclear weapons constitutes the 
deadliest arnd most immediate danger to the survival of mankind as a whole. 

Therefore, my delegation welcomes the opening in Geneva on 50 November last 
of negotiations between the United States of America and the Soviet Union on 
the removal of intermediate-range nuclear missiles from Europe and believes that 
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i t i s an important and positive development. In spite of the worsening 
international situation, these negotiations have started, and we wish them a l l 
success. We share the desire of the two sides to achieve security in Europe 
under which the European peoples can live in an atmosphere free from the threat 
of the use of nuclear weapons on their t e r r i t o r i e s . 

Egypt i s especially interested in these negotiations since the strengthening 
of European security would obviously have a positive impact on the security 
of our region and on our efforts to establish a nuclear-weapon-free zone in 
the Middle: East and Africa. 

At the same time we strongly urge the two sides to reach agreement on an early 
commencement of the negotiations on the reduction of strategic nuclear weapons. 
This w i l l no doubt enhance the glimmer of hope discernible in this climate, 
otherwise saturated with pessimism. 

I wish now to make a few comments on the state of our work in the Committee. 
We cannot but start by reiterating our position of principle to the effect that 
this Committee has to discharge i t s responsibilities with respect to items 1 and 2 , 
namely, a nuclear test ban and the cessation of the nuclear arms race and 
nuclear disarmament, which have been on i t s agenda from i t s f i r s t session. Egypt 
at almost the very same time last year, on the occasion of i t s r a t i f i c a t i o n of 
the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, clearly stated that 
in taking this step and accepting the obligations arising out of i t s adherence 
to the Treaty, i t hoped that the nuclear-weapon States would also meet their 
obligations. In this connection the statement of the Egyptian Foreign Ministry 
issued on that occasion and which was distributed as a document of the Committee 
on Disarmament read as follows: 

"Egypt wishes, to express i t s strong dlssatisfactioo at the 
nuclear-weapon States, i n particular the two Superpowers because 
of their failure to take effective measures relating to the cessation 
of the nuclear arms race and to nuclear disarmament." 

The statement went on to say: 

"Moreover, in spite of the fact that more than 17 years have 
elapsed since the conclusion of the 1963 Treaty Banning Nuclear-Weapon 
Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and Under VJater, the 
nuclear-weapon States are alleging that various d i f f i c u l t i e s s t i l l 
stand in the way of a permanent ban on a l l nuclear-weapon tests, 
when there i s only need for a p o l i t i c a l w i l l to achieve that end." 

On the basis of this clear statement we once again urge the nuclear-weapon States to 
f u l f i l the obligations they undertook. I would add that we believe that we 
also have a right to be enlightened about the fate of the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations, 
which we had hoped would have assisted this Committee in f u l f i l l i n g i t s primary 
responsibility. In the same vein, we resolutely continue to c a l l for the 
establishment of two ad hoc working groups on these agenda items to enable the 
Committee to discharge i t s mandate with regard to the most crucial and dangerous 
disarmament issues. 
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Turning now to t h f item on cheuiical weapons, on wnich a good measure of 
progrese hac rnda i n reaching agroc.-nont on specif i г ••L.\T.cnt3 and detailed 
formulations fo" incorporation in a t r e r t y on the complete and effective prohibition 
of the development, production i-nd atcclipiling of a l l chemical weapons and on 
their destruction, we believe that the early conclusions of such a treaty has 
become an imperative and urgent matter i n view of a l l the developments presaging 
a stepping up of the production of chemical weapons, a situation which would 
create additional d i f f i c u l t i e s i f a speedy conclusion of the treaty i s not 
forthcoming. Today we are at a c - i t i c n l turning point. Consequently, this 
Committee should gear a l l i t s efforts tov/ards the fi.ialization of a treaty on 
chemical weapons, taking advantage of the progress made last year in the 
Ad Hoc Working GrouD under r.he leadernhip of ímba^Padc Lidgard. 

Only a few mcni'ns l i e ahead of us before the beginning of the 
second special session of the General Assembly. We are therefore working under 
the pressure of time to finalize consideration of certain issues before this 
deadline. Foremost amone them i s the comprehensive programme of disarmament, 
which hopefully will be f i n a l l y agreed and formulated before the end of this 
session in April. The Ad Hoc Working Group on this subject has made considerable 
progress in exploring the various elements to be included in the programme. 
VJhr.t remains 1з to »each agréèrent on some of the key issues, in particular those 
relating to "meacures", the nature of the programme, and the time-frame for i t s 
implementation. 

In addition to the C?D, which v;e hope w i l l be finalized by the end of-our 
current session, should we not also endeavour to finalize agreement on some 
Dther matters under consideration in order to submit the results to che 
second special session? 

In this regard, one cf th3 rxct imprrtar.t ccpecto is to reach agreement on 
a clear and a^'^crr^: cs^l commitment whereby the nuclei»*-vno-,nr¡ states undertake 
not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against the non-nuclear-weapon 
States. At the f i r s t specia] session, vhe nuclear-weapon States issued their 
unilateral declarations. However, i t is now generally recognized that these 
declarations are not sufficient and do not offer sufficient assurances. If we 
can, i n thib CoEiiiitteo, on the basis of the discussions which took place i n the 
relevant Ad Hoc Vtorking Group, the plenary Committee i t s e l f and the 
General Assembly, reach an agreement whereby the nuclear-weapon States commit 
themselves, clearly and unequivocally, to renounci.ng the use or threat of use of 
nuclear weapons against the non-nuclcar-i.'eapon States, then we w i l l be able to 
claim a f i r s t significant achievement. Moreover, such a development w i l l answer 
the legitimate demand or tne non-nuciear-weapon states, the majority of which 
have voluntarily renounced the nuclear option v/ithin a treaty framework and have 
subjected their nuclear installations to international inspection and verification 
procedures. 

In addition, we believe that we have to pursue efforts to conclude a treaty 
prohibiting the production and use of radiological weapons. Although such a 
convention i s not an urgent priority on the disarméiment agenda, i t s conclusion, 
in our view, would be a contribution to our efforts to prevent the development 
of new types of weapons of mass destruction. Vfy delegation considers i t essential 
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legally to prohibit attacks on peaceful nuclear installations. This question has 
acquired added significance as a result of the Israeli attnck on the Iraqi 
peaceful nuclear reactor last summer. We hope th?.t .̂ solution can be found 
to this question and that the nuclear-weapon States and other States members 
of nuclear alliances w i l l understand this just and reasonable demand of the 
non-nuclear-weapon States — a legitimate demand which has been further substantiated 
by events. 

For more than 20 years, specifically in the wake of the launching of the 
f i r s t space s a t e l l i t e s , Egypt has, together with the group of non-aligned 
countries, been in the forefront of nations calling for the use of outer space 
exclusively for peaceful purposes. 

Although my delegation believes that the best way to handle this question 
is to establish a legal rule or international legislation prohibiting the use 
of outer space for other than peaceful purposes, the logic thus being the remittance 
of the issue to the Legal Sub-Committee of the Committee on the Peaceful Uses 
of Outer Space, in response to the preference shown by many- delegations for 
considering the subject in the Committee on Disarmament, we have agreed to i t s 
inclusion in our agenda. Vie would, however, like to emphasize two points: 

First, the objective of our endeavours would be to reserve outer space for 
peaceful uses and to safeguard against i t s militarization. Consequently, 
we have to avoid the risk of finding ourselves being dragged into an exercise 
that may lead to the legitimization of some military uses of outer space. 

Secondly, the consideration of this item should not be at the expense 
of the priority items on our agenda, particularly the questions of a nuclear 
test ban and the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. 

In this connection i t might be useful i f the secretariat, at the proper 
time, could prepare a compilation of the relevant background material, including 
the various proposals made which may be of help to us in the consideration 
of this question. 

The second special session of the General Assembly w i l l be for us, as 
responsible members of the community of nations, an occasion to assess and 
evaluate the efforts being made to halt the arms race and achieve general and 
complete disarmament. In this regard, our Committee has a special responsibility, 
through i t s evaluation, to help the General Assembly to be f u l l y aware of the 
implications of the ever-deteriorating situation. This would help the 
second special session to chart a road which could make our planet a more 
secure and brighter world. 
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reference you made to thé people of my country-. I now g-ive the floor to the 
representative of Peru, Ambassador Valdivieso. 

Ш. VALDIVIESO (Peru) (translated from Spanish); Mr. Chairman, allow me to exprese 
my delegation's pleasure at seeing you assume the chairmanship of our Committee. During 
the fulfilment of this important and delicate task, you can cotmt on our f u l l , although 
surely modest, co-operation. I would also like to express, through you, our deep 
appreciation for the successful work cf your predecessor. Ambassador Sani of Indonesia. 

I would like to pay a tribute to the memory of our very distinguished friend and 
colleague, Ambassador Cordero d i №ntezemolo, who, as head of the Permanent Mssion of 
Italy, represented his country with dignity, competence and decorum which earned him 
our respect and consideration. Our sincere condolences go to the Mssion of Italy, 

îfy delegation also welcomes the new representatives cf Australia, Bulgaria, Burma, 
Czechoslovakia, the Federal Eepublic cf Germany, Italy and the United States of 
America, to whom we offer our co-operation. 

Ve are meeting at a time when certain international events axe causing deep 
concern among large sectors of world public opinion, which i s alarmed by what some 
regard, not without reason, as a plain and simple return to the so-called cold war, 
that i s , to a relationship between the Superpowers based on confrontation and 
uncontrolled competition. 

In any event, i t must bo recognized that the international system i s i n the 
process of becoming increasingly nonstable as a result of the c r i s i s of confidence that 
seems to be developing between the worlds known as East and Vest. 

For anyone whc reads the intema.tional press, i t i s no secret that most of the 
current international tension and crises ha,ve gained momentum as a result of the 
change that has taken place i n strategic perceptions at the level of the Superpowers. 

For example, the apocalyptical hypothesis of Mutual Assured Destruction, whose 
i n i t i a l s make up the English word "MÍD" i n suggestive symbolism, i s being replaced by 
the hypothesis of a "limited nuclear war" cr a war whose effects can be controlled. 
At the same time, hurried efforts are being made to establish a force that \п.11 be 
permanently ready and capable of intervening i n axxy part of the globe; and the old 
and creaJcing regional "mutual defence" alliances forged as a result of the cold war 
are being revived. 

Such fundamental changes i n strategic perceptions at the global level have 
serious repercussions not only on relations between East and Vest, but also on the 
South, i.e., on the developing countries as a whole. 

Not only i s the possibility of a nuclear war now accepted — making the classical 
concept of deterrence obsolete — but plans are being made i n function of that 
possibility; and, i n international relations, everything depends on the absolute 
predominance of the East-Vest c r i s i s . 

There i s no time now for the North-South dialogue; nor place for international 
codes of conduct to govern the functioning of the existing international system. There 
i s no need to codify the intematinnal law of the sea and no need for new orders, 
whatever their subject-matter. The concept cf international co-operation for 
development i s being redefined, with private and bilateral agreements prevailing over 
public and multilateral agreements. Action to combat underdevelopment, that i s , the 
hunger, poverty, i l l n e s s , marglnality and denial cf basic human rights suffered by two 
cut of every three people on the planet, i s nc longer a priority for the international 
community. 
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The priority issue new ira "security", as iofined by the North, It moeais aero 
military GxponditXires and fewer social prograrmncs ovorywhoro, i n tir.es, cicrr^rvor, of 
widespread rocGss.-on. 

Our countries cannot afford such a reversal of p r i o r i t i e s ; and we do not 
understand the distinction between the concepts of "security" and "development" 
because, as far aŝ  we are concerned, they are -exactly the same. Our countries' present 
insecurity i s a result of the underdevelopment of our societies. Accordingly, the 
achievement of our security requirements necessarily implies the achievement of our 
.development, which i s nothing- less than being able to give" our citizens standards of 
l i v i n g compatible with the human dignity proclaimed i n a solemn Universal Declaration. 

This i s our concept cf socurityî wo arc now losing a war which i s older and more 
destructive than any i n this centurj'- and which k i l l s thouseinds of our children, men, 
women and elderly people everyday. 

Ve a l l tremble at the thought of how unbearable the neutron bcmb i s , but I wonder 
how many of us tremble with the same fear at the thought of the intangible bombs of 
hunger and illness, which are so harmless tc thin¿rs and so deadly to humcUi beings and 
which, because of our failure to act, have constantly been dropped on every comer cf 
the ijnderdeveloped world ever since i t s history became part of that of the V/est as a 
result of the colonial phenomenon. 

No, lir. Chairman, we do not agree with the now strategic definitions. They put us 
on the second level or simply ignore us. They deprive us of our national identities and 
place our future i n the hands of others, however friendly they may be. 

It i s painful, though not irrelevant, tc see how the process of disarmament i s 
affected by such developments. 

The fact of the matter — i f indeed i t l i e s i n the statements of high Government 
o f f i c i a l s and i n specific military budget and sales figures — i s that there has been 
an escalation of the arms race and i t has not been limited to the Superpovrers or indeed 
to any of the Powers; i t has, rather, spread to the developing world. 

Developing countries such as mine have ether, specific reasons for this concern, 
which i s , i n our case, overshadowed by the prospects for the North-South dialogue i n 
which we, as a developing coxmtry, believe that we can better project our national 
interests i n the international arena. 

Ve are aware that some States question the very idea of this other way of looking 
at the international system. The issue i s , however, not one of labels or words, but, 
rather,'in our view, one cf proving and stating one of the basic facts of the present 
world order, namely, the co-existence of developed and developing States i n a structure 
of interrelations that places the latter, sometimes involuntarily, at the mercy of the 
former. 

When one of the big ones sneezes, many of the l i t t l e ones catch cold. This i s the 
most common effect of so-called "interdependence", which few seem to remember, and i t 
shows just how vulnerable and dependent the weaker countries resilly' are. 

One of the clearest examples of the asymmetrical relationship between the tлro 
groups of States i s to be found i n tlie f i e l d of security and armaments policy. 

Contrary to what some people think, the third world countries do have direct and 
v i t a l interests i n the process that guides and defines relations between the p o l i t i c a l -
economic-military blocs, whose strategic and security perceptions directly affect us, 
as shown by the escalation of the arms race and the international crises that have 
broken out i n the developing world. 
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As a rule, the largest concentrations of arsenals i n developing countries and, 
consequently, the most violent \7ars that the vrorld has laiovm since the end of the 
Second World War have talcen place i n axeas that viere trapped i n the clutches of 
East-West rivalry and tension. 

Not even during the best of times of détente, whose absence today seems so 
tragic to us, did any significant change take place i n this dynamic or, i n other 
words, i n the historically verifiable fact that the riva l r y betiroen the tvro blocs, 
V7ith their mutual deterrent pov/er, naturally tends to affect the peripheral 
regions of the tliird world, v/hich thus become an impotent theatre sacrificed to 
foreign confrontations. 

The Superpo\;ers' definitions of their " v i t a l interests", "strategic concerns" 
or similar concepts are based on the assumption bhat the natural setting for such 
definitions i s the world as a whole. 

The most important consequence of the way i n lihich the Superpo^rers see 
themselves and international reality and which.characterizes the positions they 
have adopted i s the unequal distribution of security at the world level smd, 
therefore, sin order which i s as unjust and out of proportion as that which 
characterizes the other structural levels of relations betvreen wealcer and stronger 
countries. 

The latter, which are i n an absolute minority i n the community of nations and 
have a minority share of the world's population, nevertheless have a near-monopoly 
on security, while the former are condemned to li v e i n constant insecurity because 
their r i ^ t to define their o\m ideas of security i s not respected. 

This i s the result of the fact that the security of the peripheral coxintries 
i s almost always defined i n terms of the strategic — and the economic, p o l i t i c a l 
and ideological — interests of the blocs which compete for universal supremacy 
and, as far as ideological-political models and international leadership axe 
concerned, JBJCO held up to the developing \forld as the only tvro alternatives. 

In accordance with our approach to international relations, our interests focuB 
on the need to establish a ne\; international security order which \ñ.ll guarantee the 
legitimate r i f ^ t s of the developing countries to develop i n genuine independence and 
to follow the path of non-alignment vis-à-vis the East-West c r i s i s , \:hich i s neither 
inevitable nor desirable. 

It i s understandable that we should be deeply concerned about the brealcdown of 
the dialogue and the c r i s i s of mutual confidence between the Superpov/ers because we 
know that, i f events continue on their present course, the developing countries 
w i l l have to pay for most of the damage. 

We as Latin Americans are particularly concerned about the fact that 
Central America i s veil on i t s vray to becoming a ncv c r i t i c a l trouble spot because 
of persistent attempts to subordinate i t s complex problems to the inadequate logic 
of the East-West dialectic and because of public speculation about the possibility 
of direct foreign intervention i n the area. 
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The peoples of this sister region, heirs to a conmon history, should not have 
to endure interference i n their efforts to find solutions to the specific, age-old 
problems of achieving economic development, social justice and institutional grovrth 
and s t a b i l i t y i n a truly democratic and p l u r a l i s t i c climate i n \;hich human ri{^ts 
are f u l l y respected, 

V/e arej as stated on numerous occasions by my co\intry's llinister for Foreign 
Affairs, therefore opposed to any foreign interference i n the affairs of this 
region. 

And v/e axe therefore also concerned about the noticeable increase i n the flov; 
of weapons to this area and about the introduction into Latin America of the 
h i ^ l y sophisticated military equipment from which i t lias so far been spared. 

Imports of modem high-technology vieapons create problems and d i f f i c u l t i e s for 
a l l developing countries not only because i t i s scandalous to use valuable resources, 
vihich should be spent on social programmes and development, to purchase very 
expensive arms, but also because such.imports increase the recipients' capacity for 
violence and malee them technologically dependent on their suppliers and such 
dependence can be used if о create p o l i t i c a l and strategic alignments. 

This brings us to the relationship between disarmament and development, an 
aspect of the disarmament problem that i s of the greatest importance to the 
developing countries. 

According to the report of the international group of experts, a select group 
of eminent persons which vas presided over by Ilrs. Thorsson, whose presence we 
vielcome, and vas requested by the United Nations to explore the nature of that 
relationship, the linlcs betvreen disarmament and development include the following 
significant facts: 

In the last 30 years, nearly 6 per cent of the vrorld's available resources 
have been consumed every year by the arms race. 

. Since the end of the Second- World \/cir, the nuclear Powers have manxifactured 
more than 40,000 nuclear warheads viith a combined explosive capacity 1 million times 
greater than that of the bomb v/hich, i n one of the darkest chapters i n máhld.nd's 
history, was dropped on Hiroshima i n 1945» 

I f v/e could recycle the materials used to build and station only 200 land-based 
intercontinental missiles, we would have close to 10,000 t of aluminium, 2,500 t of 
chromium, 150 t of titanium, 24 t of beryllium, 890,000 t of steel and 2.4 million t 
of cement. 

riore than 50 million people, including almost 20 per cent of the vrorld's 
engineers and scientists, are employed directly or indirectly i n the production 
of military goods and services. 

More than half a million skilled experts are involved, at a cost of Ü35 b i l l i o n 
per year, i n military research and development programmes on new deeidly technologies. 
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About 6 per cent of annual o i l output i s used for military purposes and to 
produce v/eapons systems vhich use more copper, nickel and platinum every year than 
a l l the countries of Africa, Asia and Latin America consume for other purposes. 

In the developing countries, more money i s spent on tanlcs, aircraft, missiles 
and a r t i l l e r y than on public health or education. 

There are more people i n military uniform i n the world than there axe teachers 
and more research i s carried out and capital invested for military purposes than 
for research on ne\i energy sources, health care, pollution control and agriculture. 

The modernization of a small aiir^to-air missile costs more than the 
ГДОО million spent i n 10 years by the liorld Health Organization to eradicate 
smallpox. 

Prom various points of viev/, disarmament and development are the two 
inseparable sides of the samo coin. And since both are basic to problems that 
affect the international community as a whole — and not only a few States, 
however pov/erful they may be — the United Nations, the most luiiversal forum, has 
been.recognized as the legitimate principal protagonist and r i { ^ t f u l i n i t i a t o r of 
the process of disarmament. 

Speaking on behalf of a small country \;hich believes i n international law, 
vdiich supports respectful dialogue among States, pluralism and the subordination 
of individual interests to the greater good and \il-iich i s therefore opposed to the 
use or threat, of \ise of force and to arrogance and contempt for the r i ^ t s of 
others, we strongly reaffirm our unsv/ervin^; belief i n the irreplaceable role of 
the United Nations and i n the great respect due to i t s most democratic and 
representative organ, the General Assembly, whose vd l l ме sec as the repository 
of the hi{^iest moral authority. 

Various speakers who have talcen the floor before mc have noted that this 
session of our Committee i s of particular importance i n view of the forthcoming 
second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

It i s imperative that the second special session should not f a i l , for i f i t 
does, there v d l l be no way of halting the vrorsening of the international situation 
or the acceleration of the arms race, especially the nuclear arms race. 

And i f i t i s essential for the second special session devoted to disarmament 
not to f a i l , i t i s just as obvious that, i n the v/orlc i t will carry out bet\reen nov: 
and April, our Committee must achieve positive tangible results. In a very real 
sense, the destinies of both meetings are inextricably linlœd. Ve thus have a 
very heavy responsibility on our shoulders. 

If vre axe to achieve positive results i n our work i n order to enable the 
second special session to make a substantial contribution to the process of 
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disarmament, there vàll have to be a radical dcpejrture from some of the trends ;/hich 
have emer(jed in the Committee in the last fG\; years and have prevented i t from 
f u l f i l l i n g i t s mandate. 

In this connection, there is no doubt that the primary obstacle to be overcome 
i s the nuclear Pov/ers' proven lack of p o l i t i c a l vxVL to conclude specific, binding 
agreements designed to halt the current arms race and reverse i t through a mutually 
agreed process of arms limitations. 

It i s this lack of p o l i t i c a l vi i l l — demonstrated, moreover, by the specific 
actions of States outside this body — which has v i r t u a l l y brou^jht the negotiations 
i n the four established Ad Hoc Working Groups to a stand-still and has delayed the 
establisloment of \rarking groups to speed up the v/ork on items 1 and 2 of our 
traditional agenda, to irliich the General Assembly has repeatedly given the h i ^ e s t 
prio r i t y . 

This i s not a simple procedural matter. As we a l l know, there are no 
instructions vrhich say that the only v;ay of holding negotiations on specific 
questions of disarmament i s to establish ad hoc v/orking groups, but we also know 
that, i n practice, ad hoc \rorking groups are the only negotiating bodies we have. 
In the best of cases, plenary meetings are useful for broad exclianges of viev/s on 
specific issues, but that i s a l l . They are usually used more for a general and 
open Aebate on a l l the items on the agenda and even to a i r questions which 
basically have nothing to do \n.th the â genda items. 

Custom, which i s more pov/erful than i s usually believed, particularly i n the 
United Nations, has thus created a de facto situation i n which matters not dealt 
with i n an ad hoc working group are "frozen", so to spealc, as far as their 
effective handling i s concerned. 

Opposition to the establishment of ad hoc working groups to negotiate specific 
agreements on items 1 and 2 of the â -onda i s therefore tantamount to opposition to 
multilateral negooiations on these questions. This i s , i n our vieii, tuiacceptable, 
whatever the justification offered — not only because of the rejpeated mandates of 
the General Assembly, but also because of the in t r i n s i c importance for the process 
of disarmament of the immediate prohibition of a l l nuclear tests and the achievement 
of agreements on the halting of the arms race, especially the nuclear arms race» 

Vc are also of the opinion that the ad hoc working groupe'that are already 
dealing i n the negotiating process \/ith items 3 , 4 emd 5 of the draft agenda must 
be authorized to resume their work as soon as possible. As they carry out their 
task, v:e hope that they w i l l be able to remove the obstacles hampering the-
achievement of specific agreements. In this connection, v/e were encouraged to-
hear that the mandate of the \/orking Group on Chemical Weapons, presided over 
v/ith such diligence and success by Ambassador Lidgard, v/ill be broadened, 

I also wish to repeat the fact that ve consider i t truly shameful that the 
nuclear Pov/ers consistently refuse to grant the non-nuclcar-v/eapon States formal 
and binding assurances against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. For 
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us, this i s a matter of principle because vrc consider i t morally intolerable for 
the nuclear Powers to talce such great care not to offer sv.ch guarantees i n a formal 
manner; their refusal i s like a s\rord of Damocles holding the developing countries 
hostage to the nuclear Powers and their disputes. 

The nuclear Powers seem to have kno\m \ihat they \rcre about when they coined the 
term "negative security guarantees" because they are i n fact the ones \/hich are 
claiming that the non-nuclear coxuitries should grant them a negative guarantee of 
cre d i b i l i t y that i s conceptually different from the positive, genuine and binding 
guaxantees we are aslcing of the nuclear Powers. 

The elaboration of the comprehensive programme of disarmament, vihich w i l l be 
the centre-piece of the p o l i t i c a l process to be set i n motion at the second 
special session next June, i s without a doubt the Committee's most important 
immediate responsibility at this session. 

Fortunately, the \:isdom and patience v i t h which our very distinguished friend. 
Ambassador Alfonso Garcia Robles of Ilexico, has guided the Ad Hoc V/orking Group on 
a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament has made i t possible for i t s work to 
progress viith a dynamism that i s remarkable i n this Committee. 

That does not, hovievor, alter the fact that the different interest groups 
s t i l l disa^ee on matters of substance. \/e hope that the f r u i t f u l exchanges of 
views that have talcen place un t i l now \ ; i l l have convinced a l l of us that the task 
at hand i s not one of elaborating yet another document v/hich i s open to any 
interpretation whatever, contains no time-frame and depends on the goodv/ill of 
States. 

Nov/ i s the time for us to be lucid enough to elaborate a comprehensive 
prograimae which i s clear, contains time-frames — even i f they are only indicative — 
and i s able to generate effective agreements that v/ill lead to specific disarmament 
measures. 

This v / i l l , hov/ever, be possible i f the nuclear Pov/crs and, i n particular, the 
Superpov/ers do not translate into action the desire they have proclaimed for 
international peace and moral commitment to Article 2, paragraph 4 , of the 
United Nations Charter, v/hich, as Ilr. Eugene Rostov/, Director of the United States 
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, reminded us a fev/ daj-b ago, prohibits the 
threat or use of force a^jainst the t e r r i t o r i a l intc£jrity or the p o l i t i c a l 
independence of any State. 

As long as there i s no such change in the conduct of the States v/hich have 
a monopoly on force at the international level, v/e v/ill s t i l l be able to say that 
the disarmament effort i s a Utopian and quixotic activity, but i t i s none the less 
one from v/hich we v/ho con say that our sling i s that of David \ / i l l not flinch. 

The CHAIRIIM; I thanl: you for the Icind v/ords you addressed to the Cluiir. I 
now give the floor to the representative of Yugoslavia, Ambassador Vrhunec. 
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Mr. УЕШШЕС (Yugoslavia): Mr. Chaimian, I wish to offer you, the representative 
of the friendly non-aligned country of Iran, ry congratulationc on asstaaing the 
chairraanship of the Cor-imittee for this nonth and to assure you of the f u l l co-operation 
of цу delegation .̂n carrying out your dif::icult task. 

I -would also like to pay a tribute to Anhassador Anwar Sani of Indonesia for a 
very well and e f f i c i e n t l y done job as Chaiman of the Connittee on Disarnancnt during 
the closing nonth of i t s last session and the opening phase of the current session. 
I also extend a very waixi welconc to the папу ncv colleagues who have joined us for 
the new session of the Corxiittee. May I also take this opportunity to pay a tribute 
to our distinguished colleague, Anbassador Pein of the Netherlands, and wish hia the 
best i n his new and important responsibilities i n the Hague. 

It i s with great sorrow that the delegation of Yugoslavia has learned of the 
passing away of our colleague, Ambassador Mbntezemolo. Expressing our sincere 
condolences to the distinguished representative of Italy, we ask him to transmit our 
sympathy to Anbassador Montezemolo's family. 

This year's session of the Connittee on Disamanent has started i t s work under 
the shadow of highly exacerbated international relations. The situation which we 
are facing today in international relations is oxtrenely unfavourable and gives 
ground to the greatest concern. 

In evaluating such a situation, we proceed from the fact that the existence of 
bloos and the pursuit of a policy fror.i a position of strength on the part of the Great 
Powers inevitably leads to a policy of domination and hegemony. This, i n turn, 
gives impetus to the increasingly accelerating ams race v;hich leads to a confrontation 
of a global nature and the spreading of spheres of interest to which are subjected 
a l l developnents in the world and a l l areas of international l i f e . Although 
resistance to such a policy is constantly growing, i t continues to be pursued to the 
detriment' of peace, security and co-operation and causes insecurity and instability, 
which lead to a general aggravction of international relations. A l l this goes 
against the v i t a l interests of the whole cf mankind; constant pressure i s placed on 
the national independence and security of particular countries, especially the' 
non-aligned and developing countries, thus greatly hindering p o s s i b i l i t i e s for 
economic development and jeopardizing world peace. 

As a European, non-aligned and s o c i a l i s t developing countiy, Yugoslavia gives 
particular attention to developnents in international relations. It strives to 
nake a naxinun contribution to the overcoming of bloc divisions and the attenuation 
of bloc confrontations by strengthening those elements in international relations 
that can ensure the reinforccnent oí peaceful coexistence anong States, "respect for 
the freedom of nan and independence, as \jell as the prevention of interference in 
internal affairs of particular countries and the inprovenent of broad and equitable 
international co-operation. 

Striving for the consequent inplenentation of the united Natiqna Charter and 
the authentic principles of the novenent of non-alignnent, Yugoslavia and other 
non-aligned countries are aware that only along these lines i s i t possible to ensure 
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the creation of imiversal détente and a denocratic systen of international p o l i t i c a l 
and econonic relations that wiH, inter a l i a , nalie i t possible to halt the ams race 
and open the process of general and conplete disarnanent. In keeping with such 
policy, the highest p o l i t i c a l organ of Yugoslavia, the Presidency of the Socialist 
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia, continuing the p o l i t i c a l traditions of President Tito, 
devoted a separate session i n January this year to the consideration of current 
questions i n the area of disarnanent in the light of the efforts being nade to solve 
this v i t a l problem and ensure peace and stability i n the world. 

Proceeding from the assessment that the present serious aggravation of the 
international situation has to a great extent been caused by the constantly 
increasing ams race, the session of the Presidency stressed, inter a l i a , the 
necessity to renew and intensify the activity of the entire mechanism of the 
United Nations for negotiations on disarnanent and underlined the importance of the 
need to activate negotiations on conventional armament in Vienna, as well as the 
negotiations on strategic and theatre nuclear weapons. Particular emphasis was 
placed on the need to reach an agreement at the CSCE Meeting in Madrid on convening 
a conference on disarnanent in Europe. In view of the forthconing second special 
session of the United Nations General Assenbly devoted to disarnanent, the Presidency 
discussed the preparations for this session and the co-operation of the non-aligned 
countries, as well as the contribution that the session should nake to the halting 
of the ams race and the opening of the process of genuine disamanent. 

Sinilarly, when recently delivering his report on the foreign policy activity 
of Yugoslavia before the Federal Assenbly, the Federal Secretary for Foreign Affairs, 
Josip Vrhovec, accorded considerable attention to questions relating to problens of 
disamanent and international seciirity. In his assessnent of these problcais, he 
said that they are "one of the nost sensitive areas of international l i f e which has 
a strong bearing on the global situation in the world. Here, we once again find 
ourselves in a c r i t i c a l stage, perhaps the nost uncortcin one since the world has 
energed from the cold war. V/e can freely say that the feat of strength which i s 
going on between the existing military giants shakes our planet and causes the nost 
profound uneasiness not only in many Govcrnnonts but also in the broadest strata of 
the population. Peoples are expressing their exasperation because of the 
continuation of this race i n an increasingly direct manner and are asking the 
Governnents of their countries to halt i t " . 

"Nevertheless", — ho went on to say — "the race continues while equilibrium 
i s established and disturbed at a constantly higlier level, which in fact i s nothing 
other than an increase in the danger for the outbreak of the third, i.e. nuclear, 
world war". 

The ams race, which i s becouing a universal phenonenon, especially in present 
conditions of enhanced interdependence and interrelatedness of the world, has nanifold 
negative effects. The consequences are particularly grave for the econonic and 
social development of particular countries, as well as for the deforming of the 
structure of the world econony. The ams race not only absorbs huge hunan, natural 
and material resources, but also contributes to the deepening of the general c r i s i s 
of the world econony and over-all international econonic relations, entailing grave 
p o l i t i c a l and social consequences. This affects the developing countries 
particularly hard and many of them are in a very d i f f i c u l t position. The compétition 
in amanents i s directly transmitted to the developing coimtries in a l l parts of the 
world. They have great d i f f i c u l t i e s i n bearing the costs for amanents which they 
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are conpellsd to spend in order to protect their independence and t e r r i t o r i a l 
integrity. This leads to a slowing down or postponenont of the settlenent of the 
urgent problons of their econonic and social developnent, while the world oconony i s 
sinlcing into a deeper c r i s i s . A l l this has a concouitant effect on increasing the 
general policy of in s t a b i l i t y - i n the world because questions of econonic and p o l i t i c a l 
emancipation are essential conponents of peace and security in the world. 

The папу negative effects of the ams rr. 'O are luanifested in a l l other areas of 
international l i f e . Many countries, r.s the protagonists of the ams race, forget 
that they jeopardize nan's basic right, that i s , the right to l i f e . 

Attempts are often nado to justify the policy of anuanent by various doctrines 
"on the balance of power and security", "the balance of fear", deterrence, the need 
for suppressing or i n f l i c t i n g the " f i r s t , second" or similar nuclear strikes and the 
l i k e . Quasi-theories are laimched on the possibilities of a limited and local 
nuclear war, thus enhancing the production of corresponding new weapons of mass 
destruction. Claims are nade that conplctely stable international relations or an 
ideal military balance or complete confidence must f i r s t bo established, etc., and 
only then i s i t possible to cone down to disamojient. Often, one's own exercising 
of pressure and interference are ju s t i f i e d by some lofty goals or hidden intentions 
of others that should be forestalled and then these sane acts coixiitted by others 
are condermod and they are nade responsible for the deterioration of relations and 
the aras race. We do not accept the argunents of any doctrine which boils down to 
the absurdity of the arns race and which cr.nnot but end in destruction. For those, 
especially the Great Pov/ers, which spread such doctrines, i t would bo better i f they 
were to change their policy. Mutual accusation for various acts which serve to 
justify amanent should be abandoned and p o l i t i c a l w i l l should be shown in action. 

There i s no need to try to convince anyone that, for any race, and for the ams 
race US well, at least two competitors are required. Unfortunately, the present 
aras race involves a much greater nuiuber of participants. As concerns the 
responsibilities of countries, they are very clearly stipulated in the Final Docunent 
of the f i r s t special session on disamanent, as are the priorities concerning 
disamanent. Any assurances of one's own desire to reduce tensions i n the world and 
negotiate about the reduction i n amanents and towards disamanent sound veiy 
unconvincing i f they are simultaneously rcconpanied by the publication of data i n the 
daily press regarding the production of new lethal weapons of nass destruction or an 
astounding increase in military budgets. 

For a l l thd nbove reasons, the Yugoslav delegation cannot agree with the 
position of those who are srying that i t i s not possible to i n i t i a t e the process of 
disarnanent while the unfavourable and exacerbated international situation s t i l l 
lasts. Ve are of the ojiposite opinion. It i s precisely in aggravated international 
circumstances that greater p o l i t i c a l w i l l should be shown to nake even greater 
efforts to halt the ams race and uake use of a l l the po s s i b i l i t i e s , such as this 
Connittee of ours, to novo towards concrete results. They, in turn, w i l l undoubtedly 
have a positive influence on the global state of international relations. There is 
no alternative to the process of disamaxient i n this respect. 
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What can we expect this year frou the work of this session of our Coonittee, 
the f i r s t part of which was rightly assessed as very inportant Ъу папу preceding 
speakers, in view of the forthconing second special session of the United Hâtions 
General Assenbly devoted to disarnanent? 

It i s evident that we are not working in a vacum and that the general state 
of international relations is also reflected in the work of this Comittee. We 
consider, however, that, despite the deterioration of the international situation 
and precisely because of i t , the work of the Connittee should be approached 
constructively, responsibly and eff i c i e n t l y . Any other approach woiild be hamful • 
and woTild be conducive to negative, grave consequences. This i s why we must not 
allow the Connittee to becone a venue for bloc rivalry and nutual accusations for 
the sins connitted on the world scene, as this w i l l render i t s work impossible. 
We should not reconcile oiirsolvos to this state of aff a i r s . Instead, negotiations 
should be approached as a neans of achieving concrete results, which have been 
negligible thus far. The current international situation requires resolute efforts 
to contain the ams race and open a broad process of disamanent. After a l l , that 
is the nain task of this Connittee. Although there i s very l i t t l e tine l e f t u n t i l 
the second special session, we think that this Coniuittoe can play a significant role 
in the realization of sonc results that would considerably improve the record of i t s 
work and contribute to the success of the second special session. We are convinced 
that this Conmittee has sufficient strength and accumulated experience to carry out 
these tasks. It i s only necessary to show p o l i t i c a l w i l l and nake a conscientious 
effort to overcome the difference of views which would be amply rewarded by lasting 
p o l i t i c a l benefits for a l l peoples of the world. A l l the efforts of ny country 
and the countries of the Group of 21 are directed toward this end. The n u l t i l a t e r a l 
inportance of the Comittee on Disamanent and the advantages i t offers should be 
used to the f u l l , especially since the efforts invested so far have not yielded 
results that would give rise to a historical turning point fron amanent to 
disamanent. 

The task of greatest priority for the Connittee on Disamatient, on the basis 
of the consensus reached in the Final Docunent of the f i r s t special session, i s to 
negotiate on nuclear disamanent. Three and a half years after the f i r s t special 
session, the Conmittee has s t i l l not begun to negotiate on nuclear weapons, which, 
as we have a l l agreed, pose the greatest danger to mankind and to the survival of 
c i v i l i z a t i o n . Some nuclear Powers persistently oppose the conduct of such 
negotiations i n the Conmittee and the creation of an ad hoc working group for 
negotiations on which we continue to i n s i s t . 

The case i s similar with respect to the negotiations on a CTBT as well. The 
conclusion of such an agreement would represent an important aspect of the halting 
of the nuclear ams race and a f i r s t step towards nuclear weapons reduction. 
Solemn declarations and nmerous resolutions of the United Nations General Assenbly 
urging the conclusion of such an agreement and a series of requests nade by the 
Group of 21 and sone other ucmbors of the Comittee for the creation of an ad hoc 
working group for this piirpose encounter the persistent refusal of some nuclear 
Powers. Those who, through their refusal, contribute'in the most direct manner to 
the continuation of the nuclear ams race are assuming the greatest responsibility. 
The nininum that can be asked of the Comittee is the creation, at the beginning of 
the session, of working groups for nuclear disarnanent and a CTBT and the opening of 
the negotiating process which has been awaited for so long. 
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The second question with regard to which further progress can he nade in 
conparison with last year i s the resunption of the work of the Working Group on 
Chonical Weapons and the setting of i t s new nandate, which would enable the 
connencenent of concrete negotiations on the text of a chonical weapons convention. 
The urgent i n i t i a t i o n of negotiations on a convention is a l l the nore necessary in 
order to clininate in the noot concrete nanner the threat of the use of these 
'/jeapons and threats to produce new types of the nost lethal binary chenical weapons 
stockpiles. Any postponeuent of the i n i t i a t i o n of this wprk provides sm additional 
track for the arns race, whose consequences are d i f f i c u l t to perceive and control. 

My delegation also considers that the work of the working groups on the ban of 
radiological weapons and on negative security assurances should be resuned as soon 
as possible. 

We believe that, by the second- special session on disamanent, the conclusion 
of a convention on the ban of radiological weapons can be achieved. The questions 
that remain to be solved do not represent insumountable d i f f i c u l t i e s . The 
Yugoslav delegation i s prepared, i n a s p i r i t of consensus, to contribute to the 
successful.conclusion of the work of this group. 

As regards negative security assurances, ny delegation has always considered 
that this right should imconditionally and autonatically refer to a l l non-nuclear-
weapon States which have renoimced these weapons and do not have then oh their 
territories. We hopo that the nuclear-weapon States w i l l be able to subnit an 
acceptable fomula on negative security assurances before the second special session. 

The success of the second' special session i s also nost directly linked to the 
elaboration, by the Connittee, of a couprehensive prograniae of disamanent. The 
Working Group headed by the distinguished Anbassador fron Mexico, Mr. Garcia Robles, 
has done a considerable share of the work. There s t i l l remains, however, nuch to be 
done and tine i s running short. The d i f f i c u l t i e s that the Ad Hoc Working Group 
encounters i n i t s work are not to be underestinated, but they arc not of such a 
nature that they cannot be overcoue through patient work and nutual understanding 
of the positions of particular delegations, a l l tho noro so since the uajority of 
delegations has the sane or very s i n i l a r views to those contained i n document C D / 2 2 3 
subroitted by the Group of 21 . The fraxiswork for the elaboration of the conprehensive 
progrannc of disamanent i s contained i n nany paragraphs of the Pinal Docuncnt of the 
f i r s t special session and, i n particular, paragraph 9»which, inter a l i a , specifies 
"that a conprehensive disamanent prograixie, passing through a l l tho necessary stages, 
shoul'd load to general and complete disamanent under effective international 
control"; paragraph 50, which speaks cf "a conprehensive,phased progranne with 
agreed tine-frames"; and paragraph 109, which specifies that the "Connittee on 
Disamanent w i l l undertake the elaboration of a conprehensive progranne of disamanent 
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encompassing' a l l measures thought to he advisable i n order to ensure that the 
goal cf general and complete disarmament xinder effective international control 
becomes a reality" and that "the comprehensive progranmie should contain 
appropriate procedures for ... a continuing review of the implementation of the 
programme". 

The Group of 21 has therefore initiated i n i t s working paper C D / 2 2 3 the 
elaboration of the draft comprehensive programme cf disarmament which contaiins 
a detailed programme of disarmament measures to be implemented i n stages and 
within the corresponding time-frames, which have been set i n a flexible manner 
as they are of an indicative nature. The review mechanism which the Working Group 
has not considered yet i n greater detail should represent an important link for 
the establishment and implementation of disarmament measures. 

The Committee should not f a i l to submit the draft of the comprehensive 
programme of disarmament to the second special session on disarmament. It i s 
not necessary that i t bo perfect i n a l l i t s parts, but i t should be detailed 
enough to be able to be easily improved on at the session i t s e l f and for a 
decision to be made on i t s adoption. 

Our spring session w i l l take place i n an atmosphere of preparation for the 
second special session on disarmament, which should, as stipulated i n paragraph 128 
of the Pinal Document of the f i r s t special session, "not be the end but rather the 
beginning of a new phase of the efforts cf the United Nations i n the f i e l d of 
disarmament". 

The Committee on Disarmament can make i t s best contribution to that session 
i f i t achieves two results. F i r s t , to succeed i n submitting a concerted proposal 
for a CPD. Second, to reach an agreement on some areas cf disarmament which are 
on the Committee's agenda. By doing both of these things, we would create that 
constructive atmosphere which w i l l indeed be needed for that universal gathering 
of members of the world community. It should trace new, comprehensive and concrete 
roads i n order that we can f i n a l l y and i n effect embeirk upon the road to the 
systematic realization of those objectives for which an enormous majority of 
countries has opted innumerable times throughout the entire post-war period. This 
would be a definite break-through i n ha.lting the arms race and opening the process 
of general and complete disarmament. We have the f u l l support of the entire 
world public for the achievement cf this goal and i t i s something wo owe to future 
generations. It i s only by achieving this goal that mankind can avoid i t s own 
destruction and embark upon new roads of co-operation for development and the 
prosperity of a l l countries and people on earth. 

The CHLIBM/iN; I thank you for the kind words you addressed to the Chair. 
I now give the floor to the representative of Ethiopia, Ambassador Terrefe. 
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-Mr.-TERREFE (Ethiopia): Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer you my congratulations 
on your assumption of the chairmanship of the Committee for the current month and 
pledge to you my delegation's f u l l co-operation in your heavy responsibilities. 
To your predecessor, the distinguished Ambassador Anwar Sani of Indonesia, we 
are grateful for his able guidance during the Committee's work at the end of i t s 
1981 session. I also wish to greet and welcome our new colleagues who. have joined 
us this year. My delegation would like to associate i t s e l f with the other speakers 
in expressing condolences to the delegation of Italy on the passing away of 
Ambassador Vittorio Cordero di Montezemolo. 

My statement today w i l l be of a general nature. Having listened with great 
interest to the statements made by various representatives in the plenary, we 
may draw two general conclusions from the statements of the majority of delegations. 
First, that the Committee is beginning i t s 1982 session at a time when the 
international situation i s very disturbing. Secondly, that increasing concern 
about the questions of the arms race and disarmament i s being expressed with 
intensity by peoples a l l over the v/orld. Hence, growing world public interest i s 
being generated in the convening of the second special session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament. It i s unavoidable, therefore, that our negotiations w i l l , 
to some degree, bo conducted with this awareness in mind. Whether these reflections 
impede or induce our task, the performance of the Committee at this session w i l l 
have significant bearing on the forthcoming special session on disarmament. 

It is not the intention of my delegation to discuss international events 
which have their own fora outside this Committee. However, wc do not negotiate 
in this Committee in an insulated capsule. There arc certain developments that 
have a bearing on items on our agenda and which may be taken up with f u l l v a l i d i t y . 
On the other hand, there are p o l i t i c a l situations v;hich should be confined to 
other bodies, since their discussion here would in no way promote our negotiations. 
It i s on this basis that my delegation examines international events in this 
Committee. 

In many of the meetings on disarmament and related topics going back to many 
years, a number of references arc made describing the then prevailing international 
situation as being c r i t i c a l , tense, dangerous or even grave. Indeed, there have 
been many world crises, including aggressions and conflicts, many of which have 
led to wars. But recently there i s a new doctrine which makes the international 
situation far more dangerous, with the increased possibility of nuclear catastrophe. 
I am referring to the concept of a limited nuclear war and the f e a s i b i l i t y of 
conducting such a war. For example, the modernization of a r t i l l e r y pieces which 
would be capable of f i r i n g nuclear shells. The possibility of a limited nuclear 
war enunciated by the leader of one of the major nuclear-weapon States is a cause 
of grave concern. Ethiopia joins the multitude of nations and international 
public opinion in rejecting such an irresponsible attitude, which constitutes an 
unprecedented threat to the survival of mankind. 

The foreign policy of Ethiopia is guided by the well-known principles of the 
non-aligned nations: respect for peace, justice and equality, national 
independence, national unity and non-interference in the internal affairs of other 
countries. These principles arc also the cornerstone of the Charters of the 
United Nations and of the Organization of African Unity. Guided by these principles, 
my country views with great apprehension the recent arms build up and the 
unprecedented increase in the military budget of a major nuclear Power to the 
detriment of national and international socio-economic goals. It i s equally 
disturbing for us, as a member of the Committee on Disarmament, to hear statements 
by high o f f i c i a l s of this same Power rejecting the very basis of the principle of 
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respect for the equal rights of a l l nations and questioning our own working procedure 
in the Conmittee, namely, the principle of consensus. IJithin such a frame of mind, 
my delegation therefore fu l l y understands i f some members of the Committee showed 
displeasure and indignation at the propaganda directed against them and at the lack 
of respect shown for the sovereignty of the States that they represent or for actions 
taken by them with their own national sovereignty. 

Turning briefly to the situation in our region, we view with particular concern 
the militarization and continued deterioration of the p o l i t i c a l and security climate 
in the Indian Ocean. The policy of the United States to secure military bases and 
f a c i l i t i e s for i t s expanding Rapid Deplojrment Forces as well as war games and exercise 
conducted recently by i t in the region gives grounds for deep concern. As Ethiopia 
attaches great importance to the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace, 
i t regrets the failure to convene the Conference on the Indian Ocean at Colombo last 
year, as requested by the General Assembly in resolution 54/80 B. 

I shall refer to another situation which my Government continues to be deeply 
concerned with, namely, the implications of South Africa's nuclear capability for the 
peace and security of Africa. Those Western States which assist South Africa with 
i t s nuclear programme and provide i t s nuclear material continue to turn a blind eye 
there to this regional concern of ours, yet c a l l for the strengthening of the 
nuclear non-proliferation régime. VJhcn wc consider the nuclear item, my delegation 
shall highlight and focus on this particular threat. 

However, enough has been said about the existence or non-existence of linkages 
between the present international p o l i t i c a l climate and disarmament negotiations. 
Our attention should focus on the danger of nuclear war posed by the existence of 
tens of thousands of nuclear warheads whose destructive capacity i s millions of times 
greater than the atomic bomb which destroyed Hiroshima in 1945. It i s a fact that 
the chances of using these weapons are rapidly increasing due to tense relations, 
particularly between the major nuclear-weapon States. Therefore, we cannot deny 
the urgency of concentrating seriously on our substantive negotiating work. This 
urgency i s particularly evident in the fact that the thirty-sixth session of the 
General Assembly adopted over 50 resolutions on disarmament and in view of the 
forthcoming second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

Without prejudging the outcome of the second special session or the performance 
of the Committee between now and the next few months, my delegation i s of the view 
that the Committee on Disarmament should reactivate the three ad hoc working groups 
set up last year, so that they may continue their work while we continue to explore 
ways and means of reaching consensus on the establishment of ad hoc working groups 
on items 1 and 2, namely on a CTB and on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and 
nuclear disarmament. Useful suggestions have already been submitted as late as 
last Tuesday, for instance by the German Democratic Republic, indicating the 
mandates and duration of the new ad hoc working groups. 

V/ith the current international background and the growing risk of a nuclear war, 
the Ethiopian delegation welcomes, therefore, the recent commencement of talks on 
medium-range nuclear missiles between the Soviet Union and the United States. We 
express the hope that, with the beginning of the Geneva talks, a period of renewed 
disarmament efforts w i l l be encouraged and that the SALT process w i l l likewise resume. 

Vfy delegation i s pleased also that under your leadership, consultations have 
led to a consensus on the inclusion of the item concerning outer space. In view of 
the great speed with which space research and technology i s progressing, i t i s high 
time that we should be concerned at the growing dangers of the military use of outer 
space, while other United Nations bodies consider concomlttantly the legal aspects 
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and the question of the peaceful uses of outer space, for herein l i e s an unlimited 
chance for mankind to direct i t s universal knowledge to benefit a l l countries of 
the world in the solution of their economic and social, problems, particularly in 
the f i e l d of communications and the exploitation of natural resources. In the 
Committee on Disarmament, our immediate task i s to negotiate measures of preventing 
the nuclear arms race from being extended into outer space, for the use of satellites 
for early warning system against nuclear attack and other uses of outer space 
suggest the likelihood of space war in the future. This concern, however, should 
not detract the Committee from pursuing i t s priority items. 

In the light of the growing interest displayed by States and concerned people 
a l l over the world in the convening of the second special session devoted to 
disarmament, the work in the ad hoc working gt'oup on a comprehensive programme of 
disarmament in i t s preparation of a draft comprehensive programme w i l l most 
naturally command special attention in the Committee's work. In this connection, 
i t i s indeed good fortune that the working group on a comprehensive programme of 
disarmament has the distinguished representative of Mexico, Ambassador Garcia Robles, 
to steer i t s work with his characteristic comprehensive and s k i l f u l approach. 

The views of my delegation on the number of issues pertaining to the CPD are 
reflected in the position of the Group of 21 as contained in i t s working papers 
CD/225, CD/229 and CD/250. Based on the provisions of the Final Document, these 
working papers, which have been the object of extensive examination by various 
delegations, provide a r e a l i s t i c and effective approach for ensuring a meaningful 
disarmament draft programme for the second special session. 

On the question of nuclear weapons, the objective of some delegations to equate 
nuclear weapons with conventional weapons would be d i f f i c u l t for ray delegation to 
accept. Also, attempts to question the priority accorded to the question of nuclear 
disarmament in disarmament measures would equally be d i f f i c u l t to accept. 

With respect to the items on our agenda, I would like to reiterate that my 
delegation would like to see the ad hoc working groups established last year 
continue their work viithout delay. On the nuclear test ban and the cessation of 
the nuclear arms, race and nuclear disarmament, whipl^ are items of the highest priority, 
we'wish to reiterate our view and emphasize the urigcnt heed to set up ad hoc 
.working groups. It i s unfortunate to note that, in view of the statement made on 
the nuclear question by the distinguished representative of the United States at 
the plenary meeting on 9 February, i t may prove d i f f i c u l t to attain this particular 
objective at the present time. However, with respect to chemical weapons, wo should 
be able to make more progress under the revised mandate of the working group. In 
this connection, vic regard published reports of the decision by the United States 
to build a f a c i l i t y to produce chemical weapons, as well as the allocation of 
increased funds for chemical v;eapons production, as regrettable, as i t will 
inevitably intensify the chemical arms race. Ue are fearful that, in view of this 
disturbing trend, the complexity of chemical weapons negotiations w i l l only increase 
over time. Therefore, the urgent need to achieve rapid progress on a chemical 
weapons convention i s self-evident. 

In conclusion, I would like to take cognizance of the report of the 
Secretary-General on the study of the relationship between disarmament and development, 
which we received with groat interest. Under the chairmanship of Madame Thorsson of 
Sweden, to whom my delegation wish to express appreciation for the valuable contribution 
made, the study w i l l not only provide a useful basis for the examination of the 
socio-economic consequences of the arms race, but w i l l also hold the key to potential 
resources for the development objectives of the developing countries. 
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The СШИБШЖ; I thank you for the kind words you addressed to the Chair. I 
now give the floor to the representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. 

Mr. ISSRAELYM (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Russian); 
Mr. Chaiiman, the Soviet delegation would like to express i t s views on the f i r s t 
item on the agenda, "Nuclear test ban". 

It i s not by chance that the Committee on Disarmament i s starting i t s work with 
a consideration of the question of a nuclear-weapons test ban, because this priority 
issue i s indeed extremely important and urgent and i t s practical solution would meet 
the v i t a l interests of a l l manlcind. 

The question of a nuclear-weapons test ban i s one of the most acute amid the 
complex of problems relating to nuclear disarmament. The conclusion of a treaty on 
the complete and general prohibition of nuclear weapons tests would place an obstacle 
in the path of the improvement and further proliferation of nuclear weapons. If the 
solution of this problem i s further delayed, the accelerated development and 
production of new and even more destructive types of such weapons w i l l continue. 

The Soviet Union and other socialist countries have actively and consistently 
advocated and continue to advocate the complete and general cessation of nucleaj? 
weapons tests by a l l States in a l l spheres for a l l time; they are in favour of the 
speediest possible solution of this important and in-gent problem. 

For a number of years we have urged that the Committee on Disarmament should play 
an active role in bringing about the complete and general prohibition of nuclear 
weapons tests. Ve have supported the proposal of the group of neutral and non-ali<rnect 
comtries for the establishment of an ad hoc working gr. up to carry out negotiations 
in this regard. In his statement on I 5 February the representative of the German 
Democratic Republic proposed a vrording for the mandate of such a working group. Ve 
share the approach of the delegation of the German Democratic Republic. 

Despite persistent efforts for many years by a large group of countries, and 
dozens of General Assembly resolutions on this question, multilateral negotiations 
in the Committee have s t i l l not been started owing to the position of the 
United States and the United Kingdom, which have blocked the establisiimont of an 
ad hoc working group and the commencement of negotiations on this item in the 
Committeo. 

As you know, at the end of the 1970s t r i l a t e r a l negotiations were conducted on 
the question of a complete and general nuclear-weapons test ban between the 
Soviet Union, the United States and the United Kingdom. From tlio very beginning the 
Soviet Union sought to ensure the success of the negotiations and to this end took 
important steps to meet i t s Western partners, introducing detailed proposals on 
various topics. These negotiations have been broken off by the United States and we 
>an say nothing about their further destiny. 
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At the same time, taking into account the great interest of tho members of the 
Committee on Disarmament in this urgent matter, the Soviet delegation would like to 
inform the members of the Committee of tho Soviet union's position on some aspects 
of the question of the elaboration and conclusion of a treaty on a complete and 
geдeral nuclear-vroapons test ban. 

Ve believe that the treaty should contain a commitment on the part of each party 
to prohibit, to prevent and not to carry out any test explosions of nuclear weapons in 
any place under i t s jurisdiction or control, in any sphere, as well as to refrain 
from the instigation or encouragement of or any participation in the conduct of 
nuclear weapons test explosions anywhere else. 

Ve believe that the treaty should be supplemented by a protocol on nuclear 
explosions for peaceful purposes, which would be an integral part of the treaty and 
would take into account the provisions of ar t i c l e V of the Treaty on the Non-
Proliferation of Nuclear Veapons. Under the protocol, the parties to the treaty 
would institute a moratoriiau on peaceful nuclear explosions and refrain from 
providing any inducement or encouragement to, granting pernaission for or taking any 
part i n the carrying out of such explosions until an appropriate procedure for 
conducting them has been elaborated. 

Ve support the idea that after the treaty enters into force the parties to i t 
should continue without delay to exajninc the question of a procedure for the carrying 
out of peaceful nuclear: explosions. Such a procediere could be embodied in a special 
agreement or special agreements and be brought into force through appropriate 
amendment of the protocol mentioned above. 

Ve believe that in order to ensure that the treaty was without prejudice to any 
arms limitation agreements concluded earlier, i t ought not to touch upon commitments 
compatible with i t that have been undertaken by the parties under other international 
agreements. In our opinion the treaty should provide a procedure for i t s amendment 
and shDuld contain a provision concerning withdrawal from i ^ on grounds of higher 
national interests. 

Recognizing the great importance of questions of verification of compliance with 
the treaty, we believe that the parties to the treaty should use the available national 
technical means of verification, as well as the p o s s i b i l i t y of the international 
exchange of seismic data. In the elaboration of such measures a leading role could be 
played and i s being played by the Committee on Disarmament, under whose aegis a group 
of seismology exports has been working successfully for a number of years past. 

Other means of co-operation could silso be examined,- in particular, the exchange 
of additional seismic data. This wô old be connected with the establishment and use by 
the USSR, the United States and the United Kingdom of high-quality national seismology 
stations with agreed features. 

This position was, of course, stated during the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations and i t 
i s reflected i n the progress report on those negotiations which was submitted to the 
Committee on Disarmament. 
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It can Ъе affirmed that the greater part of the work of elaborating the tree.ty 
was done. There remained only two or three questions to bo agreed on for the 
successful compl-^.tion of the negotiation... 

However, the adoption by the West of a policy of intensifying military 
preparations resulted in the negotiations on this extremely inportant matter being 
broken off, and the United States now declares that tlie entire problem of д 
nuclear-weapons tost ban is not pressing. 

The Soviet Union i s in favour of the resumption of the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations 
without delay and i s ready to do everything in i t s power for their successful 
conclusion. At the same tine, as wo have strcssod many times, the Soviet Union has 
always supported and continues to support the idea that the possibilities of the 
Committee on Disarmament should be f u l l y used for the successful conduct of 
mxiLtilateral negotiations aimed at putting a stop to nuclear weapons tests in a l l 
spheres and by a l l those who carry them out. 

We are also prepared to support the proposals for the submission by the Conmittee 
of a report to the second special session of the United Nations General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament on the situation as regards the elaboration of a treaty on 
the complete and general prohibition of nuclea]>-weapons tests. 

In conclusion, we would like to stress here in the Committee that the Soviet Unioi 
would agree to the treaty's entering into force even i f i n i t i a l l y not a l l five 
nuclear-weapon Powers participated in i t , but only t h r e e — t h e USSR, the United States 
of America and the united ICingdom. In other words we reaffiim our readiness for the 
treaty to be signed i n i t i a l l y by throe nuclear-weapon Powers — the USSR, the 
TMited States and the United Kingdom — and that we should not wait for the adherence 
to i t of China and France. In that case the trea.ty would enter into force for a 
definite, agreed period of time and would remain peimanently in force i f the other 
nuclear-weapon Powers signed the treaty before the e::piration of the fixed time. 

Before concluding this statement, the Soviet delegation would like to dvvell 
briefly upon another question, which has been raised several times here in the 
Committee. This i s the matter of Soviet-American negotiations on nuclear arms 
limitation in Europe. In the course of the general debate the majority of delegations 
have welcomed these negotiations. The reason for this i s obvious. The very fact 
of the commencement of these negotiations was received with satisfaction everywhere 
in the world and particularly in the European countries where the negotiations have 
given rise to hopes for the réduction of tension, the deepening of detente and 
confidence between peoples and the removal from Europe — and indeed from the whole 
world — of the threat of nuclear catastrophe. 

At the same time, the manifestly tendentious and biased evaluations of the 
progress of the negotiations given in a пглпЪег of statements by representatives of 
the Western countries have not failed to attract attention. For example. 
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the United States representative said on 9 February that President Reagan's proposal 
for the abolition of a l l intermediate-range land-based nuclear missiles, wherever 
located, was being considered at the negotiations. The United Kingdom representative 
said in his statement of 11 February that "achievement of the zero-level for land-
based medium-range missiles on both sides would be a major contribution to 
international s t a b i l i t y and therefore to progress in other areas of arms control 
endeavour". 

The so-called "zero option" and the draft treaty based on i t , which was submitted 
by the United States delegation on 4 Februa.ry, is also widely propagemdized sis a 
"constructive" basis for the achievement of an agreement by the mass media of the 
Western countries. 

In this connection allow me once more to draw the attention of members of the 
Committee to the report on the reception by L.I. Brezhnev of representatives of the 
Advisory Council of the Socialist International on Disarmament, which has been issued 
as an o f f i c i a l Committee document (CD/240), as well as to the article entitled "A 
new spiral in the arms race: to be or not to be?", both of which contain an analysis 
of the situation at the above-mentioned negotiations. The article was published in 
the newspaper Pravda on 10 February of this year and has also been circulated as a 
press-release of the USSR Mission in Geneva. 

The article quotes the words of L.I. Brezhnev that the state of affairs at the 
negotiations "cannot but cause a certsdn watchfulness". The reason for this i s the 
reluctance which i s becoming increasingly evident on the part of the American side to 
seek solutions that would meet the principle of equality and equal security. The 
substance of the "zero option" proposed by the American side and propagandized in the 
Committee i s that the Soviet Union should unilaterally liquidate a l l i t s medium-range 
missiles. As a result, "the number of NATO's medixim-range nuclear-weapons would be 
in no way reduced, while the number of such weapons in the Егягореап part of the USSR 
would be reduced by more than half", and "NATO would gain more than a double advantage 
as regards the n-umber of medium-range nuclear-weapon delivery vehicles and triple as 
regards the number of nuclea,r warheads". 

As for the Soviet Union, i t i s prepared to agree on a genuine "zero option" — 
one that would mean, not u n i l a t e r a l disamament by one side, but the total renunciation 
by both sides of a l l types of medium-range nuclear weapons aimed at targets in 
Europe, and more than that — the renunciation of both medium-range and tactical 
nuclear weapons. 

The article sets forth in detail the USSR position on a l l these questions and 
the proposals put forward by the Soviet side with a view to the speediest possible 
achievement of agreement. 
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The CHAIRMAN: That concludes my l i s t of speakers for today. Does any other 
delegation wish to take the floor? 

As you know, we need to take decisions on the agenda and the programme of 
work for the f i r s t part of the 1982 session, as well as on the establishment of 
ad hoc working groups on effective international arrangements to assure 
non-nuclear weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, 
radiological weapons-and chemical weapons. I understand that the consultations 
held in connection with the mandate of the ad hoc working group on chemical 
weapons have been concluded and that we may be able to deal with this matter today. 

I intend to suspend the plenary meeting now and resume i t at З-ЗО p.m. On 
that occasion, we w i l l take decisions on those questions. 

Immediately afterwards, we w i l l hold an informal meeting to continue our 
consideration of pending matters. 

The plenary meeting i s suspended. 

The meeting was suspended at 1.20 p.m. and resumed at З.ЗО P.n»» 

The CHAIRMAN; In The Name of God the Most Compassionate, Ihe Most Merciful, 
the one hundred and f i f t y - s i x t h plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament 
is resumed. The representative of Zaire has asked for the floor and I give i t 
to him. 

Mr. BAGBENI (Zaire) (translated from French); Mr. Chairman, in taking the 
floor for the f i r s t time at this session, my delegation joins others in 
congratulating you on your b r i l l i a n t election to the chairmanship of our Committee 
for the month of February 1982. 

Your predecessor, Ambassidor Sani of Indonesia, had the honour of closing 
the work of our 198I session and his positive contribution to the Committee's 
work deserves our gratitude. 

My delegation would like to express i t s most sincere condolences to the 
Italian delegation for the untimely death of Ambassador Cordero di Montezemolo. 

It welcomes the new colleagues to the Committee and much appreciates the 
presence of Mrs. Inga Thorsson, the Head of the Swedish delegation, in the 
Committee. Her comparative study of the relationship between disarmament and 
development is a very positive contribution to our Committee's work. 

The current session i s , in our view, particularly important because i t 
is called upon to assess four years of work in the f i e l d of disarmament and to 
submit a f u l l report on i t s ac t i v i t i e s to the-second special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, which i s to be held in June 1982 i n 
New York. 
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There i s no denying the fact that tho Committee on Disarmament w i l l be held 
largely responsible for the success or failure of the second special session of 
the General Assfc.nbly devoted to disarmament — a l l the more so because the current 
membership of the Committee on Disarmament i s significant in several respects. 
The Committee includes a l l the nuclear-weapon Powers and those which aspire to 
become nuclear-weapon States. 

The nuclear-weapon Powers which are members of the Committee on Disarmament 
are also a l l permanent members of the Security Council and use their right to 
the veto to express their disapproval of positions which run counter to their 
interests. Under Article 26 of the Charter of the United Nations, they are also 
responsible for formulating, with the assistance of the Military Staff Committee 
referred to in Article 47, plans to be submitted to the Members of the United Nations 
for the establishment of a system for the regulation of armaments, in order to 
promote the establishment and maintenance of international peace and security 
with the least diversion for armaments of the world's human and economic resources. 

However, in order to carry out the mission entrusted to them in the Charter 
of the United Nations, which they signed voluntarily, the restoration of an 
appropriate climate for the re-establishment of confidence and understanding and 
even détente and co-operatidh, requires a l l States to abandon- the i l l u s i v e race 
for supremacy and their hegemonistic aims. 

Making such statements before those who arc primarily responsible for 
maintaining international peace and security at a time when international relations 
are characterized by a breakdown of détente, the resumption of the cold war and 
hegemonistic rivalry between the great Powers, which are ever in pursuit of zones 
of influence, bases and raw materials, not to mention the arms race and, in 
particular, the nuclear arms race, i s not unrealistic, because i t i s on the basis 
of p o l i t i c a l w i l l alone that they have adopted attitudes designed to create a 
general climate of uncertainty and distrust which exacerbates the potential threat 
of a nuclear holocaust. 

The nuclear holocaust i s no longer a topic of theoretical speculation; i t 
has become a credible hypothesis as a result of the proliferation and reduction 
in size of atomic weapons, whose use i s seriously envisaged in the event of 
conflict. 

The advent of tactical atomic weapons, such as the medium-range theatre nuclear 
weapons deployed in Europe, is entirely compatible with the concept of the use 
of atomic weapons in military strategy and renders the theories of deterrence and 
the maintenance of international peace and security through the balance of terror 
null and void. 

The attention focused by the international community on the very concept of 
general and complete disarmament should encourage States to achieve their legitimate 
p o l i t i c a l , economic, social and cultural objectives without resorting to war or 
to a s p i r i t of war and confrontation. 

Is i t necessary to mortgage the future of nations, peoples, generations and 
even mankind i t s e l f through the excessive accumulation of sophisticated weapons, 
of which mankind could easily lose control? 
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Mankind is currently liv i n g in a time when any promise or deed of destruction' 
is possible because the potential annihilation of mankind has become an end 
in i t s e l f . In Che past, war opposed adversaries who fought for á specific cause 
and, when the war ended, there was a winner and a loser, but with the weapons 
the world has today, i t is possible and even certain that there w i l l be no winners 
or losers because the world i t s e l f w i l l be destroyed and, therefore, everyone 
will lose. 

Commitment to the process of general and complete disarmament anĉ  in 
particular, nuclear disarmament implies acceptance of the notion of control, 
especially effective international control. The nuclear-weapon States w i l l therefore 
be called upon to allow the body responsible for control and verification to 
carry out i t s mission. Frontiers and installations must be open to i t . 

South Africa's acquisition of nuclear weapons with the complicity of certain 
Powers i s a very serious threat to the security of the African States. It i s 
contrary to the frequently voiced desire of our Heads of State to make the 
African continent a denuclearized zone. My delegation believes that'the 
second special session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament 
should adopt measures to that encf. 

My delegation w i l l have an opportunity to express i t s position on the various 
items on the agenda of the current session, but i t would like to state at this 
juncture that, in i t s view, the substantive negotiations taking place in the ad hoc 
working groups should be continued, as should the working group on a comprehensive 
programme of disarmament so competently presided over by Ambassador Robles of 
Mexico. The ad hoc working groups on radiological weapons, chemical weapons and 
effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against 
the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons should be re-established and the 
mandate of the group on chemical weapons should be broadened. 

My delegate'on also fu l l y supports the idea of creating two further ad hoc 
working groups, one to nescti<'.'..c г r.uclcar-tcst ban treaty and the other to 
consider measures to halt the nuclear arms race with a view to promoting nuclear 
disarmament. The resolutions of the thirty-sixth session of the General Assembly, 
for example, resolutions 56/З4 and 56/85, should be taken into account by our 
Committee so that their implementation is guaranteed, particularly since the 
latest session of the General Assembly considered the f i r s t two items on our 
agenda to be matters of the highest priority. 

My delegation i s pleased to note that agenda item 7 w i l l be considered 
separately from the other agenda items. 

My country, Zaire, has always advocated the peaceful settlement of conflicts 
and disputes. It w i l l continue to make i t s voice, that of a non-aligned country, 
heard in our Committee's discussions so that peace, the essential condition for 
progress and the ultimate objective of general and complete disarmament, may 
be achieved. 
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The CHAIRMAN: I thank you for the kind words you addressed to the Chair. 

I would like now to take up the questions of the agenda and programme of work, 
as well as the re-establishraant of subsidiary bodies. 

In accordance with rule 29 of the Rules of Procedure of the Committee, "the 
provisional agenda and the programme of work shall be drawn up by the Chairman 
of the Committee with thj assistance of the Secretary and presented to the 
Committee for consideration and adoption". 

The Committee has today before i t Working Paper No. 47/Rev.2, which i s 
submitted in conformity with rule 2 9 . Before the Committee takes i decision 
on Working Paper No. 47/Rev.2, I wish to make the following statement: 

"In connexion with the adoption of the agenda for 1982 and the 
programme of work for the f i r s t part of the session, i t i s understood 
that the question of the non-stationing of nuclear weapons on the 
territories of States where there are no such weapons at present can 
be considered under item 2 of the agenda, as was done last year. 

Taking into account the views expressed, the Committee w i l l 
decide to hold informal meetings at an rippropriate time to consider 
item 7 of the agenda during the f i r a t part of the session. The further 
treatment of this item during the second part of the session w i l l be 
decided in the light of the situation thon prevailing. In considering 
this item the recommendations contained in General Assembly 
resolutions 36/97 С and 36/99 will be duly taken into account." 

If there i s no objection, I w i l l consider that the Committee adopts Working 
Paper No. 47/Rev.2. 

Mr. de SOUZA e SILVA (Brazil): The Brazilian delegation has no objection 
to the statement you have just made on tho agenda and programme of work. It i s 
the understanding of the Brazilian delegation that the further activity of the 
Committee during the 1982 session w i l l be decided on the basis of the pri o r i t i e s 
established for i t s work. 

The CHAIRMAN; Since there i s no objection, i t so decided. 

It was so decided. 

Mr. HERDER (German Democratic Republic) (translated from Russian); The group 
of soci a l i s t countries, anxious to see'the Committee get down to considering 
substantive issues at the earliest possible moment, does not object to the 
adoption by consensus of the Committee's agenda for 1982 in the form proposed by 
the Chairman i n his working paper. However, i t regrets that, owing to the negative 
stand taken by the delegations of the United States and i t s close a l l i e s in 
NATO, i t has not been possible to include in that agenda the important item 
on the prohibition of the nuclear neutron weapon. 
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As you know, as long ago as on 9 flarch 157S the socialist countries of 
the People's Republic of Bulgaria, the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic, the 
German Democratic Republic, the Hungarian People's Republic, the Mongolian 
People's Republic, the Polish People's Republic, the Socialist Republic of Romania 
and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics submitted to the Committee on 
Disarmament a draft convention on the prohibition of the production, stockpiling, 
deployment and use of nuclear neutron wer.pons (document CCD/559). 

Considering the importance and urgency of this question, the group of 
socialist countries in the summer of 19O1 called for the earliest possible start 
of negotiations, v/ith a view to elaborating such a convention and establishing 
an appropriate v/orking group within the framev/ork of the Committee. However, 
such establishment was blocked at that time by the United States delegation. 

The extreme urgency of this question has been repeatedly stressed by numerous 
delegations both in the Committee on Disarmanont and in the United Nations 
General Assembly. In resolution 5^/92 K, adopted at i t s thirty-sixth session, 
the General Assembly requested the Committee on Disarmnment to start negotiations 
on the prohibition of nucleir neutron weapons without delay in an appropriate 
organizational framev/ork, and to submit a report on this question to the 
General Assembly at i t s thirty-seventh session. The serious concern evoked by the 
emergency of the neutron weapon is also expressed in the communiqué issued by 
the Meeting of Ministers of Foreign Affairs and Heads of Delegations of the 
Non-Aligned Countries to the thirty-sixth session of the General Assembly, held 
on 25 and 28 September 1981. The resolution adopted at the beginning of 1932 
by the Council of the iigency for the Prohibition of Nuclear Ueapons in 
Latin America (OPAHAL) also calls upon interested parties to avert the danger 
inherent in the production of neutron v/eapons. 

The group of socialist countries considers that the refusal to include in 
the agenda an item on the prohibition of nuclear neutron v/eapons runs counter to 
the view of the majority of States, as expressed, in particular, in United Nations 
General Assembly resolution 36/92 

The socialist countries, for their pnrt, are resolved to continue to raisa 
this question when the relevant agenda items arc considered by the Committee. 

The CHAIRMAN: I would like now to îraw the attention of the Committee to 
Working Paper No. 48 containin/; a draft decision on the establishment of ad hoc 
working groups on effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear 
v/eapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, radiological 
weapons and chemical weapons. 

I put for decision of the Committee the draft contained in Working Paper No. 4 8 . 
If there arc no comments, I v/ill consider that the Committee adopts the draft 
decision. 

It was so decided. 
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Mr. LIDGARD (Sweden): As one of the delegations which has participated in 
the consultations preceding this decision, I want to express our sincere 
satisfaction that we have now taken this imoortant step in the history of our 
negotiations on chemical weapons. The language of the mandate for the V/orking 
Group on Chemical Weapons could, of course, have boon further improved, but 
s t i l l I would like to express our appreciation, not least to the two States which 
participated in bilateral negotiations on the subject, namely, for accepting 
this broad mandate ".nd thereby v;hole--hsartedly acroein^; to participate with 
restraints in these very important ?.nd d i f f i c u l t negotiations. 

I sincerely hope that the earliest date referred to at the end of the 
paragraph dealing with the mandate for tho Working Group on Chemical Weapons w i l l 
mer.n a date in the not too distant future. 

Mr. fgHAJLOVIC (Yugoslavia): I v.'ish to s t a t o for the record, on behalf of ray 
' delegation, that tho Yugoslav delegation understands that the mandate for the 

Working Group on Chemical Weapons Means that i t covers a l l chemical weapons. I 
say so for the reason that a l l chemical weapons have been mentioned in the 
resolutions adopted in the United Nations, as well as in paragraph 75 of tho 
Final Document of the f i r s t special session. 

The CHAIRMAN: The Sacrctariat has circulated today, at ny request, an 
informal paper containing a tine-table for meetings t? be held by the Committee 
during the coming week. The tirac-ta'ole i s of course tentative, since there are 
a number of questions that need to оэ settled i f we vdsh fu l l y to u t i l i z e the 
time available to us. Provision is "̂ ladc for the Ad Hoc Working Group on a 
Comprohcnsive Programme of Disarmam-^nt to ineet on Tuesday afternoon instead 
of Monday afternoon, at the request of the Chairman of that vJorking Group. We 
wi l l continue to hold informal moetinps to deal with those matters s t i l l pending 
and we have l o f t open dat2S for meetings of the three Ad Hoc Working Groups 
established by the Committee today, since we s t i l l need to take decisions concerning 
the chairmanship of those bodies. In any caso, as soon as consensus i s reached on 
this matter, I would like to be so infomcd. 

As agreed by the Coinnittec, wo w i l l hold an informal .-noeting five minutes 
after thé adjournment of this plenary meeting to continue our consideration of 
requests for participation by non-members. 

The next plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament wi l l be held 
on Tuesday, 2? February, at 10.30 a.m. 

The meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 4.15 P»"»» 
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(The Chaiiman) 

The second request i s from Finland, dated 18 November 1981, and the corresponding 
draft decision i s i n Working Paper No. 50. 2/ If. there i s no objection, I w i l l take 
i t that the dra.ft decision i s adopted. 

It wa.s so decided. 

The third request i s from Norway, dated 20 November 1981» and the corresponding 
draft decision i s i n Working Paper No. 51 . ¿/ If there i s no objection, I w i l l take 
i t that the draft decision i s adopted. 

It wa.s so decided. 

The fourth request i s from Austria, dated 18 December 1981» and the corresponding 
dra.ft decision is i n V/orking Paper No. 52. 4 / . If there i s no objection, I w i l l taJce 
i t tha.t the draft decision i s adopted. 

It was so decided. 

2/ "In response to the request of Finland (CD/247) and i n accordance with . 
rules 55 to 35 of i t s rules of procedure, the Committee decides to invite the 
representative of Finland to participate during 1982 i n the discussions on the 
substantive items on the agenda at plenary and infoimal meetings of the Committee, 
as well as i n the meetings of the AC Hoc Working Groups established for the 
1982 session". 

'¥ith reference to the agenda of the Committee for the 1982 session and 
the programme of work for the f i r s t part of i t s session, the representative of 
Finland i s invited to indicate i n due course the particular concerns of Finland", 

_2/ "In response to the request of Norway (CD/24S) and i n accordance with 
rules 33 to 35 of i t s rules of procedure, the Committee decides to invite the 
representative of Norway to participate during 1982 i n the discussions on the 
substantive items on the a-genda at plenary and informal meetings of the Committee, 
as well as i n the meetings of the Ad Hoc Working Groups established for the 
1982 session". y ' 

"With reference to the a-genda of the Committee for the 1982 session and 
the programme of work for the f i r s t part of i t s session, the representative of 
Norway i s invited to indicate i n due course the particular concerns of Norway". 

4 / "In response to the request of Austria (CD/249) and i n accordance with 
rules 33 to 35 of i t s rules of procedvire, the Committee decides to invite the 
representative of Austria to participate during 1982 i n the discussions on the 
substantive items on the agenda, at plenary a.nd informal meetings of the Committee, 
as well as i n the meetings of the Ad Hoc Working Groups established for the 
1982 session". 

"With reference to the agenda, of the Committee for the 1982 session and 
the prograflime of work for the f i r s t part of i t s session, the representative of 
Austria i s invited to indicate i n due course the particular concerns of Austria". 
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The f i f t h request is from Turkey,, dated 15 Janua.iy 1982, and the corresponding 
draft decision i s i n Working Paper No. 53 . ¿/ If there i s no objection, I w i l l take 
i t tha.t the dra.ft decision i s adopted. 

It wa.s so decided. 

The sixth request i s from Spain, dated 30 January 1982, and the corresponding 
draft decision i s i n Working Paper No. 54. 6/ If there i s no objection, I w i l l take 
i t that the draft decision i s adopted. 

It was so decided. 

The seventh request i s from T\misia, dated 2 February 1982, a.nd the corresponding 
draft decision i s i n Working Paper No. 55» l / If there is no objection, I w i l l take 
i t that the draft decision i s adopted. 

It was so decided. 

We have concluded our consideration of requests for participation of non-member 
States. In conformity with i t s programme of work, the Committee considers today 
item 1 of i t s agenda, "Nuclear test ban". In accordance with rule 30 of the 
Rules of Procedure, members wishing to do so may make statements on any other subject 
relevant to the work of the Committee. 

I ha.ve on my l i s t of speakers for today the representatives of India, 
Czechoslovakia, Japan, the United Kingdom-and Australia. 

I now give the floor to the f i r s t speaker on my l i s t , the representative 
of India, ySx. bara.n. 

¿/ "In response to the request of Turkey (CD/25O) and i n accordance with 
rules 33 to 55 of i t s rules of procedure, the Committee decides to invite the 
representative of Turkey to participate during 1982 i n the discussions on the 
substantive items on the agenda at plenary and informal meetings of the Committee, 
as well as i n the meetings of the Ad Hoc Working Groxip on the comprehensive programme 
of disarmament". 

"With reference to the agenda of the Committee for the 1982 session and 
the programme of work for the f i r s t part of i t s session, the representative of 
Turkey i s invited to indicate i n due course the particular concerno of Turkey". 

6/ "In response to the request of Spain (CD/25I) and i n accordance with rules 
33 to 55 of i t s rules of procedure, the Committee decides to.invite the representative 
of Spain to participate during 1982 i n the discussions on the substantive items on 
the a.genda at plenary and informal meetings of the Committee, as well as i n the meetings 
of the Ad Hoc Working Groups established for the 1982 session". 

'¥ith reference to the agenda of the Committee for the 1982 session and 
the programme of work for the f i r s t part of i t s session, the representative of Spain 
i s invited to indicate i n due course the particular concerns of Spain". 

2 / . "In response to the request of Tunisia (CD/252) and i n accordance with rules 
53 to 55 of i t s rules of procedure, the Committee decides to invite the representative 
of Tunisia to participate during 1982 i n the discus£;ions on the substantive items on 
the agenda at plenary and informal meetings of the Committee". 

"With reference to the agenda of the Committee for the 1982 session a.nd 
the progra.mme of work for the f i r s t part of i t s session, the representative of Tunisia 
i s invited to inrlicate in due course the particular concerns of T\mi!?ia". 
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I-Ir. úARAIT ( I n d i a ) : íír. Chaiman, глу I f i r c t of al ] , j o i n you i n o f f e r i n g the 
i;arn congratulationG of r y u e l G j a t i o n to ./jnhacü¿\dcr /ihrud of P a k i s t a n , 
/uahassador bujlsx of Polanc^ ana ADbacsador Uegener of the Federal Republic of Germany 
on t h e i r appointment as Chairmen of the va r l a u c AO. H o c Uorking Groups that have 
been re-establishecT f o r the current :;ession of the Committee on :-iisarmajnent. V/e 
ht-ive every hope t h a t , under t h e i r r k i l f u l .-^uioanee, the V/orlcing Groups w i l l achieve 
s i g n i f i c c i n t anci concrete re r . u l t s . 

On 2 Februjr^' 19^ '̂2, the c i l t e r n a t i v e r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the oelefjation of 
Czechoclovakiu introduced before Ihic CcnEittee the agreed p o s i t i o n of a group of 
s o c i a l i r . t countrie:- on the c^ueation of the conprehensive prof^rairmo of disarr.r.ment. 
In my ntatement touc\y, 'jhich i s i n conformity -.-ith r u l e ^0 c i tho rLules c f 
Procedure, 1 uouTd l i k e t c o f f e r our i n i t i a l comments on come acpectr; of t h i s 
agreed p o s i t i o n and seek c e r t a i n c l : ; r i f i c ; i t i o n c : \ ' i t h a vie;; to a d i i e v i n g a f u r t h e r 
convergence i n our reop c c t i v e approachec. 

Ily d e l e g a t i o n lur. been r ; r t ; t i f i e d to note th.ao. i n several aspects, the 
-pTovosals submitted by the G?.-ou;-} of 21 l a r g e l y coincide \.'ith the a^^reed p o s i t i o n s 
of a group of soci.-,list c o u n t r i e s . Ue have a l s o noxeu I'ith s a t i s f a c t i o n t l i a t the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d ijnbassador of Poland, i n h i s statencnt on l 6 February, expressed 
complete agreement i.'ith the vie\.'s put fcn/ard by the head of my d e l e g a t i o n , 
embassador Л.Р. Vonlcatcs\/ar¿in, on the question of th': comprehensivo programme of 
disarnaxient. beveral of the c l a r i f i c ^ ^ t i o n s ue seek, t h e r e f o r e , 'joulcJ i n e f f e c t 
be aimed a t ̂ confirming our p o i n t s of convergence and iclentifji-ing any s i g n i f i c a n t 
diver^Gnces that \;e need to \;ork upon i n the f u t u r e . 

I t lias been stated by the c^istinguished r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Czcchoslovalcia that 
the comprehensive progrciiu.ie of disarmanont "should bo an agreed complex c f 
measures ained a t the cescution of the a m s race and the i n p l e n e n t a t i o n , by stages, 
of genuine cUoamanent \ ' i t h i n the frane\,'ork o i establisiieci t i n e - l i m i t s " . 'Jo agree 
u i t h t h i s vie;;. Ilouever, \;e f i n d t h a t , i n d e t a i l i n g ; the va r i o u s ueasures to be 
includecl i n the comprehensivo progi-anne of disarnanent, no attempt has been made 
to i n d i c a t e the s-fca;:es i.'it l . i n \.'hich those neasurcs i;oul¿' be implenented. The 
i n t e r r e l u t i o n c h i p anong the v a r i o u s neasures as \.'ell as the sequence i n uhich 
t h e i r inpleDientation i s envis£\ged can only Ъесопе r l o a r :;.nd manifest through the 
use of a frameuork of stages. Me \;oulc bo r j r a t e f i ' l , t h e r e f o r e , i f the Czechoslovak 

' delegation could c l a r i f y bo us vhether the four-stace approach adopted i n 
document CJ/ 2 2 3 i s acceptable. I f t h i s approach i s accept^..ble, then i t i;ould be 
most u s e f u l f o r us to have some idea as tc ho\' the various measures of arms 
l i m i t a t i o n and disamament envisaceu by a sroup of s o c i a l i s t c o untries are to be 
ordered anon;;; the v a r i o u s stages. U n t i l t h i s i n f o m a t i o n i s a v a i l a b l e , i t would 
be d i f f i c u l t f o r us to i d e n t i f y the cotraon ground between us except i n r a t h e r 
broad conceptual ten;s. 

The d i s t i n g u i s h e d represen t.. t i v e of Czechoslovclcia has listeù the va r i o u s 
measures " i n the f i e l d of ai4;S l i m i t a t i o n cuC disamament, the inplcmentation of 
which ;;ould l e a d toxiarc's the u l t i r i a t o -c...l c f ;];eneir.l anci conple Le d L-sarnament". 
Hov;ever, w l i i l o these neasures have beer cate^jorized under c e r t a i n broac' headings, 
no l o g i c a l sequence has been follo';ed i n t h e i r огаепп^-];. For cxaríplo, i n uhat 
kind of sequence are the n;easures l i s t o O i n p^-ragraphs (a) to ( i ) under "Nuclear 
\;eapons" to be iinplencnted? Uhici: anong these neasares belong to stage I , \;hich 
to sta^e I I anO so on? 
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The other d i f f i c u l t y \;e encounter in seing through the l i s t of measures l i e s 
in the mingling together of concrete and specific measures \/ith those uhich are 
extremely hroad and general in character. Thus, a hroad-ranre measure 
encompassing the entire process of nuclear disarmament i s included in 
paragraph (Ъ) under "Nuclear \;eap'ons", together with a very specific measure 
such as the conclusion of a convention on the prohibition of the production, 
stockpiling, deployment and use of nuclear neutron ueapons (paragraph (e)). 
Similarly, a specific measure auch as "the conclusion of a treaty on the prohibition 
of the stationing of weapons of any kind in outer space" has been lumped together 
with a non-specific and indeterminate category entitled "Further measures to 
prevent the conversion of outer space into a sphere of military confrontation". 

The Group of 21 has tried to put fon/ard as many concrete and specific 
measures as i t could identify under each broad ueapon category. Such measures 
are, for obvious reasons, more specific in character for the f i r s t stage, becoming 
more general for subsequent stages. The agreed position put fon/ard by a group of 
socialist countries does not give us any clue as to hou the every concrete and 
precise measures envisaged by i t are to be related to the broad and general 
categories included in the programme. Л related question here would be whetlier these 
socialist countries share the view expressed by the co-sponsors of document C D / 2 0 5 
that the specific agreements to be negotiated cannot be predetermined and must be 
l e f t to be \/orked out among the parties involved in the negotiations themselves. 
Such an approach would point to adopting telegraphic and general formulations i n 
the l i s t i n g of measures in the comprehensive programme of disaimament. On the 
other side i s the approach adopted by the Group of 2 1 , which calls for specific 
and concrete measures, whose objectives, i f not results, are predetermined by mutual 
agreement. To us, i t appears that the socialist countries on \.'hose behalf the 
Czechoslovak statement uas made have adopted a bit of both approaches. V/e would be 
grateful i f this point could be c l a r i f i e d . 

Ue have a l l agreed tliat the ultimate goal of the comprehensive programme of 
disarmament i s the achievement of general and complete disarmament under effective 
international control. In our v±e\i, the comprehensive progranmie of disarmament 
should therefore encompass measures for the cessation and reversal of the arms 
race in a l l i t s aspects, the redaction of armaments and armed forces and their 
fi n a l and complete elimination. However, the l i s t of measures contained in the 
statement of the distinguiched representative of Czechoslovakia does not give us 
a clear picture of the final stages of the process of achieving general and 
complete disarmament under effective international control. In several cases, 
measures included under the various separate headings are, in this sense, 
incomplete. For ех£шр1е, under the heading "Armed forces and conventional \;eapons", 
we hove one measure calling for the freezing of tlie armed forces and conventional 
\ieapons of the permanent members of the United Nations Security Council and their 
a l l i e s , coupled \iith another measure entitled "The reduction of armed forces and 
conventional v/eapons". Ue do not have in the l i s t an indication of v;hen and how 
the complete elimination of amed forces and conventional armaments would be 
achieved. Similarly, under "The reduction of military expenditures", provision i s 
ra¿irie for a reduction in the military budgets of m i l i t a r i l y significant States, as 
also for a freeze on military budgets in general. No indication i s given as to hovi 
other States w i l l reduce their military expenditures and how a total abolition of 
military appropriations would be achieved. In fact, i f one were to go merely by 
the statement of the representative of Czechoslovalcia, the complete elimination of 
military appropriations would not appear to be an .objective of the comprehensive 
programme of disarmament. 

Tret ir.e hasten to aOd that the l i s t of neaGurets to be included in the 
comprehensive programme of cliGarmament cannot possibly be exiiaustive. However, 
since the programme is to be о self-contained one, i t must include measures, even 

file:///ieapons
file:///iith
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i f indicative, for a l l the various stages of the pnrocess of achieving general and 
complete disarmament. Our colleagues from the socialist delegations could perhaps 
shed some more light on ho\; they envisage measures required for the fi n a l stages of 
the comprehensive programme of disarmment. 

Before turning to the measures themselves, I \/ould like to comment brie f l y on 
some of the principles for the comprehensive programme of disarmament outlined by 
the representative of Czechoslovakia. One such principle he has mentioned i s that 
of "equality and equal security". Ue uould lute to kno\j ho\.' this principle would 
be applied in practice in the implementation of the comprehensive programme of 
disarmament. In particular, ue \JOuld like to dra\; attention to the fact tliat a vast 
imbalance exists bet\;een nuclear-weapon States, on the one hand, and non-nuclear-
weapon States, on the other. This imbalance is constantly increasing. Eo\i- would 
the principle of equality and equal security be applied to such a situation? 

Another principle mentioned i n tho statement of the representative of 
Czechoslovakia concerns the process of nuclear disarmament. It has been stated that 
at a l l stages of the process of nuclear diaarmar.ient, "the existing balance in the 
sphere of nuclear povjer must remain the some \jith a constant reduction of i t s lev e l " . 
Does this imply tliat the existing status quo \;oulà have to be maintained a.s among the 
five пис1еаг-ч;еароп States? At what point uould the nuclear arsenals of a l l the 
nuclear-weapon States be elimine;ted? 

We have carefully studied the l i s t of measures to be included in the 
comprehensive programme of disarmament as envisaged by a group of socialist countries. 
It i s with satisfaction that \;e have noted a coincidence with respect to several of 
these measures. However, I xjould lik e to single out some of the items contained in 
the l i s t which need further discussion and clarification. 

Under the category entitled "Nuclear weapons", reference is made to the 
renunciation of the f i r s t use of nuclear \;eapons by nuclear-i/eapon States. However, 
a complete prohibition on the use or threat of use of nuclear \;еаропз, which i s 
broader and more universal in scope, has been omitted. This i s despite the fact 
that the socialist countries, on \;hose behalf the statement by tho representative of 
Czechoslovakia v;as made, a l l voted in favour of General Assembly resolution 36/92 I, 
entitled "Non-use of nuclear \;eapons and prevention of nuclear \;ar". We would be 
grateful i f i t could be explained to us \.'hy this important measure was excluded. 

S t i l l under the category "Nuclear weapons", i t has been stated that "as a f i r s t 
step, the possible stages of nuclear disarmament uith their approximate contents 
could be discussed, and in particular the content of the f i r s t stage". However, for 
my delegation, the various stages of nuclear disarmament have already been clearly 
spelt out in paragraph 50 of the Fin^il document, l/hat ue need to do nou as part of 
the negotiations on the comprehensive programme of disarmament i s t elaborate these 
stages of nuclear disarmciment. 

The position of my Government concerning the Treaty on tho Non-Proliferation of 
Nuclear Weapons i s well known. We could not, therefore, accept the measure outlined 
in i)aragr:iph (f ) under the heading "Nuclear \ieapons". 

file:///JOuld
file:///jith
file:///ieapons
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Let me nov/ turn to the section entitled "The prevention of the proliferation 
of the anas race i n new spaces explored Ъу man" in the statement of the 
representative of Czechoslovalcia. Under this section, one of the measures 
li s t e d i s "the conclusion of a treaty on the prohibition of the stationing of 
weapons of any kind i n outer space". At the thirty-sixth session of the 
United Nations General Assembly, my delegation stated that any treaty for the 
prevention of an arms race in outer space must cover the development, testing 
and deployment of \;eapons of any kind i n outer space. 

Under the section with the heading "Regional,measures", reference has been 
made to "the renunciation of the expansion of the existing military and p o l i t i c a l 
groupings and of the creation of new ones". As far as military alliances are 
concerned, India, as a non-aligned country, has consistently called for the 
dissolution of a l l such military blocs. We cannot, therefore, accept a mere 
freeze in the existing situation. Secondly, i t i s not clear why p o l i t i c a l 
groupings should also be the object of renunciation i f they do not have military 
connotations. For example, would the non-aligned movement have to freeze i t s 
existing membership and at some point dissolve i t s e l f ? \/hat about other 

' p o l i t i c a l bodies of a regional character? V/e v/ould Ъе grateful i f i t could be 
c l a r i f i e d to us i n what sense the term " p o l i t i c a l grouping" has been. used. 

Under the same heading, provision i s made for the "limitation and lo\;ering 
of the level of military presence and military activity" i n the Atlantic Ocean, 
in the Pacific, i n the Mediterranean Sea and i n the region of the Persian Gulf 
and "the limitation and subsequent reduction, of military a c t i v i t y i n the 
Indian Ocean". Such'formulations make no differentiation beti/een foreign military 
presence and military a c t i v i t y in these regions and the entirely legitimate 
military presence and activity of the States belonging to the region. Of course, 
in the f i n a l stage of the comprehensive programme of disarmament, a l l military 
a c t i v i t y i n a l l regions i.'ould cease. However, when we spealc of partial and 
regional measures, i t i s necessary to highlight the logical sequence of measures 
which would lead to disarmament on a truly global scale. In such a logical 
sequence, the.establishment of a Zone of Peace, for eyjxnple, in the Indian Ocean 
in terms of the Declaration adopted in 1571 by the United Nations i s obviously 
a f i r s t and necessary step. Peace and security i n the Indian Ocean are now 
threatened by the rapidly increasing military presence of outside Po\/ers and 
the scramble for military bases in the Indian Ocean area. The removal of 
foreign military presence and the cessation of foreign military a c t i v i t y 
in the Indian Ocean cannot be put on a par and sought to be adiieved together 
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I'ith the cessation of military activity Ъ;- the l i t t o r a l and hinterland States 
of the Indian Ocean. Yet, this i c p r r c i r r l y the impreccion that r.ay Ъе 
created Ъу the formulation u.?ed in the ct:.ter;enD Ъу the dicitincuished 
representative of Czechoslovakia, we .̂'̂ ui¿ be graoeful i f \;e could have a 
more detailed e:q;lanation of the Gecu»nco.of .r̂ tcps in i;hich measurer- under 
paragraphs (f) and (h) \;oulT Ъё" inpIÍímeñT̂ T! and the respcnsibilitirc; of 
l i t t o r a l and hinterland otates and cxtra-rocional Stated ."t each btage. 

As a Sta.te belonging to Acia, ny del-gaticn is naturally inter^sted i n 
the measure included in this section in paragraph (j) e n t i i l e i "The 
conclusion of a convention on mutual non-aggrescion anJ; non-uce of force in 
the relatione between the State:, of Asia and the Pacific Ocean''. \lt voulà 
be grateful for further detalle on the pr-ipoced convention. It nay be 
explained to us ho\.' cucli a convention voulc be different frorj the 
respcncibilitiec already undertaken by States of a l l regions under the 
United Nations Charter. 'Je \;ould also like to kno\; uhether uhat i s being 
proposed here i c a multilateral convention, limited to the States of the region 
of Asia and the Pacific or \;hether a serifs of bilateral treaties i c envisaged 
Hovj would breaches of the convention be doalt v.'ith and i/hat would be the 
relationsh.ip of such a security systen to the collective security framework 
already provided for under the United liationc Charter? 

Under "Collateral and other measures", provision hac been-mad«? for a 
world treaty on the non-use of force i n international relations. Ic not 
adherence to the United ITationc Cliartor i t s e l f a commitment by a l l States 
to the non-use of force in relations amongst them? Uhat purpoce would be 
served by a separate treaty on the non-use of force? 

These are some of the comme"nts that I wanted to make on the positions 
advanced by a group of socialist countries concerning the comprehensive 
programme of disarmament. The ce "comments have "been made i n the s p i r i t of 
seeking further areas of convergence» \'ith our socialist collpagues on issues 
relating to the comprehensive programme of disarmament. Ue believe that i t 
i s only through a procecs of debate, a process of quectioning, that v e can 
arrive at better mutual understanding of our respective positions. It i s 
our conviction that, i n the replies and clarificationc that \;e are certain 
w i l l be provided to our cuestione, we shall be able to discover opportunities 
to broaden the already considerable area of agreement tliat exists bet\/een 
us. 
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Thg СШИН'ШГ; T thank you. I now give the f l o o r t o the r o p r c s o n t a t i v c of 
Czechublüvalcia,- l l i n i s t e r Strucka, \rho w i l l introduce the \rorking paper contained i n 
document C D / 2 4 5 . 

i'lr". STF.UCK^i (Czechoslovalcic) ( t r a n s l a t e d .from Kussian) : >1г . -Chairman, i n i t s 
statement at the plenary n e e t i n g of bhe Conmittee on the occasion of the opening of 
i t F current s e s s i o n on 2 February ( C D / P V * . ' 1 3 0 ) ^ the Czechoslovalc d e l e g a t i o n had the 
honour,.as t h e _ c c - o r d i n a t c r of the group,of s o c i a l i s t c o untries on the question of a 
conprehensive progranne of disamanent, to present the agreed p o s i t i o n of the 
delegations of the People's Republic of B u l g a r i a , the Gemon Democratic Republic, 
the Kungarian^_People 's R e p u b l i c , the I-iongclion, People 's R e p u b l i c , the P o l i s h People's 
R e p u b l i c , the Unión of Soviet S o c i a l i s t ^ Republics гтЛ the Czechoslovalc S o c i a l i s t Republic 
on the question of the"content of the CCD. 

V/e note w i t h s a t i s f a c t i o n that our .statement has aroused s e r i o u s i n t e r e s t anong 
delegations and i s proving u s e f u l i n the_ c o n s i d e r a t i o n of the question of e l a b o r a t i n g 
a СИ), both a f p l e n a r y neetings of the Connittee and i n those o f the Working Group 

. on t h i s question" caid the three contact jjfoups concerned. 

This was a l s o shown i n today's statement by'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 
I n d i a . We s h a l l , of course, study ^'inbassadcr Saran's statement w i t h the proper 
a t t e n t i o n and i n due course f u r n i s h an. a d d i t i o n a l e x p l a n a t i o n . A s regards c e r t a i n 
p o ints touched upon by the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of -India, the delegations of the s o c i a l i s t 
countries, ha-̂ 'e alreaa;^'- given some exp l a n a t i o n i n the CPD VJorking Group and i n the 
contact groups. We s h a l l continue to adopt a c o n s t r u c t i v e approach i n the search f o r 
a compromise s o l u t i o n to the probleir. of e l a b o r a t i n g a comprehensive programme of 
disarnanent. 

In. view of the i n t e r e s t sho-im i n the agreed p o s i t i o n of the s o c i a l i s t c o untries 
on the question of a CPD and i n order t o ' f a c i l i t a t e acquaintance w i t h i t , v;e decided 
to s et f o r t h that p o s i t i o n i n the form of ah o f f i c i a l document of the Connittee. 
A c c o r d i n g l y , on 19 February, tho Czechoslc'-ak*delegation, on behalf of the 
aforementioned s o c i a l i s t c b u n t r i e c , t r a n s n i t t c J to the Connitcee s e c r e t a r i a t the t e x t 
of a working paper, vmich has already'been c i i ' c u l a t e d anong delegations under the 
synbol GD/245. ' 

T 
The s a i d vrorking paper s u b n i t t e d by the group of s o c i a l i s t c o untries reproduces 

a l l the main points of our statement c f 2 February. To f a c i l i t a t e i t s use, v/e have 
d i v i d e d i t i n t o the f o l l o w i n g s e c t i o n s : general p r o v i s i o n s ; o b j e c t i v e s of the-
progranne; p r i n c i p l e s : s p e c i f i c neasures; disamanent and other g l o b a l problems; 
t i m e - l i m i t s and procedures f c r the ir^plemcntation of the progranne; n o n i t o r i n g of arms 
l i m i t a t i o n and disarnanent; nechanisns and procedures, and p a r t i c i p a t i o n of world 
p u b l i c o p i n i o n i n e f f o r t s to achieve disamrxient. 

On the b a s i s of the formulations contained i n our i n t e r v e n t i o n of 2 February 
and i n docunont C D / 2 4 5 , the co-sponsors of t h a t document have a l r e a d y begun p r a c t i c a l 
work. In p a r t i c u l a r , having regard to the f a c t that i n nany cases our proposals 
c o i n c i d e d v;ith p o i n t s contained i n doc-unents i s s u e d by the Group of 2 1 , v;e decided to 
adopt those docunents as a b a s i s f o r our vrork, adding to then those of our proposals 
which were absent f r o n the Group of 21 ' s docunents. Tl-ius we proposed a d d i t i o n s to the 
proposals put forward by the Group of 21 on the subjects of the o b j e c t i v e s , p r i o r i t i e s 
and p r i n c i p l e s of the CPD. We s h a l l continue to employ t h i s — i n our viev; 
c o n s t r u c t i v e — nethod of work a l s o i n the f u t u r e . 
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Working paper CD/245 reflects the constant readiness of the social.ist-countries 
to make a substantial contribution to the elaboration of a neaningful draft 
comprehensive programme of disamanent,. whish the Committee uay submit as a concrete 
achievement for consideration at the second special session of the United Nations 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

We are convinced that the implementation of the provisions in document CD/245 
would represent a constructive contribution to the solution of the disarmament problem. 
Allow me, Mr. Chsiirman, on behalf of the group of socialist countries, to assure the 
Committee, once again, that we shall continue to play a fundamental and active role in 
the elaboration of a CPD. Wo shall adopt a constructive approach to the proposals of 
a l l countries, and above a l l those of tha Group of 21, whose position coincides largely 
with our own. 

I^. OKAWA (Japan); Mr. Chairman, I cannot help expressing my delegation's 
disappointment that, as we begin our substantive work at this 19S2 session of the 
Committee on Disarmament, a comprehensive ban on the testing of nuclear weapons seems 
s t i l l to be eluding our efforts and receding even more into the future. Six months 
have passed since I made my last appeal in this Committee for a comprehensive test ban; 
approximately a year and a half has passed since the trilj-teral negotiations were 
suspended; and 19 years have passed since the partial test-ban Treaty was concluded with 
the promise that the three nuclear-weapon States would be continuing to seek a 
comprehensive ban. 

On 9 December last year, the united Nations General ^issembly again adopted two 
resolutions on nuclear testing; both of then reiterated the Assembly's grave concern 
that nuclear-weapon testing continues -unabated; and both of then reaffirmed the 
Assembly's conviction that a treaty to achieve the prohibition of a l l nuclear-test 
explosions by a l l States for a l l time is a matter of the highest priority. The view 
of the overwhelming majority of the States Members of the United Nations cannot be 
misunderstood or ignored. And my Govemiaent associates i t s e l f with this majority view 
on nuclear testing. 

The Japanese Government has on many occasions made representations to the 
Governments of the nuclear-weapon States against the nuclear tests they have been 
conducting over the years. These representations spring frcr. the fundamental position 
that Japan continues to be opposed to nuclear test explosions of any kind — undertakon 
by any State. And that is why my Govemnent has also spoken cut several times in 
favour of a moratorium on a l l nuclear explosions pending the entry into force of a СТБ. 

The achievement of a comprehensive test-ban treaty has alv;ays been regarded by 
my Government as the one measure of the highest priority in the whclû f i e l d cf arms 
control and disarmament, ''.i/hile welcoming the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations on a СТБ, we 
have stressed the need for such a treaty to be achieved through truly multilateral 
negotiations in this Committee. 

I am under standing instructions from my Government to reiterate our appeal for 
the commencement cf multilateral negotiations in this Corxiittee to achieve a 
comprehensive test ban at the earliest possible date. 1Г ' this connection, I continue 
to hope that a consensus can be reached to set up a vrorking group or other subsidiary 
body of the Committee to deal with this question i n the most effective and concentrated 
manner. My delegation repeats i t s willingness to put forward a draft mandate for such 
a working group at the appropriate moment, '̂is I stated in this roen on 6 August last 
year, "The nere setting up of a CTB working group v/ould be a very :;eagre achievement 
indeed, but i f the Committee on Disarmament were able to report even that achievement 
to the special session next year, i t would be of seme significance". 
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Die Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Exports w i l l Ъе reconvening f r o n the beginning 
of March to continue i t s i n p o r t a n t work of s e t t i n g up an i n t e r n a t i o n a l syster. f o r 
the exchange of s e i s r d c data to help i n d e t e c t i n g ^underground nu c l e a r t e s t s . I4y 
de l e g a t i o n looks forward to hearing the Ad Hoc Group's e v a l u a t i o n of the second -
t r i a l exchange which was conducted i n Novenher l a s t year, e s p e c i a l l y since nore 
countries than at the f i r s t t r i a l p a r t i c i p a t e d t h i s t i n e , i n c l u d i n g s e v e r a l 
s o c i a l i s t S t a t e s . We understand that i t would be p o s s i b l e to detect underground 
t e s t s down to a y i e l d of about 10 k i l o t o n s w i t h a reasonable degree of accuracy i f 
the detonation took place i n hard rock, provided there i s an a p p r o p r i a t e l y deployed 
network of s e i s n i c s t a t i o n s . The d e t e c t i o n t h r e s h o l d would be higher i f the 
ex p l o s i o n were detonated i n alluviuir., f o r i n s t a n c e . Wo arc t o l d that such a 
network would render i t p o s s i b l e to d i s t i n g u i s h between earthquakes .and nuclear 
explosions of a r e l a t i v e l y low y i e l d . I f that were tho case, s u r e l y i t would be 
worthwhile to endeavour to achieve a ban on underground t e s t s of a y i e l d above, 
say, 10 k i l o t o n s . This would c e r t a i n l y be a welcone one step forward i n the 
d i r e c t i o n of a conprehensive ban of a l l underground t e s t s . - -! -

There are apparently various ways of evading d e t e c t i o n of an underground 
nuc l e a r e x p l o s i o n by an i n t e r n a t i o n a l network of s e i s n i c s t a t i o n s . The experts 
w i l l no doubt continue to seek v;ays of c l o s i n g these loopholes. The e f f e c t i v e 
f u n c t i o n i n g of a r e l i a b l e v e r i f i c a t i o n system i s of fundamental inportance to any 
disamanent or ams c o n t r o l ¿neasure. However, the quest f o r a,bsolute p e r f e c t i o n 
i n the v e r i f i c a t i o n nechanisn, an i n f a l l i b l e v e r i f i c a t i o n nethod, may r e s u l t i n no 
agreement at a l l , A reasonable balance has to be str u c k between the value of 
having a p o s i t i v e i f not couplete disarnanent agreenentj on the one hand, and the 
r i s k t h a t c e r t a i n v i o l a t i o n s nay be t h e o r e t i c a l l y p o s s i b l e i n s p i t e of the 
v e r i f i c a t i o n nechanisn that has been agreed upon, on the other. Perhaps the 
adequacy of any v e r i f i c a t i o n s y sten i s u l t i n a t e l y a n a t t e r of p o l i t i c a l judgenent 
and mutual-.trust. 

Ifihile ny Govemnent refuses to abandon the hope that a t r u l y conprehensive ban 
on a l l n u clear explosions of any k i n d and by any State i s an a t t a i n a b l e o b j e c t i v e , 
i t a l s o f e e l s t h a t , i n the s t a t e of a f f a i r s where we are, even U n i t e d a d d i t i o n a l 
r e s t r i c t i o n s on nuclear-weapon t e s t i n g would have the e f f e c t of at l e a s t slowing 
do-wn the f u r t h e r developnent of new types of weapons' or h i n d e r i n g the f u r t h e r 
s o p h i s t i c a t i o n of e x i s t i n g ones, ilnd above a l l the p o l i t i c a l i n p a c t of such.a 
step on i n t e r n a t i o n a l e f f o r t s devoted to the cause of disamanent would be iind e n i a b l e . 
The very f i r s t step i n the d i r e c t i o n of nuclear disamanent would have been taken 
and t h i s vrould give nuch-needed new hope and encouragenènt to those enga-ged i n 
the disarmanent process. 

As a r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of a non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e , I can n e r e l y express the 
hope that the nuclear-weapon Sta.tes bear i n ni n d the ple>lges they nade i n the 
p a r t i a l test-ban Treaty c f I 9 6 3 and the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n Treaty of I 9 6 8 "to seek 



C D / P V . 1 5 7 

17 

(llr. Okavra, Jg.pan) 

to achieve the discontinuance of a l l test explosions of nuclear weapons for a l l 
tine and to continue negotiations to this end," 

If an Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts has Ъсоп allowed to conduct such 
useful work over the years,'v/hy can v/e not have on ad hoc group of administrative 
experts, for instance, to work cut the necessary adninistrative arrangments for 
the proposed seismic data exchange? As Arihassador IIcFnail, the distinguished 
iunbassador of Canada, pointed out last week, the idea v/as originally-proposed 
Ъу the Australian delegation tvro ye;-'xs ago. Ify delegation has been in favour 
of that proposal. The Co:mnittee or a suitable subsidiary body should begin 
discussing the financial, legal and administrative ?.3pects of the envisaged, 
international seismic data exchange. Those details should be vrorked out before 
the entry into force of the CTB treaty so that the data exchange can begin 
operating together vjith the treaty and not from an unspecified date after the 
treaty has entered into force. 

Much has been said about the importance of a CTB in the context of 
maintaining the non-proliferation régime and I w i l l simply recall the unhappy 
outcome of the 1980 HPT Reviev/ Conference and remind member States that the next 
Review Conference in 1985 could turn out to be crucial to the líPT régime. 

My delegation tinderstands that the Treaty on the Limitation of underground 
Nuclear Weapon Tests of 1974» and the Treaty on Underground Nuclear Explosions 
for Peaceful Purposes of 1976 are luidcr consideration by the signatories for 
r a t i f i c a t i o n . I wish to reiterate ny Governr-ient 's view that the entry into 
force of these two instruments v/ould constitute an important step towards the 
achievement of a CTB, May I also express ny delegation's hope that the t r i l a t e r a l 
C T B negotiations can be reopened at the earliest possible date. 

My delegation listened with interest the other day to the idea put forward 
by Mme Thorsson, the distinguished Under-Secretary -of State of Sweden, i n 
connection with the international surveillance of airborne radioactivity as a 
means of monitoring nuclear tests in the atmosphere. We look forward to 
receiving the working paper that Mme Tliorsson promised us. We would also be 
interested i n hearing the reactions of other delegations. 

Allow me to conclude ny statement by citing the following paragraph from 
the message of the Secretary-General of the United Nations read out to us by 
our distinguished Secretary, ikibassador Jaipal, on A February; "Another 
important issue is the long-uwaited conclusion of a conprehçnsive test-ban 
treaty. This would provide a major iiipetus for further progress tov/ards the 
limitation and eventual elimination of nuclear weapons. It would also be of 
significance in strengthening the non-proliferation régime." It is precisely such 
a "major impetus" that we are a l l seeking, especially as we move forward to the 
second special session. 
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The СНАХИШТ; I thank you. I no\/ give tho floor to the representative of the 
TInited ICingdom, Ambassador Summerhayes, v;ho w i l l introduce the woiicing paper 
contained i n document CD/244. 

Иг. STJII'IEEHAÏES (united Kingdom); Ihr. Chairman, as you have just said, I have 
asked for the floor this morning to introduce document CD/244, i:hich v;e have 
entitled "Verification and the Ilonitoring of Compliance i n a Chenical V/eapons 
Convention". Ue have put this document forv/ard as a contribution under item 4 of 
our Committee's agenda. Уз tabled this new working paper to be available at the 
time vrhen the Committee had just talcen the decision to give a revised mandate to 
the Ad Hoc V/orking Group on Chemical V/eapons. V/e look forvrard to the resumption of 
the Group's work later this vraok under the leadership of Anbassador Sujka of Poland 
and v:e hope that our paper, \xhich we have also asked should be circulated as a 
working document under the symbol C D / C V / A J P . 2 6 , w i l l be considered i n detsiil i n 
that forum as soon as possible. V/e understand that a l l language versions w i l l be 
available this evening. 

I v/ill not talce up much of the Committee's time nov; i n describing the substance 
of the vrorking paper, but I thinl: i t i s useful to do so very briefly. As I made 
clear i n my opening statement on 11 February, my Government has had a long-standing 
commitment to the acliievement of a comprehensive, effective and adequately 
verifiable ban on chemical vreapons. V/e believe that verification i s the central 
problem to be faced i n drawing up a CVi convention and that the Viorking Group w i l l 
need to ensure that adequate attention i s devoted to tliis key issue i f v/e are to 
malee progress. This i s the reason why ny delegation has concentrated on 
verification and conplieuice i n the paper I have introduced; ve are nevertheless 
very much aware that other important issues such as the definition of the scope of 
the convention v/ill also need to be resolved and we hope that i t w i l l prove 
possible to work i n tandem on these issues. 

Perhaps I should nov/ malee a fev/ explanatory remarks about document C D / 2 4 4 
v/hich other delegations night find helpful i n further considering our proposals. 

The paper i s set out i n tv/o sections: the f i r s t describes i n the form of a 
memorandum the United ICingdom's v i e v on the \/ay i n v/hich a chemical weapons 
convention should bo verified; the second sets out, i n the form of draft elements, 
the type of provisions \/hich a convention v/ould need to include i n order to f u l f i l 
the requirements set out i n the f i r s t section of the paper. V/e w i l l of course be 
happy to elaborate further upon the reasoning behind our proposals; the f i r s t 
section of document CD/244 gives a preliminary explanation of the provisions vdiich 
are set out as vjhat v/e have called draft elements. 

In looking at thé substance of document C D / 2 4 4 , delegations may find i t helpful 
to Icnow that we approach the verification of a chemical weapons convention from tv/o 
directions: f i r s t , the verification of the destruction of stodcpiles and, secondly, 
the verification of the non-production of chemical weapons, v/hich v/e have called 
"monitoring of compliance". V/e have divided verification into these two separate 
categories because the different activities to be verified v/ill need different 
monitoring techniques, Iloreover, for the vast majority of countries vidiich, of 
course, do not possess any stock of chemical weapons, only the second category of 
verification measures, that i s , those relating to the monitoring of non-production, 
v/ould cone into force. 
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As our v o r k i n g paper nal:es c l e a r , the v c r i r i c a t i o n of both these aspects of a 
bcLTi on choLiical vcapons \ / i l l r e q u i r e a corbinr/oion of n a t i o n a l and i-.iternaticnal 
neasures. ITational оеазигоз of v e r i f i c a t i o n mrj i n t i n e be сГ i n c r e a s i n g value i n 
monitoring the non-produvjiliij :J£ ':hcrd.cal vcapor.c. 

I l r . SilDLZirL (Australir^î '-ir. Cliaiman, глау I , i r . t h i s i n t e r v e n t i o n , address 
n y s o i r t o item 1 c f the Connittee's agenda, nanely, the nuclear t e s t Ьал. l i y 
remarles v . ' i l l t o seme oxto.it a-iûii;- \/l;rit I sai'", b r i e f l y on tîiis i t e n i n mj' general 
statement on 11 ГеЬги.йг;>-. ïiioro shoal;''. Ъс no doubt that A u s t r a l i a deeply shares 
the \iidcspread rcgrot at the fej-lvjrc to ;~г2:с progr^iss towards a comprehensive bein 
on the t e s t i n g of n i c l e a r '•oar-ons. Tho deac'.lock \:o have reached on the matter i s 
a matter of p r i o r i t y f c r thv-- Connittc". on Disama.'acnt, f o r our Governments гта the 
pooples they represent. Our task as negotiators and as vT.iplomats i s to f i n d a uay 
of r e s o l v i n g the рго';У1еп. C l e a r l y tie\; ideas are c a l l e d f o r . Several пег; ideas 
which deserve s e r i o u s l y t o bo looked at \rare raadn on 18 Pcbruary by 
Ambassador lîcPhail of Canada. 

A l l members of t h i s body are conmittcù t o the aim of a nu c l e a r - t e s t ban, Wiat 
VQ have a l l had i n niind i s one t r e a t y whJLch p r o h i b i t s t e s t explosions of nuclear 
v/eapons i n a l l environments, w i t h r e l a t e d p r o v i s i o n s covering nuclear explosions 
f o r peaceful piorijoses. I t i s an aim ^/ h i c l i , as ';e have found, does not e a s i l y 
t r a n s l a t e i n t o n e g o t i a t i o n . Slie t r i p a r t i t e report of J u l y lOSO s a i d t l i i s v/as 
because many c f the iss u e s are novel, s e n s i t i v e and i m ; r i c a t o , and because 
n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y concerns are d i r e c t l y (ioncerncd. The question then a r i s e s : are 
v/e l i k e l y to nalce progress by c o j i t i n u i n g to urge that a CTE be taclcled a l l i n one 
go and a l l at once? Ily d e l e g a t i o n , as conxaittod a,s any i n t h i s room to' a CTB t r e a t y 
at the e a r l i e s t p o s s i b l e date, i s b i l l i n g t o consider a l t e r n a t i v e s to the 
a l l - o r - n o t h i n g approach i f such a l t e r n a t i v e s h o l d a scrioi'S prospect o f l e a d i n g 
to r e a l , substantia-1 progress. 

The i n t e r n a t i o n a l climati-!, as those v/ho have addressed the Conmittee t h i s 
s e s s i o n o-clcnowledg-e, i s not encouraging. I t does not soon t o favour sv/ecping 
agreements, no matter liow urgcufc the need f o r then. On the other hand l e s s e r 
ag-reements ouc^it t o bo ' d t h i n roach. Agreements on chenjLcal weapons, r a d i o l o g i c a l 
weapons, negative s e c u r i t y assarauces aivl, I oven venture t o suggest, on a, 
comprehensive pro.gramme of disarr-iament arc f e a s i b l e , out otil y , i t seems, on a 
step-by-step b a s i s . There arc Many precedents f o r agreements of t h i s , s o r t v/hich 
have had d i s t i n c t value evc>: -jhca they have not gone the -jhole way — the 
A n t a x c t i c Treaty, the Outer Joacj Trf^aty, the non-pi-olii'cratio:! Treaty, the 
Treaty of Tlafcelolco and, of course, the p a r t i a l t e s t - b a n Treaty. C e r t a i n l y they 
a l l leave gaps c f one kind or ejiothcr. 

The concept of gaps i s p a r t i c u l a r l y r e l e v a n t . The T r e a t i e s I have j u s t 
mentioned, imperfect as tlvîy mif^it bo, Co r a i s e i n p o r t a n t b a r r i e r s to the 
u n r e s t r i c t e d t e s t i n g of nuclear wca-pons. There are l a r g e gaps betv/een each of 
then, but why, i n the absence c f any more encouraging prospect, sliould \/e not do 
our best to create f u r t h e r b a r r i e r s ? C l e a r l y i f the Tla.teïolco p r i n c i p l e , t o talce 
only one example, wore extended, i t v/ould cut dov/n tlio geograpliic area over v/hich 
t e s t i n g taices p l a c e . I f extended everyv/here, i t would have the same e f f e c t as a 
CTB t r e a t y . S i n i l a r l y , one cor.ld consider a lo\/ering of the permitted y i e l d o f 
nuclear t e s t s , perhaps i n a succession of t r e a t i e s , u n t i l the zero target i s 
reached: t h i s again \/ould achieve a CTB t r e a t y . 
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The a t t r a c t i o n I f i n d i n the Canadiaji statement of 13 February i s that i t o f f e r s 
a coherent approach t o a СТБ based on the c l o s i n g o f gaps. Ambassador McPhail dreu 
a t t e n t i o n , f o r ezcample, t o the p o s s i b i l i t i e s e x i s t i n g i n the Tlireshold Test Ban T r e a t y 
and tho Treatji- on peaceful nuclear e x p l o s i o n s . These T r e a i i e s could a l s o conceivably 
l e n d themselves to extension. 

I f f o r a moment \.-e forego the a l l - i n - o n e approach t o a СТБ,. many thou^^ts are 
provoked." Mi{^it e x i s t i n g T r e a t i e s — whether b i l a t e r a l or m u l t i l a t e r a l — be 
extended to' those nuclear-weapon States which arc not yet p a r t i e s t o them? Might 
the b i l a t e r a l t r e a t i e s oe developed i n t o m u l t i l a t e r a l ones? The Tlireshold Test Dan 
Tr e a t y p r o l i i b i t s explosions above I50 k i l o t o n s , but, i f the p u b l i c debate i s a guide 
to n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y concerns, then a t h r e s h o l d wliich i s one order of ms-gnitude 
lo'./er could be q u i t e q u i c k l y a c l i i e v a b l e . The v e r i f i c a t i o n p r o v i s i o n s of the TTBT 
and the PIíEÜ, p r o v i d i n g f o r a \ride measure of d e t a i l e d data exchange and d i r e c t 
co-operation bet\feen the p a r t i e s , night be of great relevance i n a ^/ider context. 

\-/hat would wc be doing i f v/e had been i n a p o s i t i o n t o e s t a b l i s h a 
vjorking group on a CTB? Viy guess i s th a t \7e \/ould not be attenptin¿- t o d r a f t , not 
at an e a r l y stage anyi/ay, on novel, s e n s i t i v e and i n t r i c a t e i s s u e s . More l i k e l y 
\/e v/ovild, as i n the Chenic a l Veapons V o r k i n g Group, be drav/ing h e a v i l y on e x i s t i n g 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l instruments and the r e s u l t s of n e g o t i a t i o n s i n r e s t r i c t e d forums and, 
i n general, follov/iii¿-_ a step-by-step approach. 

I have r e f e r r e d t o b a r r i e r s and gaps: " i t might be more e x p l i c i t i f I r e f e r r e d 
i n s t e a d t o the b r i c k s necessary to malee a w a l l . V'e have an opportunity to add more 
b r i c k s w i t h the a i u o f s t e a d i l y b u i l d i n g a t o t a l and complète b a r r i e r to nuc l e a r 
t e s t s . A u s t r a l i a i n the past has suggested that ve t a c k l e the l e g a l and 
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e aspects of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e i s n i c data exchange. Other proposals 
ha,ve been made. An expanded scope f o r the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts has 
been suggested. I subnit t h a t , i f we can devise a v/ay t o r e l a t e each o f these 
i d e a s , b r i c k - b y - b r i c k t o our f i n a l o b j e c t i v e , the eventual v / a l l , v/e w i l l not a t t r a c t 
negative r e a c t i o n s from those v/ho, f o r one reason o r another, shy at b u i l d i n g a w a l l 
i n one stroke and f r o n those vrho, on the other hand, consider that one b r i c k i s too 
i n s i g n i f i c a n t — indeed too d i s t r a c t i v e — asi inpedinent to be v/orthwhile p u t t i n g 
i n p l a c e . Apart from the f a c t that the process of b u i l d i n g can go on i n d i f f e r e n t 
places at the same t i n e , t h e r e i s the p r a c t i c a l need t o get the lo;/er ones cemented 
i n place before adding higher ones. Here I an t h i n l c i i i g again of the A u s t r a l i a n 
proposal made in_document C D / 9 5 . 

Canada has proposed the establisl^unent o f a group of p o l i t i c a l experts, under the 
aegis o f the Connittee on Disamament, t o di s c u s s matters v/hich were not at i s s u e 
i n the t r i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s . Mj-- d e l e g a t i o n f e e l s t h i s proposal has some m e r i t , 
i n the d i f f i c t i l t circumstances i n which we f i n d ourselves on a CTB. The same group 
could d i s c u s s a l l the p o i n t s I have made today and give the Committee an i n d i c a t i o n 
of v/hether nev/ approaches nay help i t t o t a c k l e i t s p r i o r i t y agenda item. 

I s t r e s s , i n c l o s i n g , that I commend f o r f u r t h e r study the ideas that Canada 
has put forward, I do so as a means of keeping movement tov/ards a CTB a l i v e i n a 
climate \/hich, i n the absence of a step-by-step approach, i s i n danger o f l e a d i n g 
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to the CTB being shelved f o r a q u i t e unacccptr.ble p e r i o d of t i n e . I n other words, 
I am a t t r a c t e d t o the i d e a of maint a i i i i n g , i a tl i e ^юrds c f the Canadian Ambassador 
"some' movement i n the n e g o t i a t i n g process t o avoid r i s k s inlierent i n a continued 
freeze i n the n e g o t i a t i n g process c^i nuclear t e s t i n g " . I n saying t h i s I a l s o s t r e s s 
that the need which I see t o have a c l o s e r look at uhat Canada sugg-ests should not 
i n any i/ay bo tal:en as r e p l a c i n g or d i l u t i n g t l i e u l t i m a t e and c e n t r a l aim th a t the 
A u s t r a l i a n GbvemrLent has, naniely, t h a t of developing a CTB. 

The С11А1Н1ШГ; That concludes my l i s t of spealcers f o r today. Does any 
del e g a t i o n wish to talco the f l o o r ? 

The next plenarj-- meeting of the Corrmittoo on Disarmament w i l l be h e l d on 
Thursday, 25 Pcbruary, at 10.30 a.m. 

The meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 12 noon. 
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The CHAIRMAN; In The Name of God The Most Compassionate, The Most Merciful, I 
declare open the 158th plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament. 

In accordance with i t s programme of i«ork, the Committee continues today 
i t s consideration of item 2 of i t s agenda, "Cessation of the nuclear arms race and 
nuclear disarmament". In conformity with rule 50 of the Rules, of Procedure, members 
wishing to do so may make statements on any other subject' relating to the work of 
the Committee. 

I would like to extend a warm welcome to the Minister for Foreign Affairs of 
Romania, His Excellency Stefan Andrei, who has come to address the Committee today 
as our f i r s t speaker. Mr. Andrei has held several positions of high p o l i t i c a l 
responsibility in his country. Since 1975» he has been a member of the Grand 
National Assembly and, in t4arch 1978, he was appointed Minister for Foreign Affai r s . 
He has participated in many international congresses and conferences and has 
published several studies and articles on p o l i t i c a l questions, including some on 
international relations. I am sure that a l l members of the Committee appreciate the 
interest that he shows.in the work of this Committee by coming to deliver his 
statement. 

I have on my l i s t ' of speakers for today the representatives of Romania, the 
United States of America, Kenya, Nigeria, Brazil and the Сегшгш Democratic Republic. 

I now give the fltoor to the f i r s t speaker on my l i s t . His Excellency the 
Minister for Foreign Affairs of Romania, Mr. Stefan Andrei. 

Mr. ANDREI (Romania) (translated from French); Mr. Chairman, I should lik e 
to begin by offering you the Romanian delegation's sincerest congratulations on 
your assumption of the chairmanship of the Committee on bisannaiBent for the month 
of February. The ties of friendship and co-operation between my doimtry and yours 
are yet another factor that assures you of the Romanian delegation's constructive 
support in the performance of the important tasks entrusted to you. I should also 
like to congratulate Ambassador Anwar Sani of Indonesia who. served as Chairman 
before you and acquitted himself of his duties with such distinction and success. 

F i r s t , I should like to say how pleased I am to be able to address the 
Committee on Disarmament, a body whose mission i s a universal one and which i s 
entrusted with the heavy responsibility of helping to i n i t i a t e an effective process 
of negotiation with a view to achieving genuine progress on disarmament. 

The international climate in which the Committee has resumed i t s work this 
year lends very special importance to the current session. I therefore deemed i t 
advisable to address this distinguished body in order to inform i t of the deep 
concern f e l t by the Romanian people and Socialist Romania at the intensification of 
the frenzied arms race and the grave threat i t poses to mankind's very existence 
and to stress both the urgent need to achieve concrete steps towards disarmament 
and the heavy responsibility which the Committee bears in this connection. 

The Committee has, indeed, resumed i t s work under the shadow of serious 
international tension resulting, in particular, from the intensification of the 
policy of force and diktat, the struggle for spheres of influence, continued and 
heightened conflicts in various parts of the v/orld, the escalation of the arms race 
and an increasingly acute economic c r i s i s . 
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A l l - o u t m i l i t a r y competition, v/hich i s now being waged i n terms both of 
q u a n t i t y and of q u a l i t y , i s s t r o n g l y i n f l u e n c e d and inflamed by advances i n 
m i l i t a r y technologies and s t r a t e g i c d o c t r i n e s , which only go to show that the 
p o s s i b i l i t y of a nuclear war i s , a f t e r a l l , not e n t i r e l y unthinkable. The p o l i c y 
of force and arns build-ups i s becoming an i n c r e a s i n g l y dominant feature of 
contemporary i n t e r n a t i o n a l l i f e . The f a c t that these developments are t a k i n g place 
i n c o n d i t i o n s of growing i n t e r n a t i o n a l tension and i n a c l i m a t e darkened by so many 
complex and unresolved problems and by d i s t r u s t and s u s p i c i o n heightens the danger 
of war because, under the i n f l u e n c e of such a psychosis, any major p o l i t i c a l 
c o n f r o n t a t i o n nay i g n i t e the fuse, l e a d i n g to p a r t i a l or t o t a l recourse to the most 
l e t h a l - weapons, i n c l u d i n g nuclear weapons. 

The unprecedented e s c a l a t i o n of m i l i t a r y expenditures and competition has 
brought about an alarming increase i n the danger of a devastati n g nuclear war, to 
the profound and l e g i t i m a t e dismay of a l l peoples. As President Wicolae Ceauçescu 
has s t r e s s e d , "Things have come to such a pass and the arms race has assumed such 
proportions that the l i f e , the very existence of peoples, are threatened." 

Mankind has reached the point where the p u r s u i t of nuclear arns, f a r surpassing 
a l l s e c u r i t y needs, has, i n a c t u a l f a c t , become a f a c t o r of i n s e c u r i t y and 
i n s t a b i l i t y that gravely i m p e r i l s c i v i l i z a t i o n . I t i s no exaggeration to say t h a t 
never s i n c e the Second Uorld War has the danger of a nuclear c o n f l a g r a t i o n been as 
great or as r e a l as i t i s today. The imperative need to act e n e r g e t i c a l l y , before 
i t i s too l a t e , i n order to reverse t h i s d i s a s t r o u s trend i s t h e r e f o r e the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l community's highest p r i o r i t y . I t i s high time, as stressed i n the 
F i n a l Document adopted by consensus at the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e ssion of the 
General Assembly of the United Nations devoted to disarmament, to put an end to 
t h i s s i t u a t i o n , t o abandon the use of f o r c e 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 to seek 
s e c u r i t y i n disarmament. 

The recent resumption of the arras race i s not only a grave t h r e a t to a l l 
mankind. Rocketing m i l i t a r y expenditures are a l s o becoming an i n c r e a s i n g l y 
d i f f i c u l t burden to bear f o r a l l peoples, i n c l u d i n g those i n the i n d u s t r i a l i z e d 
c o u n t r i e s , since arms build-ups have d i s t o r t i n g and d e s t a b i l i z i n g e f f e c t s on 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l p o l i t i c a l and economic l i f e as a whole and on the economic and 
s o c i a l development of every S t a t e . 

Faced with t h i s c r i t i c a l s i t u a t i o n , Romania and the e n t i r e Romanian people have 
come out s t r o n g l y on the side of disarmament and s a i d a f i r m WO to the arms race, 
to war and to nuclear arms of a l l k i n d s . At h i s frequent p o l i t i c a l meetings, as 
w e l l as from the rostrum of i n t e r n a t i o n a l forums, President Nicolae Ceauçescu has 
c o n s t a n t l y advocated the d e f i n i t i v e a b o l i t i o n of the use of force and the t h r e a t 
of use of f o r c e i n r e l a t i o n s between S t a t e s , an end to i n t e r n a t i o n a l t e n s i o n , the 
achievement of e f f e c t i v e disarmament measures, p a r t i c u l a r l y nuclear disarmament 
measures, and the strengthening of i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y . 

I t i s i n t h i s s p i r i t t h a t , i n the United Nations and other i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
bodies and i n i t s b i l a t e r a l r e l a t i o n s , Romania has c o n s i s t e n t l y adopted a p o l i c y of 
a c t i v e l y promoting disarmament, submitting concrete proposals and t a k i n g r e s o l u t e 
a c t i o n to h a l t the arms race and secure the adoption of concrete disarmament 
measures, above a l l i n the nuclear f i e l d . Thus, at the s p e c i a l session of the 
United Nations General Assembly, Romania proposed a package of p r a c t i c a l measures 
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aimed at the c e s s a t i o n of the агч.я race and tha adoption of s p e c i f i c steps to 
achieve disarmament; these measures r e f l e c t the Ro.,ianian people's unshakable d e s i r e 
f o r peace and c o n s t i t u t e an appeal f o r the strangthening of co-operation among a l l 
S t a t e s w i t h a v i e u t o preventing v/ar and ensuring a I ' s t i n f ; oeaca. Sorae of these 
measures have been r e i t e r a t e d by the Romanian d e l e g a t i o n i n t h i s Committee. 

In a c t i n g thus, v/e proceed fro:Ti the premise that the s e c u r i t y , peace and 
progress of States cannot be ensured by an e s c a l a t i o n of the arms race, increased 
m i l i t a r y expenditure and the f u r t h e r s t o c k p i i i n s of weapons. Real s e c u r i t y can be 
achieved only by r e - e s t a b l i s h i n g the m i l i t a r y balance at the lovjest p o s s i b l e l e v e l s , 
reducing m i l i t a r y f o r c e s and arms, nrradually c u t t i n g dov/n m i l i t a r y budgets and 
going over to disarmament, above a l l nuclear disarmament, under adequate and 
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 . Genuine s e c u r i t y demands that a l l States should 
promote a p o l i c y of broad i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operation, s t r i c t observance of the 
fundamental p r i n c i p l e s and r u l e s of i n t e r n a t i o n a l law, the establishment of a c l i m a t e 
of mutual respect and confidence — a l l of which are e s s e n t i a l p r e - c o n d i t i o n s f o r 
any r e a l progress towards disarmament. 

Romania, which i s eager to make an e f f e c t i v e c o n t r i b u t i o n to e f f o r t s t o impart 
new momentum to the disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s and to break the deadlock t h a t has 
paralysed them f o r s e v e r a l years, has brought to the a t t e n t i o n of the United Nations 
the question of a freeze and r e d u c t i o n i n m i l i t a r y budgets, as a p r a c t i c a l v/ay of 
i n i t i a t i n g a genuine process of disarmament. The implementation of t h i s Romanian 
proposal would r e l e a s e s u b s t a n t i a l funds that could be used both f o r the execution 
o f development programmes i n the c o u n t r i e s which cut back t h e i r m i l i t a r y budgets 
and to support the developing c o u n t r i e s ' ' e f f o r t s to a c c e l e r a t e t h e i r economic and 
s o c i a l progress, e l i m i n a t e underdevelopment and narrow the gaps which separate 
them from the i n d u s t r i a l i z e d c o u n t r i e s . 

In making t h i s proposal, the Romanian Government, convinced of the p o s i t i v e 
e f f e c t which u n i l a t e r a l disarmament measures mi^ht have on e f f o r t s t o h a l t the arms 
race and on the economic and s o c i a l advancement o f peoples, has i t s e l f made successive 
cuts i n i t s m i l i t : ry budget and used the ."ands thus release*.' f o r economic and s o c i a l 
purposes. 

In l i n e with i t s p o l i c y of a c t i v e l y promoting the fundamental i?oal of 
disarmament, Romania has paid and continues to pay s p e c i a l a t t e n t i o n to the v/ork 
of the Committee on Disarmament at Geneva, the s o l e United Nations 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 t h i s f i e l d . The new Committee began i t s work with the 
advantage of an enlarged membership and a ^ore democratic framework; i t s a c t i v i t i e s 
are based on a programme of a c t i o n that v;as accepted and adopted by a l l Member 
States of the United Nations. Quite l e g i t i m a t e l y , peoples and i n t e r n a t i o n a l p u b l i c 
o p i n i o n expect the n e g o t i a t i o n s i n the Committee t o prove e f f e c t i v e and t o open up 
the liay f o r the adoption of concrete measures to h a l t the arms race and i n i t i a t e an 
e f f e c t i v e process of disarmament. 

Un f o r t u n a t e l y , the r e s u l t s t h a t can be notched up at the end of three years' 
a c t i v i t y f a i l to meet those e x p e c t a t i o n s . Despite improvements i n the f u n c t i o n i n g 
and methods of work of the Committee, desp i t e the considerable number of 
r e s o l u t i o n s adopted by the United nations to i n t e n s i f y disarmament e f f o r t s and 
d e s p i t e the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l f i v e nuclear Pc/ers, the pace of the n e g o t i a t i o n s 
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has been particularly slow, often giving rise to fruitless debates, in striking 
contrast to the massive growth of military budgets and the frenzied acceleration 
of the arms race. For several years, the Committee has been unable to reach a 
single agreement on disarmament. Consequently, i t i s now faced with a grave 
dilemma: to continue, as i t has so far, to hold meaningless discussions, while 
witnessing the incessant build-up of arms, particularly nuclear arms, which may — 
by design, accident or miscalculation — lead to catastrophe, or to opt for the 
only rational alternative, namely, serious negotiation in good faith, with a view 
to the adoption of effective disarmament measures, above a l l nuclear disarmament 
measures. The present c r i t i c a l international situation calls peremptorily for the 
latter option, a l l the more so because the spectre of nuclear war causes a l l peoples 
to feel deep anxiety and concern. The Committee cannot ignore the massive popular 
demonstrations which have been taking place in recent months throughout the 
European continent, including Roraania, as well as in other parts of the world, against 
war and the arms race and in favour of disarmament, above a l l nuclear disarmament, 
and the building of a lasting peace; and which are a new factor in international 
relations and eloquent testimony to such feelings of anxiety. It i s becoming 
increasingly clear in the hearts and minds of people that, i f we are incapable of 
arresting forthwith the senseless competition in nuclear arms, which threaten to 
destroy a l l l i f e on the planet, our generation w i l l bear the crushing responsibility 
of having failed to create the necessary conditions of peace for preserving human 
ci v i l i z a t i o n and ensuring i t s steady development. 

In this context, we cannot help but express our concern at attempts to divert 
the Committee's attention from the all-important objectives of the cessation of 
the arms race and disarmament. 

The Romanian Government considers that the Committee on Disarmament has an 
obligation and a responsibility, as v/ell as the capacity, to make an effective 
contribution to the achievement of the fundamental goal of disarmament — which i s 
the only way to remove the threat of a nuclear war and to secure and strengthen 
the peace and security of a l l nations. We regard i t as the duty of the Government 
of each member State of this body to co-operate, out of a sense of responsibility 
for the destiny and future of mankind, so that tangible progress may be made in the 
disarmament effort. To that end, the prime need is to give new impetus to the 
activities of this Committee, which must embark resolutely on the path of 
negotiation and the conclusion of agreements aimed at the cessation of the arms 
race and the reduction of nuclear and other weapons of mass destruction. 

The main objective of the Committee at i t s present session i s to elaborate a 
draft comprehensive programme of disarmament for consideration and approval by the 
General Assembly at i t s special session. Under the Committee's mandate, the 
comprehensive programme of disarmament, which must represent a'serious commitment, 
i s Intended to become the main United Nations instrument for intensifying and 
co-ordinating the efforts of States to achieve the ultimate goal of general 
disarmament and, above a l l , nuclear disarmament. The adoption of the programme 
by the General Assembly should represent a radical turning point in the disarmament 
negotiations and a new approach to such problems. 
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We a l s o consider that there i s a need to r e a c t i v a t e the negotiations aimed at 
achieving genuine progress on c e r t a i n v i t a l aspects of nuclear disarmament which 
have been under consideration by the Committee f o r some t i n e now and include the 
conclusion of an agreement banning a l l nuclear weapons t e s t s , the cessation of 
the production of nuclear weapons and t h e i r gradual reduction to the point of 
complete e l i m i n a t i o n , 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 p r o h i b i t i o n 
of the development of other weapons and systems of mass d e s t r u c t i o n . I t i s 
necessary to agree on the adoption of measures to prevent the l a t e s t s c i e n t i f i c 
and t e c h n o l o g i c a l advances from being used f o r the manufacture of weapons of mass 
des t r u c t i o n or f o r the improvement of e x i s t i n g weapons. I t would be extremely 
u s e f u l i f , pending the conclusion of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l t r e a t y or convention banning 
new weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n , the powerfully armed States could adopt u n i l a t e r a l 
measures to prevent s c i e n t i f i c and t e c h n o l o g i c a l d i s c o v e r i e s from being used f o r 
m i l i t a r y purposes. 

The Committee's e f f o r t s to hold negotiations on the conclusion of an 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l convention p r o h i b i t i n g chemical weapons must a l s o be i n t e n s i f i e d . 
Requests that i t should honour, without f u r t h e r delay, i t s c l e a r l y assumed and 
often reaffirmed o b l i g a t i o n to conclude such an i n t e r n a t i o n a l instrument are, 
i n our view, p e r f e c t l y l e g i t i m a t e . 

One important question to which the Committee should continue to turn i t s 
a t t e n t i o n and which c a l l s f o r urgent s o l u t i o n i s the conclusion of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
agreement on the granting of s e c u r i t y guarantees to the non-nuclear-weapon States. 
As already pointed out, Romania f i r m l y believes that the best guarantee f o r a l l 
States l i e s i n nuclear disarmament. But, pending the achievement of t h a t o b j e c t i v e , 
great importance would appear to a t t a c h , f o r the purpose of preventing the 
p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear weapons and b u i l d i n g confidence between States, to the 
conclusion of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l agreement i n which the nuclear-weapon States 
would assume a c l e a r o b l i g a t i o n never to use nuclear weapons i n any circumstances, 
and not to threaten to use such weapons or to use force i n general against the 
non-nuclear-weapon States. 

We consider that the r e s u l t s of the negotiations to be held at the 
Committee's present session and the s u b s t a n t i a l c o n t r i b u t i o n s expected of i t 
should be r e f l e c t e d i n the s p e c i a l report which the Committee i s to submit to 
the General Assembly of the United Nations at i t s second s p e c i a l session t h i s 
year. In our view, the report should contain both an a n a l y s i s o f the Committee's 
a c t i v i t i e s and proposals aimed at enhancing i t s future e f f e c t i v e n e s s . 

The achievement of s i g n i f i c a n t progress i n the Committee's a c t i v i t i e s 
would contribute s u b s t a n t i a l l y to the easing of i n t e r n a t i o n a l t e n s i o n , the 
renewal of the p o l i c y of détente and the c r e a t i o n of a climate conducive t o 
the success of the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament. 

To that end, Romania has welcomed the s t a r t of negotiations between the 
Soviet Union and the United States of America on the subject of medium-range 
m i s s i l e s i n Europe and has expressed the hope that those negotiations w i l l lead 
to p o s i t i v e r e s u l t s . Considering the formidable m i l i t a r y forces and h i g h l y 
s o p h i s t i c a t e d weapons which are now concentrated i n Europe, the danger of a 
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major c o n f l i c t i n that important area of the world i s extremely grave. This 
s i t u a t i o n , which i s a matter of s e r i o u s concern to the peoples of Europe, c a l l s 
f o r e n e rgetic a c t i o n by a l l States to prevent the s t a t i o n i n g of new weapons and 
i n i t i a t e a process of arms red u c t i o n on the c o n t i n e n t . In expressing the 
Romanian people's deep concern about the f u t u r e of peace i n Europe and i n the 
world, Romania has taken and continues to take a f i r m stand i n favour of the 
n o n - s t a t i o n i n g o f , and a r a p i d r e d u c t i o n , to t h e i r lowest p o s s i b l e l e v e l , i n 
medium-range m i s s i l e s i n Europe and the e l i m i n a t i o n of intermediate-range and 
any other nuclear weapons i n Europe. I t i s our unswerving b e l i e f that 
disarmament i s Europe's c a r d i n a l , v i t a l and fundamental problem at the present 
time. 

This c o n s i s t e n t stand adopted by Romania has been v i g o r o u s l y r e a f f i r m e d i n 
the messages which were addressed by President Nicolae Ceauçescu to the President 
of the Soviet Union, Leonid Brezhnev, and to the President of the United States 
of America, Ronald Reagan, and which have r e c e n t l y been c i r c u l a t e d as o f f i c i a l 
documents of t h i s Committee, as w e l l as i n the messages addressed to the other 
Heads of State or Government of the c o u n t r i e s which signed the F i n a l Act of the 
Conference on S e c u r i t y and Co-operation i n Europe. 

Since the presence of the aforementioned weapons a f f e c t s and d i r e c t l y 
threatens the v i t a l i n t e r e s t s of the European c o u n t r i e s , we consider t h a t i t i s 
the l e g i t i m a t e r i g h t of a l l those S t a t e s , whose very l i f e i s at stake, t o 
p a r t i c i p a t e , i n one way or another, i n the n e g o t i a t i o n s on the r e d u c t i o n and 
e l i m i n a t i o n of nuclear weapons i n Europe. The Grand Nat i o n a l Assembly o f 
Romania, which shares t h i s concern, has urged the Parliaments, Governments and 
peoples of Europe, the United States and Canada to take immediate energetic 
a c t i o n and to use every a v a i l a b l e means, before i t i s too l a t e , to reduce and 
e l i m i n a t e nuclear weapons from the European c o n t i n e n t , i n defence of the 
fundamental r i g h t of a l l peoples to l i f e , l i b e r t y and peace. 

" I t i s now," s a i d President Nicolae Ceauçescu, "before the nuclear bombs 
begin to f a l l , while we are s t i l l a l i v e , and before i t i s too l a t e , that nuclear 
weapons must be h a l t e d and the t r a n s i t i o n must be made to general disarmament 
and, above a l l , nuclear disarmament. Once the nuclear bombs have f a l l e n , i t 
w i l l be too l a t e . There w i l l be no one l e f t to judge the g u i l t y . There w i l l 
be no more judges, and no more g u i l t y persons. I t i s now that we must take 
united a c t i o n to save mankind from nuclear war and p r o t e c t l i f e on our p l a n e t . " 

Romania's f i r m commitment to the cause of disarmament is a l s o r e f l e c t e d i n 
i t s a c t i v e support f o r the c o n c l u s i o n , at the Madrid Conference on S e c u r i t y and 
Co-operation i n Europe, of an agreement on the convening of a conference on 
c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g and disarmament i n Europe. 

The o r g a n i z a t i o n of such a conference would c o n t r i b u t e g r e a t l y to the cause 
of peace, co-operation and understanding throughout Europe because, f o r the f i r s t 
time i n the h i s t o r y of the disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s , i t would provide a democratic 
and r e p r e s e n t a t i v e framework i n which a l l European nations could co-operate 
c o n s t r u c t i v e l y with a view to the adoption of meaningful measures designed to 
b u i l d mutual confidence and promote disarmament. 
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We regard the problema o f disarmament and peace i n Europe, and i n e v e r y other 
part of the world, as matters of d i r e c t concern to the Committee on Disarmament 
because a l l measures aimed, at disarmament, regardless of the body i n which they 
are n e g o t i a t e d , must pursue the fundamental o b j e c t i v e of general and complete 
disarmament, f o r thé achievement of which the Committee i s vested w i t h p a r t i c u l a r l y 
important r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s . 

The achievement of p o s i t i v e r e s u l t s a t the Committee's present s e s s i o n w i l l 
depend on the p o l i t i c a l w i l l of a l l i t s members to co-operate and negotiate i n a 
c o n s t r u c t i v e s p i r i t , l u c i d l y and r e a l i s t i c a l l y . Vie regard i t as our duty t o a c t 
w i t h a l l the necessary r e s p o n s i b i l i t y to ensure that the Committee may, during i t s 
present s e s s i o n , produce r e s u l t s commensurate with the l e g i t i m a t e expectations of 
peoplejs. What i s expected of a l l of us has been and continues to be c l e a r l y 
expressed during the mass demonstrations that have taken place i n many c o u n t r i e s , 
i n c l u d i n g Romania, against the t h r e a t of a nuclear war and i n favour of 
disarmament and peace, a r e t u r n to a p o l i c y of co-operation, détente and mutual 
understanding. Also d i r e c t e d towards t h a t same goal are the ever f i r m e r stands 
against war and i n favour of disarmament adopted by s c i e n t i s t s , who aré the best 
q u a l i f i e d to know the d e s t r u c t i v e c a p a c i t y of modern weapons and what d i s a s t r o u s 
consequences any outbreak of nuclear c o n f l i c t may have f o r a l l of mankind and f o r 
the very f u t u r e of c i v i l i z a t i o n . I t i s aopropriate to r e c a l l i n t h i s connection 
the appeal addressed t o peoples by the p a r t i c i p a n t s i n the recent Bucharest 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l Symposium " S c i e n t i s t s and Peace", i n which they denounce the great 
danger of nuclear war, take a f i r m stand i n favour of disarmament and s t a t e t h a t 
they are determined to make t h e i r opinions known i n the United Nations, the 
Committee on Disarmament a t Geneva and i n a l l i n t e r n a t i o n a l bodies concerned w i t h 
problems l i n k e d v;ith disarmament, i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace, s e c u r i t y and c o - o p e r a t i o n . 

In t h i s v i t a l l y important e f f o r t to h a l t the arms race and i n i t i a t e a genuine 
process of disarmament i n which i t i s the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y o f a l l S t a t e s , above a l l 
the major powerfully armed S t a t e s , to p a r t i c i p a t e , v/e a t t a c h great importance to 
the p o t e n t i a l r o l e o f the non-aligned S t a t e s , the developing c o u n t r i e s and s m a l l 
and medium-sized c o u n t r i e s , whether or n t they belong to the m i l i t a r y b l o c s . 
The strengthening of t h e i r co-operation and s o l i d a r i t y w i l l serve to s t i m u l a t e the 
disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s and promote the e l a b o r a t i o n of agreements on the c e s s a t i o n 
o f the arms race and the e f f e c t i v e r e d u c t i o n o f f o r c e s and arms. 

The p o t e n t i a l of the Committee on Disarmament f o r f u l f i l l i n g i t s mandate 
and r e a l l y s e r v i n g the cause of disarmament i s f a r from being f u l l y e x p l o i t e d . 
I f a l l members of the Committee r e a l l y wish, and have the p o l i t i c a l w i l l , t o 
c o n t r i b u t e to the settlement of e x i s t i n g problems and, i f the proposals of a l l 
States are taken i n t o c o n s i d e r a t i o n , the a v a i l a b l e framework i s e n t i r e l y adequate 
f o r n e g o t i a t i n g e f f e c t i v e and e q u i t a b l e s o l u t i o n s that c o u l d , without p l a c i n g any 
State at a disadvantage, serve the r e a l i n t e r e s t s of a l l nations and c o n t r i b u t e t o 
the r e d u c t i o n and removal of the t h r e a t of nuclear war, to s u b s t a n t i a l arms 
reductions and to the achievement of general and complete disarmament. 

Romania i s determined to do i t s utmost, i n co-operation w i t h other d e l e g a t i o n s , 
to c o n t r i b u t e e f f e c t i v e l y to the r e v i t a l i z a t i o n o f the disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s i n 
the Committee i n order t o achieve concrete r e s u l t s designed to meet the expectations 
and a s p i r a t i o n s of a l l peoples. 
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The CHAIRMAN; I thank His Excellency the M i n i s t e r f o r F o r e i s n A f f a i r s of 
Romania f o r h i s statement, which I ara sure has been followed by the Committee 
with p a r t i c u l a r i n t e r e s t . I a l s o thank him f o r the kind words he addressed 
t o me and f o r the k i n d référence he :aade t o i.:y country. I am c e r t a i n t h a t our 
two f r i e n d l y c o u n t r i e s w i l l continue t h e i r common e f f o r t to achieve u n i v e r s a l 
disarmament. I now give the f l o o r to the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the United States of 
America, Ambassador F i e l d s . 

Mr. FIELDS (United States of America): Mr. Chairman, t h i s i s the f i r s t 
opportunity which I have had f o r m a l l y to address t h i s Committee. Accordingly, 
I should l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to express to you the a p p r e c i a t i o n of my 
d e l e g a t i o n f o r your able and i m p a r t i a l s e r v i c e i n your c a p a c i t y as Chairman of 
the Committee on Disarmament during the opening month. I should a l s o l i k e t o 
say that i t i s with considerable personal pleasure t h a t I have assumed the r o l e 
of the United States r e p r e s e n t a t i v e to t h i s Committee, and I appreciate the 
expressions of welcome th a t have been tendered by my c o l l e a g u e s . I have already 
had the b e n e f i t of working c l o s e l y i n New York with a number of my colleagues 
present here today. I look forward to continued c l o s e c o l l a b o r a t i o n with you 
a l l and others whom I have had the pleasure of meeting here s i n c e my a r r i v a l i n 
Geneva. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to a s s o c i a t e my d e l e g a t i o n with your warm welcome t o 
the d i s t i n g u i s h e d Foreign M i n i s t e r of Romania, who honours our Committee by h i s 
presence. 

Today I should l i k e to address very b r i e f l y the question of the work of the 
Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts, which i s scheduled to convene i t s 
13th meeting here next week. 

Last summer, the d e l e g a t i o n s of I t a l y and Japan addressed the question of 
what the f u t u r e work of t h i s group should be. Thus f a r during t h i s s e s s i o n , 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 Sweden, Mrs. Thorsson, has made the suggestion 
that the Committee on Disarmament should consider i n an appropriate context the 
p o s s i b i l i t y o f o r g a n i z i n g s t a t i o n s which sample r a d i o a c t i v i t y i n , t h e atmosphere 
i n t o a system f o r 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 . During t h i s s e s s i o n a l s o , 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 Japan, Ambassador Okawa, has once again noted 
the ongoing work of the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts and reminded us t h a t we s h a l l 
be hearing from the Group i t s e v a l u a t i o n of the second i n t e r n a t i o n a l experiment 
r e l a t e d to the exchange of s e i s m i c data. 

I would r e c a l l t h a t , i n addressing t h i s Committee on 9 February, the 
D i r e c t o r of the United States Arms Cont r o l and Disarmament Agency, 
Dr. Eugene Rostow, expressed the i n t e r e s t o f my Government i n d i s c u s s i n g w i t h 
other delegations the p o s s i b i l i t y of an enlarged mandate f o r the Group and, i n 
p a r t i c u l a r , a mandate which would enable i t to consider the f e a s i b i l i t y and 
usefulness of exchanging data on nuclear explosions and other unusual events 
o c c u r r i n g i n the atmosphere. This may prove t o be an a t t r a c t i v e e f f o r t i n 
view of i t s relevance to the strengthening of e x i s t i n g t r e a t y régimes and i n 
a n t i c i p a t i o n o f f u r t h e r agreements i n t h i s area.. 

My d e l e g a t i o n b e l i e v e s that the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts has, and should 
continue to have, an important r o l e i n our work i n t h i s complex, but v i t a l area 
of v e r i f i c a t i o n . From the outset of the modern era of agreements i n the f i e l d 
of arms c o n t r o l and disarmament, the a b i l i t y e f f e c t i v e l y t o v e r i f y compliance 
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with the terms of agreements has been recognized as a matter of the utmost 
importance. This i s the case not only i n the n e g o t i a t i o n of the terms of a 
s p e c i f i c agreement, where scope and v e r i f i c a t i o n must be considered together, 
but a l s o i n the implementation of the agreement throughout the course of i t s 
e x i s t e n c e . The A n t a r c t i c Treaty, f o r example, makes p r o v i s i o n f o r o n - s i t e 
i n s p e c t i o n , by any p a r t y , of any other party's f a c i l i t i e s throughout the r e g i o n , 
to ensure t h a t the terms of the t r e a t y are being complied w i t h . I t a l s o provides 
f o r a e r i a l observation over a l l of the r e g i o n . Other t r e a t i e s have more f a r -
reaching p r o v i s i o n s . The nuclear n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n Treaty provides f o r a system 
of safeguards operated under the auspices of the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Atomic Energy 
Agency, which are employed to ensure e f f e c t i v e compliance. I might add t h a t 
the United States and the United Kingdom, as nuclear-weapon States p a r t i e s to 
the NPT, have a l s o , on a voluntary b a s i s , concluded agreements with"IAEA p l a c i n g 
t h e i r peaceful nuclear f a c i l i t i e s under safeguards. These i n i t i a t i v e s demonstrate 
th a t the NPT v e r i f i c a t i o n p r o v i s i o n s are n e i t h e r unduly onerous nor a t h r e a t to 
commercial a c t i v i t i e s i n v o l v i n g nuclear energy. As w e l l , they p o i n t up the f a c t 
t h a t i t i s the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of a l l of us to b u i l d confidence i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
arms c o n t r o l and disarmament agreements. 

The Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts has not completed i t s current work. I t 
would be premature f o r the Committee on Disarmament to take a d e c i s i o n now on 
i t s f u t u r e a c t i v i t i e s . The Group has a considerable amount of work t o accomplish 
i n the f i e l d of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e i s m o l o g i c a l data exchange under the terms of 
i t s present mandate during i t s forthcoming meeting. And i t has important tasks 
which w i l l occupy i t i n t o the summer and p o s s i b l y beyond. My Government supports 
f u l l y the present work of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts and w i l l continue 
to do so, so long as i t i s u s e f u l . We do b e l i e v e , however, t h a t the time has 
come to begin t h i n k i n g and c o n s u l t i n g on tasks which we should a s s i g n the Group 
f o r i t s f u t u r e work. The time f o r d e c i s i o n w i l l probably come during the summer 
meeting of our Committee, when we w i l l have had an opportunity to review the 
r e p o r t of the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts i n response to i t s current mandate. 
We are indeed indebted to those who have already put forward concrete ideas and 
we look forwarc to hearing from and d i s c u s s i n g w i t h other d e l e g a t i o n s t h e i r 
i d e a s, i n p a r t i c u l a r concerning the p o s s i b i l i t y of an expanded mandate f o r the 
Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts. In c o n s i d e r a t i o n of ways of improving the 
monitoring of the atmosphere, t h i s could make a u s e f u l c o n t r i b u t i o n to 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 . 

The CHAIRMAN; I thank you f o r the k i n d words you addressed t o the Chair 
and now g i v e the f l o o r to the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Kenya, Mr. Don N a n j i r a . 
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Mr. DON NAHJIRL (Kenya): lîr. Chairman, ny delegation i s very pleased to see 
the distinguished Foreign Minister of Romania anong us here and cordially welcome 
him and express our deep and sincere gratitude for the important policy statement 
which he has just deliverccí to t h i j Connittac. 

Mr, Chairman, the Committee on Disamament ha,s been in session for three \.'eeks 
already and during this timo ny delegation liar; made a, good number of interventions. 
Since, however, this i s tho f i r s t time I am taking the floor i n the plensiry of this 
Committee, I wish to reiternte the satisfaction of the Kenya delegation for the 
manner in l'hich you have boon conducting the deliberations of tlie,Committee. Ve 
are indeed grateful to you guid to your delegation as well as to a l l the members of 
the Secretariat of this Conmittee, under tlie competent leadership of, Mr, R, Jaipal, 
Ambassador, Secretary of the Committee and Personal Representative of the 
Secretary-Genera.1 of the United Nations, for the excellent job you are doing, and 
you Ccin count on the fu l l e s t co-operation and support of this delegation. 

The issues before us for discussion are broad in scope and very complex i n 
nature, but I i/ish in my current intervention to sha.re i/ith you eindwith the 
distinguished representatives seated around this table some thoughts about some of 
these issues ;.'hich I boliovo deserve the fu l l e s t attention of this session of the 
Committee. I have in nind the ouestions of: 

(a) the organization of the vori: of the Committee; 

(b) strengthening the capacity of the United Nations to deal with disarmament 
questions .through the creation and/or effective u t i l i z a t i o n of competent mechanisms 
for disarmament negotiations: 

(c) the provisional agenda and work programme of the Committee for 1982; 

(d) preparations for the second special session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament; 

(e) nuclear disarmament3 

(f) effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapcn States 
against the use or tlircat of use of nuclear weapons3 

(g) the comprehensive programme of disarmament (C P D ) ; and 

(h) disarmament and development. 

Organization of the work of tho Conmittce on Disarmament 

On the organization of the vori: of tho Committee on Disarmament, there i s no 
doubt that the Committee'r, vorl: needs to be better orgaJiized i f the Committee is to 
carry out i t s mandate effi c i e n t l y , effectively and speedily. This Committee might 
therefore consider seriously the possibility of allocating several of i t s informal 
meetings to the discussion of this nuc-ition. I belif-vc that, within the framework of 
rules 27 and 29 of tho Rules of Procedure of this Committee, the inter-sessional 
Chairman should be enpoTcred to conduct informal consultations both i;ith delegations 
in Geneva and in New York, and \'ith thy incoming Chairman of the Committee, ;;ith a 
viei.' to reaching agreement on the provisional agenda and 1.югк programme for the 
coming year, but such consultations should toke place before the convening of the 
f i r s t or so-called spring session of the Committee in February. If necessary. 
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pre-sessional consultationc should Ъе held in Geneva for a fevr days i n the last veok 
of January. The purpose of such meetings would", of course, Ъе to agree on the f i n a l 
draft agenda and -.rark programme for the Committee's coming year. The practice 
hitherto of spending the f i r s t ti/o or three or even more weeks of the Committee's 
sessions on proceduiral v/rangling should Ъе stopped at once, because i t i s not proper 
for the Committee to work on the hasir of unadopted agendas and \/ork programmes, 
as has been the case, for instance, with the agenda and work programme of the 
Committee for 1902, vrhich VSLS adopted only last week on 18 February. 

The questions of strengthening the capacity of the United Nations to deal with 
disarmament nuestions and/'or the creation and effective u t i l i z a t i o n of conrpetent 
mechanisms for disarmament negotiations are closely interrelated to the question of 
organization of the Committee's \.югк. You \ ; i l l r e c a l l that the creation of effective 
mechanisms for disarmament \raa one of the main preoccupations of the f i r s t 
special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. At that session, 
the necessity of establishing both deliberative and negotiating fora for disarmament 
was emphasized, iuid as a result of that requirement, the United Nations 
Disarmament Commission was re-established as a subsidiary, deliberative organ of 
the General Assembly, while the latter i t s e l f remained the main United Nations 
deliberative organ and i t s F i r s t Committee became another deliberating forum for 
disarmament. 

The current trend, then, of turning the Committee — the main United Na.tions 
negotiating organ on disarmament — into a debating forum i s contrary to the 
requirements and provisions of the Committee's terms of reference. We sho\iLd hence 
malee every effort to halt and reverse this dangerous trend before i t i s too late. 
We need to spend more time negotiating on substantive disarmament questions, rather 
than politicking and talking about procédural issues, exercising rights of reply 
and the lilce. We must find \'ays and means of improving and strengthening the 
capacity of the Committee to discliarge competently the negotiating functions 
entrusted upon i t by the world community. And since the united Nations i t s e l f 
has primary responsibility i n the disarmament f i e l d , i t must play a significant 
role i'rithin the framework of paragraphs 114, 125 and 124 of the Final Document 
i t s e l f . 

I believe that one vray of assisting the Committee to execute i t s mandate 
effectively and ef f i c i e n t l y i s through subsidiary bodies which should be created 
in sufficient nvmbers to tackle the key issues of the disarmament process. This 
essentially calls for the continued functioning of the Ad Hoc Working Groups 
established by the Committee on 17 March 1900, vrhich vrere re-established for the 
Committee's 1981 session and three of which were reinstated for the Committee's 
1982 session only last week, on 10 February namely, the Ad Hoc V/orking Groups on 
Chemical and Radiologica.l VJeapons, and Ad Hoc Working Group on Effective International 
Arrangements to Assure Non-Nuclear-V/eapon States against the Use or Threat of Use 
of Nuclear V/eapons. 

My delegation i s happy that these V/orking Groups have been reinstated and w i l l 
be meeting shortly to organize their vork programmes for this session of the 
Committee. The ones on radiological and chemical weapons have moved fast and, as 
v e a l l know, they had their f i r s t organizational sessions yesterday under the 
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chairmanchips of tho disting'aished iiinbasEr,dcrs of the Federal Itepublic of Germany 
and Poland, to idiom I hereby foriTslly offer the congratulations and appreciation 
of the ICenjra delegation. The i.'ork schcdvles proposed cy t]^e said Chairmen are 
acceptable to my delegation, ргсл-idcd, of '.curro, f-at r i g i d i t y i . ' i l l be avoided 
and f l e x i b i l i t y maintained. I bçlieve that ad hoc groups, once established, should 
function iminterruptedly i n their respective capacities and terms of reference u n t i l 
they complete their mandates, ali:aya bcrrjig i n mind, of course, the possibility 
of revising such majidates i f and when necessary, Tho practice of setting up contñ,ct 
groups within ad hoc working groups is a very good one v;hich should, needless to say, 
be maintained, but contact groups must worl: and complete their assignments vrithin 
relatively short periods of tine — in any case not nore than tvo weeks. It vac on 
this understanding th¿̂ t my deleg-.tion accepted the creation, earlier at this session 
of the Committee, of tho contact groups on objectives, pr i o r i t i e s and principles of 
a CPD. I эл1 grateful to the co-ordina.tors of those groups, the distinguished 
Ambassadors of Prance, Bra.zil and tho German Democratic Republic, for their 
untiring efforts to achieve a nec-ting of minds on the various proposals. It is 
very gratifying to my delegation tliat the distinguished imbassador of Mexico lias 
been guiding so competently sxid. patiently the Ad Hoc '/orking Group on a CPD, Tliis 
Group embarked upon i t s d i f f i c u l t тюгк right at the beginning of this spring session 
of the Committee, but, as 1 said oarlior, I should like to see the CPD '.'orking Group 
spend more tirnx on substantive questions rather than on procedural rranglos or on 
conceptual and philosophical exchanges anong tho leamod representatives. This should 
apply to every I'orking group set up by this Connittoe. This is a negotiating forum 
and I vould hence like to soe i t spend moro time fiddling vith, ?nd staring at, 
drafts, rather than representatives sowing the a i r i.dth their considered rhetorical 
and philosophical compositions. 

The adoption of tho agenda and work prograjnno of the Committee for 1962 lias, 
in effect, paved the va.y for the concentration of our energies on such fundamental 
items as the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, 
nuclear disarmament, negative security assurances, a CPD, the denuclearization of 
/ifrica, the Declaration of the Indian Ос^ап ar a .lone of Peace, the establishnent 
of other zones of peace in the vorld and the cstaolioli-icnt of nuclear-i'eapon-free 
zones. 

At this session of the Connittee, "c have as one of our primarj' tasks to make 
a valuable contribution to the prcparatorj'- pro-tjoss for the second special session 
devoted to disarmajnert scheduled for 7 Juno to 9 July this year in Ilev York, \ihere, 
incidentally, the Preparatorj'- Conanittec for the second special session w i l l also 
meet from 26 April to 14 M?y. The tine s t i l l availabls to us is thus very short 
and the sooner г.-е start formulating the clenants of tho special report ve are under 
a mandate to prep?.re for the second special session, voider General Assembly 
resolution 36/92F of 9 December 19G1, the better. My delegation listened attentively 
to the vieiis expressed by va.rious delegations at tho informal meeting of the 
Committee held earlier this wocl: on 22 Febri-iary and -"e agreed with the general viei; 
that the special report to the second special cession shoiild be draim up on the 
basis of guidelines given by delega. Lionr-: that i t should conta.in an accurate 
assessment of tho problons, failures and succerses of tho disa.rmament negotiations 
and give practical proposals for the achievement of concrete results on disarmament 
issues; and that the special report should be one of the basic documents of the 
second special session. 

file:///ihere
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Ve are a i l agreed that nuclear disarmament has as i t s ultimate goal the 
complete prohibition and total destruction of nuclear veapons. It i s in this 
regard that we have i/elcomed the commencement of bilateral discussions betv/een 
the Soviet Union and the United States on intermediate-range nuclear forces and 
ve urge these Superpon'ers to i n i t i a t e , at. soon as possible, bi l a t e r a l taUcs on the 
reduction of strategic weapons. Nuclear war must be prevented from occurring i n 
a l l i t s possible forms and at a l l costs. It ic therefore imperative that measures 
be promptly talccn by a l l the concerned States to reduce and control nuclear-weapons 
as a major step tovrardc nuclear disarmament. The Committee must give this issue 
the highest p r i o r i t y and greatest attention. It is necessary that the United States, 
the Soviet Union and the United Kingdom resume and intensify their talks on a 
complete and comprehensive ban on nuclear v;eapon tests and non-proliferation о f 
nuclear weapons, with a vie\r to concluding a comprehensive test-ban treaty in this 
c r i t i c a l f i e l d . Also, I can hardly over-emphasize the urgency of reacloing agreement 
on national and international verification and other measures t h r o u ^ which, 
inter a l i a , the arms race i n outer space vrill be halted and the ban on chemical 
\7eap0ns achieved. 

I-fy Government recognizes the need for peaceful uses of nuclear energy, but 
such uses must be accompanied by nuclear safeguards and a confidence-building 
régime which w i l l prevent States from using nuclear energy for military and other 
destructive purposes. Acts of aggression, foreign occupation and other violations 
of the United Nations Cliarter have a very negative impact on disarmament 
negotiations, including nuclear disarmament. How can ve s i t around this table 
to negotiate issues of disa,rmament, while fear, suspicion, mistr\ist, regional war 
and annexation, as well as international tensions and conflicts prevail i n 
international relations? 

As for effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-vieapon States 
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, paragraph 59 of the 
Final Document i s particularly relevant, and security guarantees for these States 
should be embodied i n an international treaty. 

On the c r i t i c a l comprehensive ргоетатте of disarmaiment. the Kenya delegation 
f u l l y subscribes to the position of the Group of 21, as outlined i n the follovring 
documents : 

CD/CPD/lirP.55 on the principles of the CPD; 
C D / C P D A J P . 5 6 on the objectives of the CPD; 
CD/CPD/\n?.57 on the p r i o r i t i e s of the CPD; and 
CD/225 on measures of the CPD. 

I note with deep regret tliat some delegations here s t i l l have considerable 
d i f f i c u l t i e s \jith the position of the Group of 21, but the fact i s that the 
provisions of those \/orking I-apers have been derived from the Final Document 
i t s e l f , vihich v/as adopted by conscnsur at the f i r s t npecial session on 5O'June 19761 

The significance of the CPD l i e s i n the fact that i t i s the instrument 
through which general and complete disarmament TJnder effective and sufficient 
international control сал be attained. In the disarmament process, then, i t i s 
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iinperative that the Governments concerned imdertake, v/ithout delay, to eradicate 
the danger of war, especially nuclear л'аг, and to stop once and for a l l the arms 
race and thereby ensure lasting peace and security throughout the vrorld. We are 
obligated to formulate meaningful and balanced CPD provisions — be they draft 
objectives, p r i o r i t i e s , principles or measures — for consideration and ultimate 
adoption at the second special session. The Group of 21 attaches great importance 
to this matter, but unfortunately, there are s t i l l many fvmdamental differences, 
as can be seen from the positions of the other Governments on these very issues. 
A lot of hard bargaining and negotiation i s thus s t i l l needed in order to narrow 
the divergencies. Problems of definition of weapons; scope of agreements; 
time-frames and procedvires; c r i t e r i a and methods of verification; selection, 
ordering and classification of the objectives, p r i o r i t i e s , principles and measures 
of the CPD, and so on and so forth, are indeed d i f f i c u l t to resolve, but v;e have 
no option but to tackle them systematically, earnestly and with dedication. 

At this jvmcture, permit mo to share with you and vrith the other distinguished 
representatives seated around this table, some thoughts about the kinds of measures 
my delegation vrould lik e to see incorporated in the comprehensive programme of 
disarmament. I believe that the chapter on measures of the CPD v/ i l l be the most 
d i f f i c u l t section to negotiate because disarmament neasvircs have, as their lutimate 
goal, the attainment of the objectives of the CPD. The implementation of the 
measxires vrill thus have to conform not only to the objectives, but also to the 
pri o r i t i e s and principles set forth i n the CPD. The fvmdamental requirement is 
that the CPD must be trulj^ comprehensive and global i n character. I'n this regr.rd, 
the Group of 21 proposal has, in our judgement, met this requirement. Therefore, 
apart from subscribing f u l l y to i t , the Kenya delegation calls upon the other groups 
of delegations to accept not only the logic and approach expounded i n the Group of 21 
draft chapter on measures, but also the structure and format of that paper. 

TaUçing about the stiructure of the CPD, many options are open to us. For 
instance, there could be an introductory part to the measures chapter, vrhich 
introduction wovud govern a l l the coctio:is of each stage or vre could have a chapter 
or short and concise introduction at the beginning of each section or subsection, 
as the case may be. In siny case, I deem i t necessary to indicate b r i e f l y at the 
beginning of each stage the general philosophy of the chapter and v/hat i t ultimately 
aims to achieve. Then the provisional time-frame should be given vrithin vrhich the 
measvuies of every stage should be f u l l y implemented. Furthermore, the CPD should 
be legally binding on a.11 States and this should be made nuite clear in the 
introductory part of the programrac. 

Thus, there should be no ambiguity as to the objectives which the disarmament 
measures of the CPD vrill strive to acliievc and vrhich provide the basis for the 
classification of measures into various stages — but bearing i n mind, of course, 
the ordering of pi'ioritier. of the CPD and of i t s objectives into immediate, 
intermediate or continuous, and ultimate objectives. As agreed in the Final Document, 
the main objectives of the CPD arc to ha,lt and reverse, prevent and prohibit the 
arms race, i n particular the nuclear 3.rms race, as v e i l as to reduce the arms race 
and a l l kinds of armaments or vreapons and armed forces and thereby totally eliminate 
the arms race, particularly the nuclear anas race, and the danger of таг, especia.lly 
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nuclear irar. It i s this accepted reasoning- which liac led tho Group of 21 to propose 
the fovir stages i n docuinent CD/225, datecî 19 August I 9 O I . The measures are 
interrelated and mutiially supportive of one another. Furthermore, they have beon 
patterned on the Final Document i t s e l f and structured in a logical secuence aiid 
take f u l l y into account both the elements and the piecemeal nature of the disarmament 
process. Thus, the halting and reversing of thi- arms race, particularly the 
nuclear arms race, must f a l l i n the f i r s t phase of the measiires of the CPD. The 
reduction of the arms race, armaments and a,rmed forces, must f a l l in the second 
phase; the total elimin-'.tion of a l l I'.inds of nuclear -i/eapons, plus very substantial 
reductions i n other types of weapons, as i.-cll ar: prevention of an arms race in 
outer space, should be tho aim of the measurer; of the third phase. Finally, tho 
eliraina.tion of conventional weapons and armed forces, except for those mutгдally 
agreed to for internal security within their o'TI territories, should be achieved 
by the end of the fourth pliase. In each phase, stress must be given to the need 
to reallocate resources released fron mili-tary to socio-economic piirposes, 
especially for the benefit of the developing coimtrioc. 

In identifying measures i n the context of the objectives, p r i o r i t i e s and 
principles of the CPD, ;,'e should also identify them in the context of their 
immediate or short-term, medium-tern and long-term implementation requirements. 
We should further identify mea-surcc according to -t.rhether they are common to a l l 
phases of the CPD or only to each of the phases. In this undertaldng, VQ should 
bear in mind the levels and kinds of measures irhich must be talcen i n implementation 
of the CPD, i.e. whether action needs to be talcen at the national,subregional, 
regional, interregional or global level or vrhethcr a measure or measures ought 
to be talcen unilaterally, b i l a t e r a l l y or multilaterally. 

With regard to measures for regional disarmament and sociurity, thoy require 
the establishment of zones of peace in South-3ast Asia and i n the Indian Ocean area, 
as well as of nuclear-ireapon-free zones i n various regions of the vrorld, e.g., 
Latin America i n the Americas region, in ьигоре, Africa and Asia, the Middle East, 
South Asia and South-üast Asia. 

The question of the rcvie-i; ajid appraisal of the implementation of the CPD 
is c r i t i c a l and must therefore feature prominently in tho disarmament programme. 
A phase-by-phase procedure ;'Ould be best and there should be c- rcvic-^/ ajid appraisal 
at the end of each implementation pliaso i n order to take stock of past performances 
and map out strategies for the f-uture, accelerated inplenentation of CPD measures. 
In the review and appraisal exercise, t̂.-'o factors i d l l be crucial: the fac-tor of 
time-frames and the factor of review and appraisal neclianisns for the inplenentation 
of CPD measures. 

On time-frames, provisional tine-spans must be inscribed in the programme, both 
for each implementation phase ajid for the entire package of measures. Tho CPD i s a 
development plan of disarmament action and, as such, i t must have tentative tine-
frames within v.'hich i t sliould be inplemcntod and \.'hich w i l l also be subject to 
review. This i s the nomal practice, whether in na.tional development plans, or in 
United Nations plans or progranmcs, ,'-i-ich as tho International Development Strategy 
for the Third United Nations Development Decade, the Vienna Programme of Action on 
Science and Technology for Development, the Nairobi Programme of Action for the 
Development and Utilization of New and Renevablo Gources of Unergj-- and many others. 

http://II.in.iira
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In most of these cases, revie\7s and appraisals occur every five years. Even the 
United nations Declaration of the 1980s as the Second Di;jarrnatnent Decade, annexed 
to General Assemcly resolution 55/46 of December 19S0, provides for a reviev 
and appraisal of the implementation of tho Declaration after five years. 
Paragraph 25 of the Decla.ration reads: ''In addition, the General Assembly v i l l 
undertalce at i t s fortieth session, in 1905, a revie\; and appraisal, throvigh the 
Disarmament Commission, of progress in the implementation of the measures identified 
in tho present Declaration". 

\Лгеп, therefore, the Group of 21 decided on an over-a.ll CPD implementation 
period of 20 years, v x t h five-yerx periods of revie\r and appraisal of each 
implementation stage, the;'- acted i n good faith and i n perfect and complete 
conformity with the,generally accepted practice of the formulation of development 
plans of action. 

As for reviev; and appraisal mechanisms for the implementation of the CPD, 
the f i r s t p r i o r ity should be to strengthen the capacity of the United Nations to 
deal vri-th disarmament cuestions along the lines proposed in paragraphs 114, 125 and 
124 of the Pinal Document. The relevant organs, organizations and bodies of the 
United Nations system should be more deeply and seriously involved in the reviev; 
and appraisal exercise of CPD measures, i.e., the deliberative organs of the 
United Nations — the General Assembly, i t s F i r s t Committee and the 
Disarmament Commission — and the negotiating organ — the Committee on Disarmament. 
Contributions should be velcome <?nd indeed encouraged from research centres such 
as the United Na.tions University based i n Tolcyor the University of Peace based 
in Costa Rica; the United Nations Institute for Training and Research (blIITi\R) 
and i t s United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research; as v;ell as from 
intergovernmental organizations (iGOs), non-governmental organizations (NGOs) and 
appropriate and Joiowledgeable academic centres specializing i n disarmament ma.tters. 
Furthermore, special :;essions of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, 
contributions made in the intcr-sessional periods of -the said special sessions and 
v7orld disarmament conferences vrould also offer excellent opportvmities for revievrs 
and appraisals of CPD implementation. Provisional reviev/s, v/here necessary, covild 
also talce place even before the normal reviev periods proper, for example, half-v;ay 
betv/een the review-periods of time. 

Nov; that vre have re-established the fovur Ad Hoc V/orlcing Groups, vre should next 
create enovogh additional vrorlcing groups to expedite the Committee's vrork, especially 
as the Committee prepares for the Preparatory Conmittee meeting and second special 
session' of -tlae General Assembly devoted to disarmament. Our pr i o r i t i e s must be 
clearly identified and they no doubt include: 

(a) At-tainment of a draft CPD for the second special session's consideration 
vrithin the \/orking Group established on the item; 

(b) Attainment of progress on chemical vreapons vrithin the Working Group 
re-established on these weapons; 

(c) Attainment of progress on radiological vreapons vrithin "the Working Group 
re-es-fcablished on these vreapons; 
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(d) Attainment of progress on negative secxority assurances vrithin the 
Working Group re-established on" these asstirahces; 

(e) Attainment of a comprehensive nuclear-test ban, which, I am convinced, 
also deserves and should have a working group established as soon as possible; and 

(f) Attainment of progress on the halting of the nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disarmament, on \;hich a working group should likeirise be created, as proposed by the 
Group of 21 i n 1981. 

I must also reiterate at this juncture the necessity to intensify the process 
of establishing nuclear-\reapon-free zones through agreements concluded on a regular 
basis. We vrould i n this regard c a l l for and i/elcome the early denucleaxize.tion of 
the Indian Ocean and the declaration of i t as a zone of peace. Such a measxire irauld 
help promote effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-vioapon States, 
such as my ovm, Kenya, against the use or threat of use of nuclear ireapons. Kenya 
attaches great importance to this matter for many reasons, including the fact that 
ire are an Indian Ocean l i t t o r a l State. The denuclearization of Africa, as decided 
upon by the QAU in 1964» '̂i'as a very significant p o l i t i c a l act to which my Government 
attaches the h i ^ e s t priority and irorks for i t s earliest fulfilment. Nuclear vreapons 
should not find any place i n Africa and we vrould be totally opposed to the promotion 
of the nuclear arms race i n Africa by the defenders of the inhuman and racist 
policies of "separate development" which hp.ve been pursued i n South Africa for more 
than three decades already. 

Finally, but not least, I should mention here that the question of the 
relationship beti'een disarmament and development i s of the uttermost importance to 
my delegation. Obviously, vre shall have opportunities i n the future to direll at 
length on this crucial issue. For the moment, I just wish to point out that 
studies conducted so far on the interconnection between disarmament and development, 
including the Secretary-General's recent report on the topic contained i n 
document А/56/356, present some shocking revelations about the colossal amounts of 
resources (more than i^OO b i l l i o n ) spent annually for military purposes, irhile 
hundreds and millions of people a l l over the world are dying, inter a l i a , of disease 
and chronic hunger and malnutrition, in pa.rticular in the hi s t o r i c a l l y and 
continuously exploited regions of Africa, Asia and Latin iunerica. This i s a subject 
vrhich developing nations are, and'will no doubt continue to be, sensitive about 
and continue to c a l l for their accelerated development thro\igh, inter a l i a , the 
elimination of the imbalances and inequalities existing i n present international 
economic relations, I believe, that the attainment of a nevr international economic 
order must be part and parcel of the ultimate objective of a CPD, Kenya believes 
in the ncir international economic order because i t i s the instrument through vrhich 
the basic needs of a l l nations, i n particular the developing nations, can bo met. 
I therefore reiterate the importance \re attach to the need to release real resources 
no;r being very unirisely squandered on the arms, race and reallocate them for 
socio-economic purposes, especially for tho benefit of the developing countries. 

This i s a l l I liave to say today, but l e t me reserve the right of my delegation 
to intervene a^gain at later stages of this session. 
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The CHAIRMAN; I thank you for the kind words you addressed to the Chair and 
now give the floor to the representative of Nigeria, Ambassador Ijev;ere. 

Mr. IJEWERE (Nigeria): V/e had the privilege of being addressed this morning 
by the Foreign Minister of the Socialist Republic of Romania and my delegation is 
very grateful for this opportunity. His message was a most valuable one. 

Mr. Chairman, I should also like to welcome my immediate neighbour to my right, 
the Ambassador of the Netherlands, Mr. Frans van Dongen, who joined us this morning. 

My brief intervention today w i l l be devoted to item 1 of the Committee's 
1982 annual agenda — the nuclear test ban — which my delegation regards as the 
centre-piece of the disarmament negotiations. 

The Secretary-General of the United Nations rightly set the tone of the current 
session when, in his message to us, he said: 

"The world cannot afford to wait for the dawn of ideal conditions before 
undertaking measures of disarmament. Disarmament cannot be achieved through 
confrontation and condemnation. The short-term benefit of military 
advantage is invariably neutralized by the long-term harm of the arms race i t 
provokes. VJc should recognize before i t is too late that the most basic 
aspect of a l l peoples and nations is their shared hamanity and consequently 
their shared responsibility for a world without war". 

Indeed, my delegation believes that the time is long overdue for substantial 
progress tov;ards the limitation and eventual elimination of nuclear v/eapons. At 
the 136th plenary meeting of 9 July 1981, the Nigerian delegation noted with regret 
and dissatisfaction that the Coiiimittee on Disarmament, the single multilateral 
negotiating body on disarmament, had not been able to ini t i a t e substantive 
negotiations on a nuclear test ban. Nearly one year later, the situation remains 
tho same with no prospects of a breakthrough in disarnanent negotiations. I cannot 
but register here again my delegation's regret and total dissatisfaction that 
concrete multilateral negotiations on a nuclear test ban have not yet commenced in 
the Committee on Disarmament. 

It i s not because of the lack of interest by the international community that 
no agreement has emerged on this nost burning and high priority issue of our time. 
For well over 25 years, thara h=is been a continuous interest by the international 
community, expressed not only by protest marches, but also in the form of over 
40 resolutions of the General Assenbly of the United Nations. The latest 
expression of this concern was at the thirty-sixth session of the General Assenbly 
of the United Nations. At that session, two resolutions were adopted, namely 
resolutions 36/З4 and 36/85 on the subject of a nuclear test ban. 

In resolution 36/84, operative paragraph 4 urges a l l States members of the 
Committee on Disarmament: 
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(a) To bear in mind that the consensus rule should not be used in such a 
manner as to prevent tho establishment of subsidiary bodies for the effective 
discharge of the function-^ of the Committee; 

(b) To support the creation by the Committee, as from the beginning of i t s 
session in 1982, of an ad hoc Working Group which should begin the multilateral 
negotiation of a treaty for the prohibition of a l l nuclear weapon tests; 

(c) To exert their best endeavours in order that the Committee may transmit 
to the General Assembly at i t s second special session devoted to disarmament the 
multilateral negotiated text of such a treaty. 

Resolution 36/85 reiterated the indispensable role of the Committee on 
Disarmament in tha negotiation of a treaty prohibiting nuclear testing; 
operative paragraph 7 requested the Committee on Disarmament to determine, in the 
context of i t s negotiations on such a treaty, the institutional and administrative 
arrangements necessary for establishing, testing and operating an international 
seismic monitoring network and an effective verification system. Operative 
paragraph 10 called upon the Committee on Disarmament to report on progress to the 
General Assembly at i t s second special session devoted to disarmament and at i t s 
thirty-seventh session. It i s clear from the above that the international 
community attaches great importance to a nuclear test ban, as the f i r s t step 
towards nuclear disarmament, and that CD has a v i t a l role to play in the 
achievement of the goal. 

It i s therefore a matter of tho utmost frustration for my delegation that tvio of 
the five nuclear-woapon-States s i t t i n g in this Committee have refused to join the 
consensus, in the Committee, to establish an ad hoc Working Group for no reasons 
other than that of their own idea of what constitutes their security interests and 
that of p o l i t i c a l expediency, which do not take into account the security interests 
of those States that- have foregone tha nuclear option. VJhat are the reasons for 
this state of affairs? Part of the answer can be found in the statement of 
Mr. Eugene V. Rostow, Director of the United States Arms Control and Disarmament 
Agency, to the Committee on 9 February 1932. Mr. Rostow, having stressed the 
linkages between the international situation and disarmament i n i t i a t i v e s , went on 
to state that: 

"It is clear that any consideration of a complete cessation of nuclear 
explosions must be related to the a b i l i t y of the Western nations to maintain 
credible deterrent forces. It i s equally clear that a test ban cannot of 
i t s e l f end the threat posed by nuclear weapons". He continued: "Thus, while 
a comprehensive ban on nuclear testing remains an element in the f u l l range 
of long-term United States arms control objectives, we do not believe that, 
under present circumstances, a comprehensive test ban could help reduce the 
threat of nuclear weapons or to maintain the s t a b i l i t y of the nuclear 
balance". 
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My dslegation has argued and w i l l continuo to argue against nations basing 
their security on doctrines of nuclear deterrence, which, together with doctrines 
of strategic balance and pp.rity stooi from the narrow security perceptions of the 
nuclcar-weapon-States. It does sccni to my delo>gation that, for international 
peace and security to bo raoaningful, the perception of security has to be broadened 
to take into consideration the s t a b i l i t y of a l l nations irrespective of their 
regions. Above ?11, there must be regard for security from hunger and poverty, 
taking into account the close link between disarmament and development. 

It i s also relevant to refer to the Secretary-General's Comprehensive Study 
on Nuclear Weapons, which, in i t s conclusion, noted the following: 

"Peace requires the prevention of the danger of a nuclear war. If nuclear 
disarmament i s to become a reality, the commitment to ijutual deterrence through 
a balance of turror must be discarded. The concept of the maintenance of world 
peace, s t a b i l i t y and balance through the process of deterrence is perhaps 
the most dangerous collective fn.llacy that exists". 

My delegation agrees with the views expressed in the conclusion. We are a l l too 
aware that the technical barriers to tho conclusion of a treaty on a nuclear test 
ban have been completely exhausted. Its central importance in the urgent task of 
ending the qualitative improvement of nuclear weapons and the development of new 
types of such vieapons and of preventing the proliferation of nuclear weapons has 
been universally acknowledged in the consensus view expressed in paragraph 51 of 
the Final Docunent of the f i r s t special session of the General Assembly devoted 
to disarmament. It i s now the lack of p o l i t i c a l v / i l l of tv/o nuclear-woapon-States 
that holds back tho essential work expected fron tho Coraraittee, especially since 
the tripartite negotiations have not resumed and no longer can bo cited as providing 
the best way forv/ard. 

In view of tho paralysis of the t r i l a t o r n l negotiations and of the fact that 
consensus on the establishment of an ad hoc working group on a CTBT has boon 
blocked, how is the Corxiittee to proceed? Certainly, the impending second 
special session devoted to disarmament v / i l l c a l l into question the credibility of the 
Coauittee on Disarmaraent as a negotiating forum i f no progress is made on this widely-
accepted highest priority item. Mrs. Inga Thorsson of Sweden has, in her 
intervention on 5 July 1981, already informed "the unsuccessful t r i l a t e r a l 
negotiators" that they "had better prepare themselves for severe and adamant 
criticism of their failure at the second spoci?.! session of the General Assembly 
devotud to disarmament". 

As a co-sponsor of documont CD/204, ny delegation feels tha timo i s "ripe" to 
give consideration to an amondmont to rule 2 5 . ''ic arc convinced that man i s 
li v i n g in a dynamic world in which nothing is static. A sot of rulos made by us^ 
and for us. essentially to f a c i l i t a t e tho worl'. of the Comraitteo ought to be 
re-examined and amended as desirable to suit the existing realities in the Committee. 
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A situation whoreby sono countries tend to use the rulo of conscnjsus to perpetuate 
discriminatory interests not only nogatc:^ tho goals this forum cocks to achieve 
but obviously i s dysfunctional to the sys'coui. Ue s t i l l firr'.ly believe that v/orking 
groups provide tho nost cffcctivo nichinory for conducting nultilateral 
negotiations in the Ccimittoc; hence wo support the position of the Group of 21 
on this subject. In his intervention, Mr. Rostoi; did note that the ultimate 
desirability of a tost ban has not been at issue, but unanimity has been lacking on 
questions of approach and timinfj. Docû .ient CD/lSl of the Group of 21 presents 
an approach that deserves serious consideration by thü Conmitteo. Л serious 
elaboration of the eleuents relating to the scope, verification and f i n a l clauses 
of a futuro treaty would be an effective contribution of the Committee on Disarmament 
tc the second special session. 

Many deleg'itions have defended their positions in this Committee on the basis 
of their respective security concerns. I merely wish to state that we in Africa 
also have grave security concerns. Resolution CH/Ros.854 from the eighteenth session 
of the Assembly of Heads of State and Govornment of OAU, held in Nairobi in 
June 1981, clearly denounces the proposed South Atlantic Organization comprising 
South Africa, the United States and certain Latin American countries as a serious 
threat to the peace and,security of the African continent. The same resolution 
also c a l l s upon the United Nations Security Council to tighten i t s resolution No. 418 
forbidding tho supply of arms and related materials to apartheid South Africa and 
to ensure the s t r i c t observance of the arras embargo. 

The international community is already aware of the nuclear capability of 
racist and terrorist South Africa. For my country, one of the f i r s t signatories 
of the Treaty on tho Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT), the days ahead are 
ones for sombre reflection. Horizontal nuclear proliferation appears a l l too real, 
coupled with the risk of accidental nuclear war. It i s in this light that my 
delegation attaches great importance to a nuclear test-ban treaty. As v/e have 
stressed on several occasions, the lack of progress in the f i e l d of a comprehensive 
test-ban treaty constitutes a breach of faith by tho nuclear-weapon Powers since 
such a treaty i s , as i t were the quid pro quo for tho obligri^ions v/hich we the 
non-nuclear States, the nuclear have ••nets, havo assumed. Vie sincerely hope that 
tho rig i d positions which the nuclaar-\/capon States have tenaciously clung to for well 
over 25 years w i l l bend. Failure not to do so may be apocalyptic. 

Before concluding this short statement, my delegation v/ould like to say that i t 
v/as encouraged by the statement of Ambassador Sunmcrhayos of the United Kingdom on 
11 February to tho effect that tho United Kingdom had destroyed i t s entire stock 
of chemical weapons wore than 10 years ago. This statement by tho British 
delegation is particularly significant at a time when moral values no longer seem 
to be important in the war game. 
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Mr. de SOUZA e SILVA (Brazil): îîr. Chairman, the item inscribed on the 
programme of мотк for today has been in the forefront of the preoccupations of the 
whole community of nations for almost four decades now. It v7ould not be unwarranted 
to stress that a l l Member States of the b:iited ITations once again recognized 
the crucial urgency of the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disarmament only four years ago, i n a consensus document at the close of the f i r s t 
special session devoted to disarmament. 

Since tlae inception of the Committee on Disarmament, the members of the 
Group of 2 1 and other delegations as well have deployed untiring efforts to ensxare 
that this Committee be allowed to f u l f i l l the expectations of the world community 
by starting substantive negotiations on this question. A îev members of the 
Committee, however, have prevented the adoption of any procedural modalities for 
multilateral negotiations i n this for^jm. Commitments solemnly vindertaken i n the 
Pinal Document as well as i n international instruments of a legally binding nature 
have been simply ignored. 

During the I 9 8 I session of the Committee, the Groiçi of 2 1 renewed i t s endeavours 
to secure the establishment of a working- group on item 2 of the agenda. Once again 
the argument that the treatment of this issue by the Committee was "premature" 
because-of the "complexity" and "sensitivity" of the problems involved was invoked 
by those who do not v;ish the world community to search l o r a multilaterally 
negotiated solution to a question that affects the very foundation of the security 
of every nation. Peace and security seem to be regarded by the Superpowers as their 
exclusive property. For them, the rest of the world has no other choice but to 
abide by their dicta on such "complex" and "sensitive" matters. 

In what way have the Superpovrers exercised their supposedly exclusive right 
to protect their o\m seciirity? They have done so by jeopardizing the security of 
every other nation, through a prodigious escalation of their nxiclear arsenals, a 
continuous increase of their military budgets to staggering amounts and a callous 
disregard for the very survival of manlcind as a vrhole. i^lie current session of the 
Committee on Disarmament has started with the nov? too familiar flow of accusations 
and counter-accusations between the t\-ro Superpowers. I3ach attempts to justify 
i t s armaments policies on the grounds that i t was the other who started i t a l l and 
that a perceived infer i o r i t y must be redressed. We have heard the strange 
contention that there i s no arms race, but merely a sustained military effort by one 
Superpower to gain superiority over the other. In the light of the data that appears 
every day i n the press and other public sources of one part of the v;orld and 
jvodging by the information gathered on what goes on i n the opposing camp,' the claim 
that there i s no ams race does not stand to reason. On the contrary, the tvro most 
powerfvjl States m the history of manlcind seem now to have overstepped a l l bovjndaries 
of restraint i n their quest for absolute military power. Other boundaries are on 
the verge of being crossed by the ever-increasing plethora, of nevj means of 
destruction: outer space might soon become the next arena of confrontation and 
hostil i t y . 
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Policies that rely on the continuous increase of militaiy might can hardly 
he reconciled with the universally accepted goal of general ahd' complete disarmament 
under effective international control. For instance, the expression "disairaament" 
was replaced Ъу t'.e ambiguous phrase "arnu control", which of course does not imply 
any reduction but merely some kind of leverage over the quantity of armaments — 
downwards as well as upi/ards. Such departures fron the language and concepts 
formally accepted by a l l members of the world community raise justified apprehensions 
over the faithfulness with which the connitments embodied i n international documents 
have come to be' regarded by some States. Unequivocal and authoritative statements 
reaffirming adherence to such commitments seem thus to be ui^gently called for, 

I-iy delegation v/elcones, in this connection, the statenents made by the 
representatives of the Geman Democratic liepublic and the USSR on l6 and IG February, 
respectively, i n the plenary meetings of the Committee, While Ambassador Issraelyan 
dealt with the question of the C'ZB and offered constructive overtures. 
Ambassador Herder suggested the text of a mandate for the proposed working group 
on item 2. He also stated that consultations as proposed i n document CD/195 should 
be resumed without delay and that such consultations would f a c i l i t a t e the achievement 
of a consensus on an ad hoc working group on item 2, liy delegation f u l l y shares 
that view, which i s consistent váth the stand taken by the Group of 21 i n 
document CD/180, and looks forward to the early start of such consultations. We 
would not, however, favour a solution tiiat would merely provide the Committee with 
a setting for academic exchanges of views on the wide range of questions related 
to the cessation of the nuclear ams race and nuclear disarmanent. The experience 
of last year's two informal sessions on that item have strengthened our conviction 
that the negotiating character of this body must be respected. Adeqiiate 
procedural arrangements must be actively sought to ensure that the Committee on 
Disarmament discliarges the responsibilities entrusted to i t by the United Nations 
with the consensus of a l l States represented here. Unless there i s the v i l l to 
search for a generally acceptable proced\ire to deal with item 2, there i s nothing 
to be gained by encaging i n a second round of academic discussions, from which no 
practical conclusion would be draim and even the simmary of v;hich would then be 
suppressed as i f i r i f i t to be divulged to "le remainder of tl membership of the 
United Nations. Me hope, tlierefore, tiiat dele^ations w i l l be prepared to engage 
i n good-faith consultations with the aim of breaking the wall of intransigence and 
f i n a l l y permit the Committee on Disarmanent to exercise the pr i o r i t y functions with 
which i t was entrusted. 

For the achievement of tliis purpose, my delegation i s heartened by the statement 
meide by lir. Rostow on 9 February, i n which he said that "the United States f u l l y 
shares the keen concern of members of this Committee to move fon/ard rapidly i n 
the effort to remove the burden'of nuclear weapons from world p o l i t i c s " , and that 
his country " w i l l work constructively liith the Committee in i t s efforts to achieve 
this end". We attach the greatest significance to this statement, coming as i t 
did from an o f f i c i a l i n the high position held by Ilr. Rostow. During- the whole of 
the 1931 session, tliis Committee was promised by the then representative of the 
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United States, Ambassador Flov/eree, that his Government would eventually complete 
a thorough review of i t s defence policies, the results of which vovlñ find their 
reflection on the instructions to the United States delegation to the Committee. 
One could infer that Ilr. Rostow's statement on 9 February indeed represents a 
summary of the considered views of his Government on the questions on the 
Committee's agenda. Hy delegation would expect that the delegation of the 
United States w i l l indeed "work constructively with the Committee" and w i l l come 
up with concrete suggestions on how "to move fori-/ard rapidly" so as "to remove 
the burden of nuclear v/eapons frcm v/orld p o l i t i c s " . Those nations which did not 
contribute to create that burden have diligently formulated iimumerable proposals 
and have patiently awaited for constructive responses from those v/hich have a 
special responsibility for that burden. Ily delegation s t i l l expects that the 
delegations directly concerned w i l l , i n the very near future, address themselves 
substantively to the subject-matter of item 2 . It i s high time for this Committee 
to receive adequate satisfaction. 

Allow me to dwell now on another point which i s directly connected vi/ith the 
cessation of the nuclear arms race and nvjclear disarmament and to which my 
delegation attaches great importance. As we know, the thirty-sixth session of 
the General Assembly adopted by consensus resolution Зб /31 Б, by v/hich the 
nuclear-weapon Powers are urged to submit, for consideration at the second special 
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, their vievis, proposals 
and practical suggestions for ensuring the prevention of nuclear war. By adhering 
to the consensus on th? adoption of that resolution, every State has once again 
recognized "the threat to the very existence of manlcind posed by the existence of 
nuclear weapons" and that "the removal of that threat i s the most acute and urgent 
task of the present day". Accordingly, i t i s incvombent upon the States that have 
a special responsibility, that i s , the nuclear-weapon Pov/ers, to make f u l l use of 
this opportunity to share v/ith the v/orld commvmity, that i s , those States v/hich 
have chosen not to purchase their security at the expense o f everybody else's 
security, their views and opinions on hov/ that "most acute and vurgent task" should 
be carried out. Reliance on doctrines of nuclear deterrence shovild not be construed 
as justification for the medntenance and the continviing improvement of nuclear 
arsenals; rather, the consensus recognition of the threat of nuclear extinction 
and of the special responsibility to avert i t should provide added incentive to the 
nuclear-weapon Powers for responding i n good faith to the c a l l o f the 
General Assembly. 

No guarantee against the threat of nuclear weapons can be credible ac long 
as a handfval of States cling to the exclusive possession o f such formidable means 
of warfare and seem determined not only to keep them but to malee them even more 
dsuigerous and menacing. So far, the nuclear-weapon Pov/ers have been reluctant 
to give uneqviivocal assurances to non-nuclear-vieapon States against the use or 
threat of use of nviclear weapons and have preferred to qualify their o f f i c i a l 
statements on guarantees with conditions geared to serve their ov/n seciurity anà 
military doctrines. As they are formvilated, such formal statements by the 
nucleax-weapon Pov/ers amovmt i n reality to a g-uarantee of their nuclear status 
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and of their a b i l i t y to malee use of the ireapons i n those с ire vim stance s i;hich they 
deem appropriate. As lone as the nuclear-vreapon Pov/ers do not decide to reviovr their 
stand on this question, there seems to be l i t t l e point i n trying to evolve a common 
approach based on the formal declarations, because any such common formulation v/ould 
contain that fundamental flav/. Instead, by focusing ovx attention on the prevention 
of nuclear v/ar, i t might be possible to arrive at an agreed basis from v/hich,to 
proceed forv/ard .on the path tov/ards the f i n a l elLmination of nuclear weapons from 
the world environment. That would, of course, constitute the only real gviarantee 
against the use or threat of use, of nuclear weapons. 

Resolution '36/31 B, of which Brazil v/as a co-sponsor, thus provides another 
constructive approach to the difficxüt question of the cessation of the nuclear 
arms race and nuclear disarmament, Ily delegation hopes that this new avenue for 
finding multilateral ansv/ers to a problem that confronts a l l nations alike w i l l 
not be misused by those to whom i t i-s mainly directed. Once again the community 
of nations turns to the nuclear-weapon Pov/ers i n a s p i r i t of good f a i t h to invite 
than to work constructively for the removal of a threat vihose acuteness and urgency 
i s recognized by -they themselves i n no ambiguous terms. It would indeed be a most 
regrettable mistalce i f this c a l l to reason and understanding i s ignored or i f , 
instead, the second special session i s turned into yet another arena for bipolar 
confrontation and recrimination. History has a way of catching up viith errors i n 
perceptions of the p o l i t i c a l r e a l i t i e s of the world. I f a few States i n s i s t on 
making their exclusive possession of niiclear weapons an institutionalized paxt of 
reality, there may be soon nothing l e f t for history to catch up with. 

Иг. HEBDER (German Democrfitic Republic): Mr. Chairman, i t gives me particular 
plea-sxire to place on record at the beginning of my statement our vrelcome address 
to the liinister for Foreign Affairs of the Socialist Republic of Romania, 
Mr. Stefan Andrei, who represents a country with which the German Democratic 
Republic maintains close and friendly relations. I am convinced that this important 
statement he made v / i l l be studied thorotighly and contribute to help the Canmittee 
to discharge i t s high responsibilities. I would like to asJc the representative of 
Romania to convey to him our .best wishes x o r a pleasant and successful stay i n 
Geneva. At the same time, I would also like to welcone Ambassador Frans van Dongen, 
the newly appointed new representative of the Netherlands to the Committee on 
Disajmament, who today i s taking part for the f i r s t time i n our meetings. . l/e 
assxire him that v/e are ready to continue the business-like and mutiial advantageous 
co-operation vie alv/ays had v/ith his predecessor and his covmtry's delegation. 

These days, the Committee on Disarmanent i s concluding i t s debate devoted to 
item 1 of cur agenda— a nuclear test ban. As i s well laiown, the German Democratic 
Republic has alv/ays attached the higliest importance tc this question. On 
16 Pebrxjary, my delegation reiterated this position. At. the same time, v/e put forward 
Bome considerations on the future dealing of the Committee v/ith a comprehensive 
test ban and submitted a draft mandate for an ad hoc worlcing group on item 1. 
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It i s nou my intention to express i n a preliminary manner the f i r s t conclusions 
we have dravm from the exchange of views in the Committee on a CTB and to elaborate 
on some concrete suggestions i.iade in the course of the debate held on item 1 . 

It Vías of great satisfaction to ray c-olc-gation that, from the very beginning 
of this session, the overwhelming majority of the member States of the Committee 
vmderlined the importance of a complete eind general prohibition of nuclear-v;eapon 
tests. W'i f u l l y agree v/ith Ambassador Fein of the Netherlands, v/ho, i n his 
statement on 2 February, pointed out that "achieving a CTB treaty v/ould be a 
concrete, practical demonstration of hov/ to ccme to grips v/ith the many highly 
complicated aspects of the nuclear arms race" (C D / P V . I 5 0 ) . 

Fvorthermore, many a delegation stressed the useful role of the t r i l a t e r a l 
negotiations and called upon the three parties to resume them quickly and bring 
them to a rapid and successful conclusion. Unfortunately, at least one nucleax-
weapon State seemed to be unprepared to f o i l от-/ this appeal. 

At the same time, my delegation vias very pleased by the frank and clear 
statement made by the representative of the USSR on the problems involved i n the 
t r i l a t e r a l negotiations. Thus, the USSR responded to appeals and questions put 
forward by many delegations of non-nuclear-v/eapon .'.states. Ue also v/elcome the 
renev/ed readiness of the Soviet Union to put a treaty on the complete and general 
prohibition of nuclear-v/eapon tests into force even i f China and France do not 
adhere to i t from the outset. Indeed, this i s further proof of the constructive 
attitude of the USSR tov/ards a C'£B. 

Last,but not least, a пглпЬег of delegations once again stressed the necessity 
of enhancing the role of our Committee in the negotiation of a CTB treaty., 
Together with the groups of socialist and non-aligned States, most countries of 
the V/estem g r o u p — d i r e c t l y or indirectlj"- — expressed their interest i n establishing 
an ad hoc v/orking group on item 1. Let me quote i n tliis regard from the f i r s t 
statement (CD/PV.151) 01 the Japanese delegation i n v/hich Ambassador Okav/a 
underlined that "the achievement of a comprehensive test ban i s of paramovint 
importance; and j.t i s a concrete and tangible proposal. That i s v/liy my delegation 
i s of the viev/ tliat the question of a CTB should be dealt v/ith systematically and 
with concentration — and the most effective v/ay of doing so v/ovild be, i n o^xc 
view, i n a special v/orking group established for that purpose". 

It was with deep regret that my delegation listened on 9 Februar;'- to the 
statement of the United States delegation explaining the outcome of the recent 
United States reviev/ of CTB matters. Contrary to the clearly stated goals of the 
United Nations Ilember L'tates, the Pinal Document • of the f i r s t special session of 
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, the mandate of the Committee and many 
United Nations resolutions, the United Ltates openly declared a CTB as not being 
"ripe". At tlie same time, v/e v/ere told tliat the "United States v / i l l work 
constructively v/ith the Committee in i t s efforts to achieve this end" (C D / P V . 1 5 2 ) , 
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However, no clear idea was expressed how this should be done. Iloreover, as 
last year, the united States delecation, together v/ith the delegation of the 
United Kingdom, opposed the setting up of an ad hoc working group on a CTB. 
At the same time we were offered to merge items 1 and 2 of огаг agenda. But the 
Imping together of both pr i o r i t y items could hardly help to solve the CTB issue. 
Moreover, such a step would be apt to divert attention from item 1 , v/hich has 
been explored for years and i s now ripe for a p o l i t i c a l decision. 'Ilie Committee 
was right i n rejecting such a proposal. 

In this connection, we listened with great attention to statements made 
recently by some delegations belonging' to the Uestem group. Uith great astonishment, 
my delegation noted that some delegations of Western non-nuclear countries started 
moving away from a CTB, from a "priority task" to a "central and ultimate aim" 
Uhat does this meain? Are these delegations ready to forget about a CTB as an 
immediate and -urgent step to curb the nuclear arms race and conceive i t as a 
"long-tem objective", as was done by the United States? Such an approach, v/e 
fear, woiild provide for p o s s i b i l i t i e s to create nevi, s t i l l more sophisticated 
nuclear v/eapons, as, for example, the so-called neutron bomb. 

At the same time "new ideas" were expressed as "alternatives to the a l l - o r -
nothing approach" i n order to maintain "some movement i n the negotiating process" 
and "keep movement tov/ards a CTB alive". 

My delegation, of course, does not question the serious interest of the 
delegations of Australia, Canada and Japan i n achieving a prohibition of a l l 
nucleeir-weapon tests. V/e highly appreciate their resolve to seek a v a y out of 
the situation created by the stubborn attitude of some nuclear-weapon States towards 
a CTB. 

On the other hand, we cannot but raise serious doubts about some of the 
ideas expressed recently with regard to the further approach to this item. In 
our view, these ideas pose a real danger of diverting the attention of this 
Committee from a CTB to issues of secondary importance. 

Let me try to ill u s t r a t e this by a few examples. 

F i r s t l y , i t was proposed to establish "a p o l i t i c a l experts group under the 
aegis of the Committee on Disarmament, to discuss matters v/hich were not at issue 
i n the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations from 1 9 7 7 to 1 9 8 0 " . V/hat coiald be the contribution 
of such a group to the elaboration of a CTB treaty? V/hile creating the i l l u s i o n 
of having a CTB v/orking group, vovû.à i t not merely duplicate the discussions we 
already have and had i n the plenary meetings? Our substantive interest should be 
the elaboration of a CTB treaty i n an appropriate subsidiary body of the Committee} 
this cannot be achieved by setting up a new deliberative forum. 
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Having this i n mind, the delegation of the German Democratic Republic, on 
16 February, tabled a corresponding draft mandate concentrating on the main task, 
that i s , the elaboration of a draft treaty. 

Secondly, ideas vere put fon/ard to roach a CTB, through a series of "limited 
steps", as, for instance: 

the extension of existing treaties to those nuclear-vreapon States which 
are not yet parties to them; 

the developaent of bilateral treaties such as the TTBT and РШТ' into 
mxjltilateral ones; 

the lov/ering of the permitted yield of nuclear tests i n a succession 
of treaties. 

The Germsm Democratic Republic, of course, was ahiays in favour of exhausting 
a l l p o s s i b i l i t i e s v/hich could bring a CTB within our reach. Thus, i n 19^3, i t v/as 
among the f i r s t signatories of the PTBT. For years, we have been appealing to the 
other States, i n particular China and Рггшсе, to adhere to this treaty. In 1974 
and 1976, we vrelcomed tlio Soviet-Merican treaties on a thresiiold test-ban and 
underground peacefxal nuclear explosions and are s t i l l "v/aiting for their r a t i f i c a t i o n . 
At that time, v/e hoped that the United States v/ould change i t s attitvjdc and tliat, 
over some period of time, i t could agree to a more comprehensive solution. That 
i s why we welcomed the beginning of the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations started i n 1977. ' 
Unfort\mately, after some success vi/as achieved at these negotiations, the 
United States svispended them unilaterally. 

Over more tlian 20 years, enormous efforts have been invested i n achieving a СТБ. 
Thus, this disarmament issue has occupied the uninterrupted attention of the 
Ilember States of the United Hâtions for a longer period of time than any other 
disarmament issue, as i t v/as rightly stated i n the United Hâtions report on a CTB 
( C D / 8 6 ) . Shall we novi, after a l l , come back to an approach v/hich has been discussed 
in this Committee for years — fron the late 1960s u n t i l the mid 1970s? lîy 
personal experience stemming from more than seven years of participation i n the v/ork 
of this Committee makes me believe that such a "threshold approach" hardly could 
bring VIS to the conclusion of a CTB treaty. Instead of having negotiations on a 
CTB, most l i k e l y we would be engaged i n a peripheral issue vi/ith .the i l l u s i o n 
of making headvray tov/ards a so-called "long-term aim". 

Thirdly, there have been proposals today; such a similar proposal has been 
repeated by the distinguished representative of the Urdted States to enlarge the 
mandate of the Group of Scientific Experts on Seismic Events and to concentrate 
on the administrative, legal and finaincial aspects of an international seismic 
data exchange. It vías even proposed to establish a v/orking group of administrative 
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experts. To be quite franlc, my delegation i s not against a discussion and 
solution of organizational aspects connected vrith an international seismic data 
exchange and other verification problems i f this i s done in close connection v x t h 
the elaboration of a corresponding agreement, i.e. a CTB treaty. Thus, in 1977, 
after one year of reluctance, an expert from the German Democratic Republic was 
sent to the Group of Scientific Experts on Seismic Events established i n 1976 
under a Üwedish proposal, since vre f e l t that this Group could lend assistaince 
to the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations and the Committee i n solving verification problems 
of a CTB. With the same understanding, the German Democratic Republic and other 
socialist countries took part for the f i r s t time i n a t r i a l exchange of seismic 
data last year. 

Now, since we кпог/ the negative attitude of the United States towards a CTB, 
we may ask ourselves г/hat v/ould be the outcome of taking- up the above-mentioned 
proposals. Would this not only be l' a r t pour I'axt. i.e. "movement for the salce 
of movement"? Why should enonnous resources be invested i n the establishment and 
examination of a broad international seismic data exchange system i f an early 
conclusion of a CTB treaty i s out of sight? It i s in' this light that we v / i l l have 
to examine today's proposal submitted by the distinguished representative of 
the United States, i n particular concerning the p o s s i b i l i t y of an expanded mandate 
for the Group of Scientific Experts. 

Concluding my statement, I would like to reiterate the conviction of my 
delegation that the peoples of the v/orld and the second special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament expect the Committee on Disaimsnent to 
come out with real ideas on a CTB. Vagvie considerations on a limited step-by-step 
approach as well as on administrative and other organizational matters of 
verification v/ould hardly serve this aim. Perhaps i t wotild then be better to be 
frank and honest enotigh and to state i n our report to the second special session 
that the Committee, due to -tihe attitude of some nuclear-v/eapon States, vías not 
able to make headway concerning a CTB. 

The СНАШШТ; That concludes my l i s t of speakers for today. Does any 
delegation wish to -take the floor? 

Although I shoiold have done this earlier, I shoiild пакт l i k e to extend a warn 
welcome to -the new representative of the Netherlands, Ambassador van Dongen, who 
has joined us today. His previous experience on disarmament" questions as leader 
of the Netherlands delegation to the Conference on Security and Co-operation i n 
Europe w i l l , I am sure, be of -value to the Committee. I wish him success i n a l l 
his functions i n Geneva. 

The Secretariat has circulated today at my request, an infonnal paper 
containing the time-table for meetings to be held by the Ccnnnittee during -the coming 
week. As usual, the time-table i s merely indicative and v/e can adjust i t as we 
proceed. If there are no objections, I w i l l take i t that the Committee agrees to 
the time-table The representative of the USSR has the floor. 
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The document to which you just referred makes no mention of a meeting of the 
Working Group on Radiological Weapons. I should like to know the reason. 

The СНАШШТ; I am informed that i t does, not want to have a meeting. The 
representative of Mexico has the floor. 

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico): Mr. Chairman, I see that Tuesday afternoon is 
free,, so, i f there are no objections, I would like that afternoon -to be set a^ide, 
as Monday afternoon has been, for the Working Group on a Comprehensive -Programme of 
Bisarmament, 

The CHAIRMAET: Is there any objection? 

It was so decided. 

The CHAIRMAN; As this i s my last plenary meeting as Chairman of the Committee, 
I wish to express ray appreciation to the members of the Committee for their 
co-operation and support'during this month. We had to deal with a number of d i f f i c u l t 
questions relating to the organization of work for the present session, which as we 
a l l know is psirticularly important in view of the forthcoming second special session 
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. I wish my successor, the 
representative of Italy, a very successful chairmanship, for, as the Committee 
starts i t s consideration of substantive questions, progress that might be made 
dim'ing the month of March w i l l be essential for the pontributions that the Committee 
might make to the special session. 

During the f i r s t month, we achieved some progress in the work of the Committee} 
i t was, unfortunately, not of a substantive nature, but nevertheless of some 
significance. We are approaching the second special session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament without a record we can really be proud of. The awakened 
conscience of mankind to rea l i t i e s beyond expressions of concern for humanity 
compels us to strive more than ever to bring our words and actions closer together, 
for, however strong we get m i l i t a r i l y , this strength w i l l not last forever, as the 
destinies of the previous military giants show. Moreover, history also shows that 
deception does not live long. 

Perhaps our Committee is nost aware of the social and economic cost equivalent 
of gigantic military expenditvires, which have no other consequences than misery and 
poverty for millions of innocent h\iman beings. And as we have the greatest 
responsibility for halting the arms race, we are responsible to God, to our 
consciences and to present and future generations for every unit of resovirce that we 
divert from i t s true use, that i s , to provide for the economic and cultural needs 
of mankind, into the production of arms. Therefore, we should follow the issues with 
more care and determination and dispense, as much as possible, with p o l i t i c a l games. 

Each one of us present here should try to avoid, as much as possible, being a 
one-way transmitter of o f f i c i a l positions in this forum. If we ourselves believe 
in what we are doing here, then we should make i t our primary objective to transmit 
back to those who make the ultimate decisions the true aspirations of the world 
community for permanent peace and convince them of the indispensability of this and 
similar fora to the achievement of that end and r i d , once and for a l l , every human 
being on earth from the anxiety of annihilation. I can only hope that, in the coming 
months, we shall begin to take positive steps in this direction. 
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Before concluding, I would like to express ny thanks to Amhassa4or Riki Jaipal, 
Personal Representative of the Secretary-General and Secretary of the Committee, 
for his invaluable advice and assistance during this month; working with him was 
a pleasure as well as an experience. The Committee is most fortunate to have him 
as i t s Secretary and guide, I am also grateftil to a l l members of the Secretauriat of 
the Committee, as well as to the interpreters, the technical services and 
conference attendants for their co-operation. 

Now I have an announcement: the contact group on "Priorities'.'-will meet 
tomorrow at 9.15 a.m. and the group on "Principles" w i l l meet on Monday at 10 a.m. 
in room С 108. 

As agreed by the Committee last week, we w i l l hold an informal meeting tomorrow, 
Pirday, at 10.30 a.m. The next plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament w i l l 
be held on Tuesday, 2 March, at 10.30 a.m. 

The meeting stands adooTimed. 

The meeting rose at 1.50 P»m, 
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The CHAIRMAN (translated from French); I declare open the 
159th plenary meeting of the Committee on. Disarmament. 

Under the rotation system, i t i s Italy's privilege and responsibility, 
and mine personally, to assume the chairmanship of the Committee for the 
month of March. I f i r s t wish to address myself to the outgoing Chairman, who 
has had the d i f f i c u l t task of getting our work under way. I know that I speak 
for a l l members of the Committee when I express our gratitude to Mr. Mahallati, 
leader of the Iranian delegation, for the s k i l l he displayed i n guiding our 
discussions during the f i r s t month of this session. Thanks to his patience, 
courtesy and understanding, we are now in a position to begin the phase of 
substantive discussions. 

I shall try to follow the example he has set in order to pave the way for 
any possible progress in the awesome task that confronts us. Since we have so " 
l i t t l e time l e f t before the second special session of the United Nations 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, March w i l l i n many respects be a crucial 
month for the tangible results the Committee i s expected to achieve. With the 
re-establishment of the Ad Hoc Working Groups on Chemical Weapons, Radiological 
Weapons and Negative Security Assurances, in addition to the Working Group on a 
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, the Committee w i l l now be in a position 
to engage in substantive negotiations. I hope that a l l member countries w i l l 
take f u l l advantage of the opportunities these Working Groups offer and make 
every effort to achieve real progress during the f i r s t part of the session. 

The Committee on Disarmament also has other tasks with which i t has to deal. 
I am thinking in particular of the consideration of nuclear questions, which are 
of the highest priority; the discussion in informal meetings of problems relating 
to the prevention of an arms race in outer space; the consideration of ways and 
means of revising the composition of the Committee and improving i t s working 
methods and functioning; and the preparation of the special report for the • 
second special session. 

We also hope that the delegations of non-member States,of the Committee w i l l 
make the interesting contributions to which they have accustomed us in the past. 

In order to guide us effectively in our common effort, I, as Chairman, w i l l 
always be ready to establish contact and hold consultations with a l l delegations. 
I am counting a great deal on the co-operation and indulgence -of a l l and w i l l 
constantly have to c a l l upon both these attributes. My few months of experience 
as Permanent Representative of Italy to the Committee on Disarmament convince me 
that I w i l l have the benefit of both. 

I am also aware that I shall receive invaluable assistance from the Secretary 
of the Committee, Ambassador Jaipal, to whom I wish to convey my warm appreciation, 
from his deputy, Mr. Berasategui, and from the secretariat staff and services, a l l 
of whom contribute to the continuity and effectiveness of our discussions. 

In drawing attention to my determination to spare no effort to ensure the 
progress of our work, I am, in the fulfilment of the tasks entrusted to me, 
merely carrying out the w i l l of the Italian Government, which has always attached 
fundamental importance to efforts to place international peace and security on more 
stable and equitable foundations. 
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Although the disarmament effort i s fraught with disappointments, i t .continues 
to be one of the noblest and most important tasks that man can undertake. There i s 
thus only one approach which is in keeping both with the deepest aspirations of 
our peoples and with the demands of international reality. It i s based on the^ 
fundamental principles of the United Nations Charter, which gives effect to the 
right of peoples to peace, security and the unceasing and unfaltering pursuit of 
the efforts we are making here. 

I t i s in this light that Italy perceives i t s contribution to the advancement 
of the multilateral disarmament negotiations and in this s p i r i t that I w i l l make 
every effort to carry out the task entrusted to my delegation during the month of 
March. 

In conformity with i t s programrae of work, the Committee continues today i t s -
consideration of item 2 of i t s agenda, "Cessation of the nuclear arms race and 
nuclear disarmament". As usual, in accordance with rule 30 of the Rules of 
Procedure, i t is the right of any Member State of the Committee to-raise any 
subject relevant to the work of the Committee at a plenary meeting and to have 
f u l l opportunity of presenting i t s views on any subject which i t may consider to 
merit attention. I have on my l i s t of speakers for today the distinguished 
representative of Indonesia, Ambassador Sutresna. I give him the floor. 

Mr. SUTRESNA (Indonesia): Mr. Chairman, i t is indeed my privilege to be the 
f i r s t speaker at this meeting of our Committee today under your chairmanship. I 
should therefore like at the outset to express the congratulations of my delegation 
to you on your assumption of the chairmanship of the Committee for the month of 
March. My delegation extends i t s f u l l co-operation to you in carrying out your 
task. It i s the earnest hope of my delegation that, after having devoted ourselves 
in February mainly to organizational matters, the work of our Committee this month 
will be of a more substantive nature in view of the urgent need for us to 
concentrate our work also on the preparation of the Committee's special report 
to the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

My delegation wishes to express i t s appreciation to your predecessor. 
Ambassador Jafar Mahallati of Iran, who presided over the Committee last month 
with distinction when v/e were engaged in the d i f f i c u l t work of paving the way 
to the stage at which the Committee finds i t s e l f today. 

The fact that the "Nuclear test ban" and "Cessation of the nuclear arms 
race and nuclear disarmament'' are inscribed for the fourth consecutive year as 
the f i r s t two items of the Committee's agenda undeniably indicates the great 
inportance that the Committee attaches to these two questions. 

Concerns about the dangers that emanate from continued nuclear-weapon testing, 
such as radio-active contamination, prolifer-ition and the qualitative "improvement" 
of nuclear weapons, have been incessantly expressed in the past and w i l l undoubtedly 
be expressed again. Figures and stat i s t i c s on continued nuclear-weapon testing and 
the nuclear arms race have been repeatedly cited and w i l l probably bs cited again. 
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Expressions of deep concern on the unrelenting nuclear arms race that brings the 
world closer to the danger of nuclear war have been made year after year, in 
this Committee, in the General Assembly, as well as in other forums. Feelings 
of disappointment and perhaps frustration have been and w i l l certainly be 
manifested again as a result of the failure of the Committee to i n i t i a t e 
substantive negotiations on those tv/o items, in spite of the fact that a l l the 
members of the United Nations accorded by consensus the highest priority to 
those two questions during the f i r s t special session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament.-

Numerous working papers have been submitted in the past to this Committee 
and resolutions have been adopted year after year by the General Assembly calling 
for multilateral negotiations on those two items in this Committee and for the 
establishment of ad hoc working groups for that purpose. Expressions of 
disappointment and regret have been, and w i l l continue to be made, on the failure 
of the Committee to arrive at a consensus on the setting up of two ad hoc working 
groups onitems 1 and 2, enabling the Committee in i t s previous sessions to 
i n i t i a t e actual negotiations on the subjects. Proposals for the constitution 
of an ad hoc working group on item 1 for the current session of the Committee 
were again rejected. 

My delegation has had the opportunity, on previous occasions, to state i t s 
position on those two subjects. Very recently, at the 152nd plenary meeting 
held on 9 February, my delegation stated again.that, since an ad hoc working group 
has proved to be the most appropriate forum for the conduct of serious negotiations, 
ad hoc working groups respectively on nuclear test ban and cessation of nuclear 
arms race and nuclear disarmament have therefore to be established. The 
establishment of an ad hoc working group is of course not an end in i t s e l f . 
It w i l l certainly constitute a sound start of a beginning; i t i s not a symbolic 
question; i t is of a practical nature. My delegation continues to believe also 
that such an establishment in i t s e l f reflects the seriousness with which the 
Committee treats the subject-matter. Not only in this Committee, but also in a l l 
other multilat*-ral negotiating bodies, v/orking groups have proven to be the 
most suitable means for thu conduct of actual negotiations. 

I should not repeat at length, here and now, why ray delegation continues 
to attach the greatest importance to those two questions. It suffices to state 
the following. Eeing a party to the treaty banning nuclear weapon tests in the 
atmosphere, in outer space and under water of I 9 6 3 , we note with disappointment 
that, today, more than 19 years after the conclusion of this Treaty, i t s 
objective, as stated in the second preambular paragraph of the Treaty, which 
reads "Seeking to achieve the discontinuance of a l l test explosions of nuclear 
weapons for a l l time" and "to put an end to the contamination of man's environment 
by radio-active substances", has not materialized. Being a country party to the 
n P T of 1968, thus renouncing the nuclear weapons option, we also have to note 
with disappointment that the provisions of the eighth preambular paragraph, 
wherein the parties declared "their intention to achieve at the.earliest 
possible date the cessation of the nuclear arms race and to undertake effective 
measures in the direction of nuclear disarmament", remain unimplemented, even 
though almost 15 years have elapsed since the conclusion of the Treaty. My 
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delegation shares the concern expressed by the distinguished representative of 
Nigeria, who, in his statement at the plenary meeting on 9 February, said that 
i t is a matter of great concern for those States which were trusting enough to 
become parties to the N P T to realize that the provisions of article VI of that 
Treaty have become a dead letter. 

It i s therefore a matter of deep concern to my delegation, and I believe 
also to most delegations around this taola, that our Committee has failed to 
set up an ad hoc working group for item 1 of our agenda.. Few delegations 
prefer to deal with the matter in informal meetings. But ray delegation submits 
that exchanges of views which would take place in these informal meetings, 
however useful they may be, would have no practical significance, considering 
that our Committee is not a deliberntive body, but a negotiating forum. We 
are not engaged here in a seminar or a study group. Ue are here to negotiate, 
not just to deliberate. 

It was further argued that the matter would be best dealt with by the 
nuclear Powers themselves. We of course agree that negotiations on nuclear-
weapon tests among the nuclear-weapon States should be resumed; the Final 
Document i t s e l f states that they should be concluded urgently. But i f we have 
agreed to put a subject on the agenda, we are also supposed to agree that 
substantive negotiations on the item should be conducted. I f a i l to understand, 
therefore, how can one agree to the inclusion of an item in the agenda, but 
refuse i t s negotiation. 

It was also argued that a comprehensive test ban could not help reduce 
the threat of nuclear weapons and that this subject could only be dealt with 
when substantial reductions of the nuclear arsenal have been achieved. Does 
this mean to suggest that the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations would not be resumed at 
a l l and that item 1 should be taken out of the Committee's agenda? Does this 
also mean that one of the "original Parties" to the Partial Test Ban Treaty of 
1963 is no longer determined to continue negotiations "to achieve the 
discontinuance of a l l test explosions of nuclear weapons for a l l time", as i t 
pledged in the second prer.mbular paragraph of the said Treaty? 

If the Final Document attaches the greatest importance and accordingly 
gives the highest priority to nuclear weapons, i t i s because such weapons are 
of the most destructive nature and pose the greatest danger to mankind and 
c i v i l i z a t i o n . VJhile attaching the utmost importance to the necessity of halting 
nuclear-weapon tests and curbing and reversing the nuclear arms race, my 
delegation also realizes the great dnnger that the conventional arms race poses 
to international security, particularly since more States are now involved in 
such a race. The area where the arms race i s taking place also seems to have 
been widening and the Indian Ocean is a case in point. Being one of the l i t t o r a l 
States of the Indian Ocean, vihich was declared a zone of peace by General Assembly 
resolution 2832 (XXVI), Indonesia therefore follows with great concern the arms 
race in the area, which takes place in the context or as a result of the 
Superpowers' rivalry, because of i t s adverse effect on the security interests 
of the l i t t o r a l and also the hinterland States of the Indian Ocean. 
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It i s against the background of this growing Superpower rivalry and the 
ensuing tensions prevailing in various parts of the v/orld that the danger of the 
continuous production of new and sophisticated conventional weapons has taken on 
a greater dimension and, as my delegation sees i t , has forced countries in the 
region concerned to increase the quality as well as the quantity of their 
conventional weapons. For the conventional armament producing countries, exports 
of such weapons seem to be based, apart from perhaps p o l i t i c a l considerations, 
also on economic interests. Sales of conventional weapons seem to constitute 
one of the important sources of income for the producing countries. These sales 
seem to have become particularly important today when the world economic situation 
is deteriorating and when inflation and unemployment in certain countries are 
mounting. On the other hand, many of the developing countries, particularly in 
regions where tensions prevail, being the recipients of conventional armaments 
sold by producing developed nations, have been forced to increase their 
expenditures to obtain more up-to-date and sophisticated conventional weapons 
and some have been doing so at the expense of their development efforts, lihat 
seems to be happening thereby i s in effect contrary to what was recognized in 
the Final Document concerning the close'relationship between disarmament and 
development, on the basis of which one expects, rightly so, that released resources 
as a result of disarnanent measures would go to econonic and development purposes. 

My delegation therefore does not lose sight of the importance of reversing 
the conventional arms race, particularly because the largest share of military 
expenditures reportedly goes to conventional armaments. According to an a r t i c l e 
which appeared in "ICDA News 1 - The Nev/sletter of the international Coalition 
for Development Action", January 1982, conventional weapons account at present 
for 80 per cent of total military spending. The ar t i c l e states further: ."Thus 
i f the world managed to destroy a l l nuclear weapons, global military spending 
would be reduced only by one-fifth, leaving the remaining four-fifths untouched". 
The ar t i c l e also quoted the Brandt Report, which states, inter a l i a , that: 

"The military expenditure of only half a day would suffice to finance 
the whole malaria eradication progranne of the World Health Organization 
and less would be needed to conquer riverblindness, which i s s t i l l the 
scourge of millions. 

A modern tank costs about 1 million dollars; that amount could improve 
storage f a c i l i t i e s for 100,000 tons of rice and thus save 4 , 0 0 0 tons or 
more annually; one person can live on just over a pound of rice a day. 
The same sum of money could provide 1,000 classrooms for 50,000 children. 

For the price of one jet fighter (20 million dollars) one could set up 
about 40,000 village pharmacies. 

One-half of 1 per cent of one year's world military expenditure would 
pay for a l l the farm equipment needed to increase food production and 
approach self-sufficiency in food-deficit low-income countries by 
1990". 
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I t i s - obvious t h e r e f o r e t h a t , i f we speak about converting resources as a 
r e s u l t of the .disarmament measures i n general and the h a l t i n g of and r e v e r s i n g 
the arms race, i n p a r t i c u l a r , the importance of such measur«is i n the f i e l d of 
conventional armaments should not be overlooked. But, s i n c e nuclear weapons, 
as s t a t e d by the F i n a l Document, pose the greatest danger to mankind and to the 
s u r v i v a l of c i v i l i z a t i o n our mosc urgent task r.t present i s to remove the 
t h r e a t of nuclear war and, bec?use the immediate o b j e c t i v e of the disarmament 
process i s the c l i m i n - i t i o n of such a war, i t i s imperative t h e r e f o r e f o r us to 
give the highest p r i o r i t y to the curbing of the nuclear arms race and the 
achievement of nuclear disarmament. I f the question of conventional arras has 
not been so f a r given the emphasis i t might perhaps deserve, i t i s because the 
matter i s not as pressing as the case of the nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disarmament, c o n s i d e r i n g the ini-iense d e s t r u c t i v e c a p a c i t y of nuclear arms. 

In c o n c l u s i o n , my d e l e g a t i o n wishes to s t r e s s once again the utmost 
importance i t attaches to the conclusion of a comprehensive test-ban t r e a t y , 
the h a l t i n g of the nuclear arms race and the achievement of nuclear disarmament. 
Much more can s t i l l be s a i d ad i n f i n i t u m on these s u b j e c t s . Appeals f o r the 
demonstration of " p o l i t i c a l w i l l " have been made year a f t e r year and w i l l perhaps 
be made again and again, although they may perhaps sound p o i n t l e s s to some. We 
hope that a l l those statements and appeals w i l l not f a l l on a deaf ear. How can 
we m o b i l i z e world p u b l i c opinion and disseminata i n f o r m a t i o n about our e f f o r t s 
to curb and reverse the arms race i f t h i s Committee, which i s supposed to be the 
s i n g l e m u l t i l a t e r a l forun f o r disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s , cannot even s t a r t 
n e g o t i a t i o n s on items that have been accorded the highest p r i o r i t y ? The 
Indonesian Foreign M i n i s t e r , Mochtar Kusumaatmadja, s t a t e d , i n t e r a l i a , a t the 
f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n , that " i t i s necessary to explore f r a n k l y the dangers of 
the c o n t i n u a t i o n of the arms race and to d i s p e l i l l u s i o n s that ' l a s t i n g peace and 
s e c u r i t y can c o - e x i s t with huge accumulations of means of d e s t r u c t i o n , or t h a t 
economic development can go s i d e by s i d e with the a c c e l e r a t e d arms race". Now 
n e a r l y four years have elapsed s i n c e that statement^ was made and we i n the 
Committee s t i l l have not been able to make even an i n i t i a l step i n our e f f o r t s 
to curb the arms rac e . I am a f r a i d that a d d i t i o n a l year of f a i l u r e of our 
Committee w i l l make i t more d i f f i c u l t f o r the Committee t o achieve concrete 
progress i n h a l t i n g and r e v e r s i n g tho arms r:ice and i n a c h i e v i n g disarmament, 
i n the nuclear f i e l d i n p a r t i c u l a r . I f there w i l l be only l o s e r s i n a nuclear 
war, then there w i l l be no winner i n the arras race e i t h e r . 

The CHAIRMAN ( t r a n s l a t e d from French) : I thank His Flxcellency 
Ambassador Sutresna f o r h i s statement and the kind words he addressed t o the 
C h a i r . The next speaker on my l i s t i s His Excellency Ambassador I s s r a e l y a n , 
the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the Soviet Union. I give him the f l o o r . 
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I should like f i r s t of a l l , Mr, Cliairman, to express ay satisfaction at seeing you 
presiding over the Committee on Disarmanent for the month of March, V/e hope that 
your knowledge and experience v ; i l l enable you to organize the work of the Comnittee 
during this, as you rightly put i t , crucial month i n such a way tliat we can conduct 
our negotiations i n an extremely effective and constructive manner. 

I should also like to express my gratitude to the distinguished Ambassador 
of Iran, lie. Mahallati, whose d i f f i c u l t task i t was to supervise the opening of 
the Committee's work at this session. 

Today the Soviet delegation would lilce to dwell upon the qxiestion of the 
prohibition cf neutron weapons. It i s hardly necessary to prove that this i s one 
of the most tirgent questions i n the limitation of the ams race, the protection 
of mankind from the threat of nuclear catastrophe. I t i s sufficient for each 
of us to study the materials of the various international anti-war movements i n 
the world, i n the V/est or the East, tlie North or the South, i n order to understand 
the great concern which i s now arising everyvrhere i n connection v;ith the decision 
of the United States Government concemin¿ the production' of nuclear neutron 
weapons. 

For the f i r s t time, i n December 1981, the United Nations General Assembly 
adopted a special resolution on this matter at i t s thirty-sixth session. V/ario-yis 
bodies of the non-aligned movement have also repeatedly advocated the unconditional 
prohibition of tills type of weapon of mass destruction. Thus, serious concern i n 
connection with the appearance of neutron weapons was expressed i n the communique 
of the meeting of foreign ministers and heads of delegations of non-aligned States 
at the thirty-sixth session of the United Nations General Assembly on 25 and 
28 September I9QI. The resolution of the OPANAL Council, adopted at the beginning 
of this year, 1982, also m^ges the prevention of the danger connected with the 
production of neutron vreapons. The l i s t of documents of various international 
bodies and organizations that are similar i n content could be multiplied. In the 
Committee on Disarmament, also, many delegations, reflecting the concern of the 
international community at the decision concerning the proluction of neutron 
weapons, have urged the starting without delay of negotiations on i t s prohibition 
within the framework of our Committee. 

True, there are also some delegations which are carefully by-passing this 
question. They consider i t appropriate,' for example, in the Committee on 
Disamament, to touch upon matters relating exclusively to the sovereign 
competence of States and to their social systems. And one honourable representative, 
as you knov7, complained at great length about the ideology ivhich has magnetic force 
for hundreds of millions of peoples but v/Mch he personally, i t seems, does not 
l i k e . 

The activity of these delegations — and I have no doubt the members of the 
Committee know which delegations I am referring to — on the question of the 
prohibition of nuclear neutron vreapons was aimed solely at blocking the p o s s i b i l i t y 
of negotiations on this urgent matter. 
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Speaking on this question, certain delegations put forward various argxments. 
Let us analyse these arguments. 

The f i r s t and most commonly adduced one was the claim that neutron weapons 
are merely a "harmless", '"humane" type of nxoclear weapon and that there i s 
therefore no need to single out tliis question from the whole complex of problems 
involved i n the prohibition of nuclear weapons, the negotiations on which, by the 
way, also cannot commence through t h e f a i a t of the same delegations. Let us 
examine the real character and quality of these "Ьшапе" v/eapons — nuclear 
neutron weapons. 

F i r s t of a l l , neutron munitions are a new system of nuclear weapons with a l l 
the striking factors inherent i n such weapons. Although some of the usual 
characteristics of nuclear weapons, such as the blast wave, are scmevihat less 
marked i n neutron vreapons, they are s t i l l very important. 

Thus, according to the estimates of the Western experta, the use of a 
relatively "low yield" neutron device of 1 kt wovad destroy a l l the buildings 
and installations within a radius of 300 metres. 

Secondly, the nuclear neutron weapons have an i n i t i a l radiation power 10 times 
greater than traditional nuclear weapons. 

According to data published i n the press, within a radius of 1 km fron the . 
epicentre of the explosion of a 1 kt chéirge, people would be subject to a radiation 
dose of 8 ,000 rad or more; at a distance of 2 km from the epicentre the dose 
wovild be 650 rad, vrtiile at a distance of 2 .5 km i t would be 200 ,rad. It may be 
noted that for human beings the lethal dose ID-50 i s estimated to be 200 rad. 

I should like to quote the words of our most eminent scientist éuid President 
of the Academy of Sciences of the USSR, Academician A.P. Alexandrov. "Neutron 
weapons", he said, "do not merely k i l l . For each person k i l l e d there wovjld be 
10 times more people exposed to various с oses of radiation. Some of them would 
die within different periods of time, while others, remaining alive, would 
produce abnormal offspring as a result of the damage caused to genetic, hereditary 
structures". The English geneticist G, Edwards entirely agrees with these 
conclusions. According to his opinion, the special feature of neutron weapons 
"consists i n the fact that the period of time during which i t can mutilate a 
person i s unlimited, and even,after several generations" following the use of 
this weapon"— after several generations, gentlemen — "children would be bom 
mutilated by radiation". 

So, the assertions about the "hinnane" character of neutron weapons do not 
stand up to any criticism; they can be described as being blasphemous. 

The second argument used by these delegations i s that neutron weapons are, 
they claim, "defensive" vreapons and w i l l be used meanly to lepel massive tank 
attacks. Let us examine this allegation too. 
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I have here an i l l u s t r a t i o n from an article i n the Vest German magazine, Stem. 
Vith the a r t i s t i c expression wortliy, i t seems to us, of a better cause, i t depicts 
the explosion of a neuclear neutron device with a 1 kt yield and gives information 
about i t s consequences. Only at a distance of more than 1,200 metres from the 
epicentro of the explosion woiild a man, as the article puts i t , "have a chance to 
survive". 

Let us look at this picture as non-experts. 

The area of the "death c i r c l e " witliin a radius of 1,200 metres i s about 
4.5 km̂ . The average density of the population i n the heavily populated areas of 
Central Europe which i s primarily where, i t i s said, i t i s planned to use neutron 
weapons, i s about 25O persons per square kilometre ( i f v/e simply divide the total 
population of the Federal Republic of Germany by i t s area). This means that on 
the averaige as a result of the explosion of only one neutron bcmb more than 
1,000 c i v i l i a n s are doomed to death. The famous decision of the United States 
Administration envisages the production of 1,130 neutron v/arheads. (No one has 
said, by the way, that this i s the f i n a l figure.) The existence of these bombs 
i n the arsenal of the United States means l i t e r a l l y the inevitable death of a 
minimum of one and a half million c i v i l i a n s — and I repeat, that i s the minimum. 
Should the neutron bomb" explode over the housing blocks" of c i t i e s , the number of 
i t s victims would increase many times. 

And how i s i t related to tanks, distinguished delegates? Even i f we talce 
the inflated figures given by the NATO countries for the nmber of tanks i n the 
Varsaw Treaty countries, the total number of their crews i s 10 times less than the 
minimum fignre I gave for the losses among the c i v i l i a n population. 

It should be noted that many Vestem experts have already expressed their 
doubts about the poss i b i l i t y of the use of neutron weapons for so-called defensive 
purposes since tank attacks, according to modem ideas, w i l l be carried out not 
i n large compact groups but i n a dispersed fashion. 

It i s also claimed that the decision on the full-scale production of neutron 
weapons i s defensive i n character since i t i s intended to store these weapons 
on the territory of the United States i t s e l f . 

Allow me i n this connection to quote the opinion on this matter of the 
French Mnister of Defence, Ilr. Charles Hernu, whose competence i n this matter 
i s hardly l i k e l y to be questioned by anyone i n this room. On 10 August last year, 
three days after the adoption of the decision on neutron weapons Mr. Hemu stated 
the following: "The theory of the use of neutron weapons contains the idea that 
the United States and "the USSR could start limited -warfare on the territory of 
Europe. It i s exactly i n this sense, I have said,'that the decision of -
President Reagan i s ambiguous, for I do not believe that these weapons for 
theatre military operations can be of any use to them on their own territoïy. 
This fact, i t seems to me, could lead the Americems to ask their partners i n 
NATO to accept these v/eapons for storage". 
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The European continent i s the main but not the sole region which may become 
the victim of the use of neutron weapons. According to the statement made by 
Secretary of Defense Weinberger, the United States " w i l l use neutron weapons • 
everywhere i n the world". They may be used by the United States "rapid 
deployment forces" which are, as i s kno\m, intended for actions i n coimtries 
rich i n sources of raw materials. Other regions of the world are also running 
a real and increasing danger. Today i t i s the Near or Mddle East; tomorrow 
i t may prove to be Africa, Latin America, southern Asia or any other area of 
the world that f a l l s tmder the definition of "theatre of military operations'*. 

Thus, the notion of the "defensive" character of neutron weapons i s a piire 
invention and cannot be taken seriously. This weapon i s very attractive to any 
potential aggressor as a means for a f i r s t nuclear strilce. By exploding several 
neutron bombs over industrial centres and destroying f i r s t of a l l their inhabitants 
as well as their defenders, the aggressor would clear a way for himself and 
avoid a bloody battle, since i n this case he would not have to fight for each 
building and there would be no destruction delaying his advancement. 

The third ar/rument. Some propagandists of neutron weapons, including those 
i n the Committee on Disarmament, have tried to depict them as almost a "stabilizing 
factor", capable of slowing' down and maybe even halting the arms race. V/hat can 
be said i n respect of this claim? 

The particvilar danger of neutron weapons resides precisely in' the fact that 
they eliminate the distinction betv/een non-nuclear and nuclear warfare, lower 
the so-called nuclear threshold and are, i n fact, the "ideal" instrument for 
unleashing a global thermonuclear war. 

Majiy Europeans, who are those primarily threatened by neutron weapons, have 
understood this. Por example, the eminent French physicist Paul-Marie de l a Gorce 
gave a detailed and objective analysis of the evolution of American military 
doctrine i n the light of the decision on the full-scale production of nuiclear 
neutron weapons. He pointed out, i n particular, that the direction of this 
evolution i s towards finding poss i b i l i t i e s for the use of nuclear armed forces 
against the nuclear forces of other countries. An article published i n the 
newspaper Figaro of 17 August 1981 states the following: "\i/hatever the me-üiods 
considered and their theoretical foundation, often confused and questionable, 
the object i s to make 'atomic war' possible, that i s , rational, admissible auid 
winnable. The 'neutron bomb' i s one of the most important means for achieving 
this end. This i s the real state of affairs". 

In an important research report by SIPRI on nuclear radiation i n warfare i t 
i s clearly pointed out that the relatively "humane?' character of neutron weapons 
in respect of material installations "may encourage the use of the neutron bomb 
on the territory of an a l l y i n conditions under which the deployment of ordinary 
nuclear boabs would have been vigorously opposed. The threshold for the use of 
nuclear weapons would thus be considerably lowered, with the danger of the 
conflict escalating into a full-scale nuclear war". 
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ïïms, the appearance of neutron ггеаропз i n militaiy arsenals represents a 
destabilizing factor, which w i l l inevitably lead to a new and dangerous spiralling 
of the arms race. 

The fourth ar,?iiEient. lastly, some delegations i n this room, and also at 
the thiriy-sixth session of the United Nations General Assembly, m i l l e not 
objecting to negotiations on the prohibition of neutron weapons, tried to linlc 
this question with negotiations on the limitation of mediiM-range missiles and, 
i n particular SS-20s. If I am not mistalcen, this idea was expressed i n the 
statements of some delegations of neutral and non-aligned countries. V/ell, 
although we do not see any direct link between these types of weapons, nevertheless 
we have always stated that there i s no area of disarmament and no category of 
weapon on which agreement cannot be reached. 

The negotiations on medium-range nuclear weapons i n Europe have, as you 
know, already started here i n Geneva, and we have repeatedly expressed our hope 
for their speedy and successful conclvision. But no negotiations are being 
conducted on the subject of neutron weapons, and we believe that negotiations 
on that topic too shculd be started without delay. 

.All the above observations go to show the complete untenability of the 
position of those States which, on various far-fetched pretexts, are preventing 
the i n i t i a t i o n of negotiations on one of the most urgent aspects of the complex 
problem of the limitation of the arms race. There i s no doubt that nuclear 
neutron weapons belong to those types of weapons of mass destruction which, by 
lowering the threshold of a nuclear war, are pushing the v/orld towards a 
nuclear catastrophe. 

The Soviet delegation f e l t conçelled to expleiin i n detail again i t s viev/s 
on the question of the prohibition of neutron weapons i n vievi, i n particular 
of the fact that this matter w i l l be the subject of discussion at the forthcoming 
second special session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament. V/e do not see any ju s t i f i c a t i o n fox- further delay i n resolving 
this issue. Our delegation i s ready to conduct serious negotiations on the 
basis of eqixality and equal security and- of a genuine desire on the part of 
the participants i n achieving positive results. The Soviet Union was the f i r s t 
to draw the attention of peoples to the danger i n the emergence of this means 
of mass destruction, and took'the i n i t i a t i v e i n proposing that i t should be 
prohibited. As you knov/. President Leonid Brezhnev has stated that the 
Soviet Union w i l l not embark on the production of neutron weapons i f other 
States do not possess such v/eapons, and i t i s ready to conclude an agreement 
prohibiting these v/eapons once and for a l l . Here i n the Committee, a group of 
socialist countries (Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, the German Democratic Republic, 
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H-ungary, Mongolia, Poland, Romania, and the USSR) as long ago as i n 1978 submitted 
a draft convention on the prohibition of neutron weapons. This document 
(CCD/559) can s t i l l be the basis for constructive negotiations. It contains 
an undertaking by the States parties not to produce, stockpile, deploy anywhere 
or use nxjclear neutron weapons. The draft also contains provisions concerning 
control, a procediire for consultations and the co-operation of the parties 
i n the process of the implementation of the convention. We are prepared"to 
take into account any suggestions or comments that may be made by the 
participants i n the negotiations as regards the revision of this text. 

We propose the establishmenc without delay of an appropriate ad hoc 
working group of the Committee on Disarmament; for the preparation of a draft 
Qonvention. 

There i s one more reason why our delegation i s so insistently urging the 
discussion of the question of neutron weapons. We consider that never before 
i n the histoiy of disarmament, negotiations have their participants been 
confronted with e v i l i n such a "pure" form as i n the case of the "pure" 
neutron bomb. This weapon i s the direct product of a maniac conviction that 
a l l human beings are monsters and that war i s the natural condition of hman 
society. I am merely quotir^g the words of the American scientist Sam Cohen, 
the "father" of the neutron bomb. Consequently, the world community and the 
United Nations General Assembly, at i t s second special session devoted to 
disarmament, are entitled to know and should be told the truth about who i s 
preventing — and for what reason — the immediate starting within an appropriate 
organizational framework of negotiations v.'ith a view to the conclusion of a 
con-rention on th-s prohibition of the production, stockpiling, deployment and 
use of nuclesir neutron weapons. We consider i t abnormal that, given the 
decisions of the United Nations General Assembly on the one hand, and concrete 
draft documents aimed at implementing the decisions of the General Assembly 
on the other, the Committee i s obxiged to stand helpless i n the face of this 
tremendous danger because of the position of a certain number oí delegations. 

In conclusion, the delegation of the Soviet Union wishes, while i t has 
the floor, to draw the attention of members of the Committee to a TASS 
statement of 19 February 1982 which we hf.ve had circulated as an o f f i c i a l 
document of the Committee (CD/253). We siiall be able to refer to this matter 
at greater length when the Committee disciisses the question of the prohibition 
of chemical weapons. 
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The CHAIEMAH (translated from French); I thank His Excellency Ambassador Issraelyan 
for his statement and for the kind words he addressed to me. In accordance 
with the decision taken by the Committee at i t s 157th plenary meeting, I give the 
floor to the distinguished representative of Austria, His Excellency Ambassador Nettel. 

Mr. ilETTEL (Austria); Mr. Chairman, may I express my delegation's sincere 
satisfaction i n seeing you assume the responsibility of guiding this Committee t h r o u ^ 
i t s important work during the month of March. It gives me particular pleasure to 
welcome you, an eminent representative of our good neighbour, Italy, as Chairman of 
the Committee at this crucial sta.ge i n i t s work. 

As regards the Chairman for the month of February, the representative of Iran, 
my delega.tion acknowledges with appreciation his efforts to overcome the proceduael 
obstacles which a.re usually the prominent feature at the beginning of each year's 
session. 

Taking the floor for the f i r s t time i n the course of the 1982 session, I wish 
to put on record our gratitude tha.t the Austrian delega.tion ha.s a.gain been allowed 
to participate i n the meetings of the Committee on Disarmament and i t s subsidiary 
bodies. 

By observing most attentively the work of the Committee and i t s working groups, 
my delegation demonstra.ted already last year i t s grea.t interest i n the work of this 
body. The representatives of Aiistria w i l l not f a i l to intensify this learning process, 
the outcome of which w i l l hopefully permit us to contribute actively to the future 
work to be undertaken i n this forum. 

lyÇy delega.tion i s well aware that, according to the a^greed schediile, the time 
for statements of a more general na.ture ha.s already passed. Vith your kind indulgence, 
I shall nevertheless make some remarks of a more comprehensive cha.ra.cter} this i s 
of course due to the fact that non-member btates obtained permission to make 
statements only a. week ago. " 

bo, permit me to look br i e f l y into the past, upon which this new session of the 
Committee on Disarmament w i l l have to b\iild. The Austrian authorities have closely 
examined the 1981 report of the Committee and took note with satisfa.ction of some 
progress which was achieved regarding the prohibition of chemical weapons. Austria 
joined those States which welcomed this development during the thirty-sixth session 
of the General Assembly, which, however, urged the Committee with no lesser degree 
of concern to continue sincere and mea.ningfiil negotiations on a convention prohibiting 
the development, production or stockpiling of a l l chemical weapons, b'iy country, 
being located i n one of the most sensitive areas of this globe, i s conscious of the 
incredible danger i t would encounter i f such terrible wea.pons were to be used i n i t s 
region. As a ma.tter of fact, Austria, i t s e l f has alwa.ys been free of chemical wea.pons, 
by conviction and past experience, as well, later on, as a consequence of a legal 
commitment l a i d down i n the State Treaty of 1955» Ve sincerely hope tha.t the 
"Elements suggested by the Cha.irman", which are contained i n last year's report, can 
soon be transformed into formal treaty provisions. Negotiations conducted i n good 
fait h and oriented towards a.n early conclusion should be one of the ma.in tasks of 
the Committee during i t s 1982 session. In view of this oveiieOl objective, we consider 
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the extension of the working groups' mandate, as decided recently Ъу the Committee, 
to Ъе an important step forward. Any concrete achievement towards the elabora.tion 
of a. convention w i l l be highly appreciated by the second special session, which 
wi l l judge the Committee not by i t s words, but by i t s deeds. 

As regards the consideration of nuclear disarmament by the Committee on Disarmame] 
we learned with some apprehension that there ha.d been no progress at a l l . Looking 
i n particvilar for the conclusion of a comprehensive test ban, my Government regrets 
tha.t the trila.teral talks ha.ve not been resumed and that i t has not been possible 
to establish within the Committee a working group, which, to a certain extent, might 
have been instrumental for the reopening of these t r i l a t e r a l negotiations. As a 
consequence, at the thirty-sixth session of the General Assembly, Austria, joined 
those States which stressed the necessity to give high priority to the CTB issue and 
which requested the Committee to i n i t i a t e substantive negotiations, which should be 
conducted i n a v/orking group established to that effect. It i s therefore with much 
regret that we have learned these days that the Committee so far ha.s again been 
unable to establish such a group. If the creation of a foimal group i s considered 
too far-reaching a step by certain delegations, a l l possibilities for intermediate 
measxires should be explored so as to take appropriately into account the high priority 
ma.rk assigned to this item by the international community as a. whole. 

Ш.у I also briefly mention our continuing interest i n the issue of 
non-proliferation. This concern is clearly demonstrated by the fact that this year's 
International Seminar for young diplomats at KLesheim Castle i n Austria w i l l deal 
exclusively with the question of non-proliferation. We do hope that one or another 
junior representative to the Committee w i l l be able to attend this Seminar. 

May I refer again to the last General Assembly because that body i s , for a 
non-member of the Committee, the focus of i t s disarinament policies and the. main forum 
for the presentation of new ideas concerning"intema.tional security i n particular. 
In his statement delivered on 1 October 1981, the Federal Minister for Foreign Affairs, 
W.P. Pahr, expressed concern rega.rding the continuing arms race and the failure with 
respect to balanced disarmament. He suggested that objective procedures for assessing 
and verifying the true level of aimament in the world could contribute to a process 
of^ the progressive and balanced lov'/ering of these levels. Our proposal to study 
mechanisms, to which could be entrusted the task of verifying and evaluating the 
state of armament on an objective basis, was the subject of consultations. In the 
light of the reactions received, the i n i t i a l ' project was re-examined by my authorities 
and the revised version circulated i n New York as a working paper (A/C.I/36/14), 
which might serve a s a basis for further considera.tion, possibly within the framework 
of the second special cession. I and my colleagues would be ready to discuss this 
ma.tter informally with the members of the Committee and would welcome further reactions 
on this issue, which is related to the area of confidence-building measures, as 
v/ell as to that of verification and, through these links, also connected to the 
concept of a comprehensive programme of disarmament. 

Confidence-building constitutes an important feature of another subject-matter 
under consideration by the Committee on Disarmament, the so-called security guarantees, 
which my delega.tion prefers to label "commitments not to use nuclear weapons against 
non-nuclear States". May I refer i n this connection to a.nother proposal by the 
Austrian Government, v/hich I had the honour to present to the Committee i n July of 
last year. At that time, I referred i n particular to certain doubts which arose with 
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respect to the legal value and the operational character of the existing commitments. 
In order to dissipate these uncertainties, the Austrian Government proposed that the 
Committee should, through the General Assembly, approach the Intema-tional Coiirt 
of Justice, which could, by means of an advisory opinion, give i t s views on the legal 
na.ture of these declara.tions. buch an opinion wo\¿d certainly not prejudge the 
fvirther discussion of this question i n the Committee, a discussion which w i l l always 
be highly p o l i t i c a l i n nature. Such a juridical opinion might however be considered 
helpful i n a sitxia.tion which seems to be blocked i n many respects. 

Ify Government i s quite aware of the close link between the adverse international 
climate and the possib i l i t i e s for progress i n this Committee. A disillusioned and 
cynical approach to multinational disarmament efforts i s , however, no reasona-ble 
alternative, especially not for the younger generation, which, lea.ving aside 
technicalities and stra.tegic specifics, harbours i d e a l i s t i c aspira.tions for a peaceful 
world without weapons. Disarmament can certainly not be achieved by mere goodwill 
and wishful thinking; p o l i t i c a l realism teaches that lesson. Tensions have been 
moTinting these last months i n the European region as a consequence of beha.viour 
inconsistent with the Helsinki Rules concerning the protection of human rights and 
fundamental freedoms, ijituations of foreign occupation and violations of intema.tional 
law ha.ve continued i n other areas of the globe. The use of force i n certain regions 
has created counterpressures. New armament programmes have been approved as a 
consequence of diminished security perceptions. There i s , however, one glimmer of 
hope, since the dialogue between the superpowers has been resumed on the question 
of intermediate-range missiles. Me hope that this new dialogue a.ugurs well for a. 
certain improvement of the East-V/est climate, which might also give the Committee 
on Disarmament the opportunity to enga.ge i n real and meaningful negotiations. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French); I thank His Excellency Ambassador Nettel 
for his statement and for the Icind and frienaly vrords he addressed to me and my 
country. The statement he has just ma.de i s the last on my l i s t for today. I woulci 
like to know whether any other delega.tions wish to speak? If not, I c-uggest tha.t 
we should now br i e f l y consider the question of the request ma.de by Switzerland. I 
ha.ve asked the secretariat to circulate the draft decision which concerns the i«quest 
by Switzerland and is contained i n Working Pa.per No. 56. The request was circulated 
to the members of the Oommittee last Friday i n the document boxes and was also ma.de 
ava.ilable to delega.tions today at the opening of this plena.ry meeting. If there i s 
no objection, I suggest that we should suspend this plenary meeting for a few 
minutes to consider Working Paper Ho. 56. I hope that we shall ra.pidly be able to 
reach a. consensus on this matter; we coulo then immediately resume the plenary 
meeting to a.dopt the decision. 

If there is no objection, the plenary meeting i s suspended. 

The meeting was suspended a.t 12.05 P.m. and resumed at 12.10 p.m.. 

http://ma.de
http://ma.de
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Tlie СНА.1Ю1&1Т (translated from French) : The 159th plenary .meeting 
i s resumed. The Committee has before i t Woricing Paper No. 5 6 . l / contaijiing 
a draft decision concerning Switzerland's request to Ъе permitted to participate 
during the 1932 session i n the discussions on chemical wea.pons. If there i s no 
objection, I w i l l take i t tha.t the Committee adopts the draft decision. 

It wa.s so decided. 

If no other speaker wishes to take the floor, I intend to adjourn the meeting. 
The next plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament w i l l be held on Thursday, 
4 March, at 1 0 . 3 0 a.m. 

The meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 12.15 P.m. 

1/ "In response to the request of Switzerland [CD/254] and i n accordance with 
rules 33 to 35 of i t s Rules of Procedure, the Committee decides to invite the 
representative of Switzerland to participate during 1982 i n the discussions on 
chemical wea.pons at plenary and infoimal meetings of the Committee, as well as i n 
the meetings of the ad hoc working group established on that item." 
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The CHAIEIIAN (translated from French); I declare open the l 6 0 t h plenary meeting 
of the Committee on Disarmament. Today, the Committee w i l l continue, i t s 
consideration of item 2 of i t s agendas cessation of the nuclear aims race.and 
nuclear disarmam" ^t. Hov/ever, members -¡ho would like to make statements on any 
other subject it-levauL -co the Coarjuit cee ' s v/oik are fx'-ee to do so, i n acccrdanoe with 
rule 30 of the Rules of Procedure. I v/ould now lik e to welcome Mr. Eivinn Berg, 
the Norv/egian State Secretary for Foreign Affairs, who w i l l address the Committee 
today. Mr. Berg i s an experienced diplomat who has been posted i n Geneva, Brussels 
and the United States. He vas appointed State Secretary for Foreign Affairs i n 
October 1981. I am sure that the Committee v/ill appreciate the personal interest 
he takes i n our v/ork. I have on my l i s t of speakers for today the representatives 
of Hungary, Czechoslovakia, Romania, Morocco, China, Yugoslavia, Mexico, the 
German Democratic Republic and Norway. I now give the floor to the f i r s t speaker 
on my l i s t , the representative of Hungary, Ambassador Komives. 

Mr. KOMIVES (Hungary); Mr. Chairman, as I have already had a chance to v/elcome 
you as a new colleague, permit me now to congratulate you also as Cheiirman of the 
Committee for the month of îlarch. When I offer you the f u l l support of my 
delegation, I also express the belief that a fresh hand i s usually successful i n 
steering the course, as has been illustrated by the example of your predecessor. 
Ambassador Jafar Mahallati of Iran deserves the expression of our appreciation for 
the way i n v̂ rhich he presided over the Committee during i t s very d i f f i c u l t opening 
phase. 

In my statement on 11 February, I gave a summary of my Government's position 
jii most of the items before the Committee on Disarmament and l a i d special stress 
upon the two items that are at the head of our agenda. Today I want to reed'firm 
that, for the Hungarian People's Republic, for a l l i t s people as well as for-the 
Government, the cessation of the nuclear arms race, the elimination of the threat of 
nuclear v/ar and nuclear disarmament continue to be' questions of the highest priority 
and, within the complex of measures reauired to achieve that most important objective, 
we attach the g r f t e s t urgency to the comlete and general rohibition of a l l 
nuclear-weapon teots. 

This reaffirmation of our f u l l commitment to the solution of the most burning 
problems of our generation—which i s , i n fact, a commitment shared by the 
overwhelming majority of delegations — i s not at a l l superfluous i n the light of 
what has been stated by the representatives of the United States, either i n general 
before this plenum or i n more detail i n various subsidiary bodies. The policy of 
intensifying military preparations i n a f u t i l e quest for military superiority -has 
alresidy hindered the work of the Committee for some time, but i t i s only i n the 
last few weeks that even the most optimistic of delegations have come to realize 
the true nature of that policy, with a l l i t s consequences for the disarmament 
negotiations. 

The Hungarian delegation f u l l y shares the feelings of "regret and total 
dissatisfaction" and of "disappointment, ... even resentment" -- to quote only two 
of the numerous expressions of apprehension from recent statements by delegations 
from a l l quarters of the world. The infamous policy of "linkage" i s now manifest 
not only i n matters of global p o l i t i c a l affairs, but also i n questions on the 
agenda of this Committee, as was rightly pointed out by Ambassador Ijewere of Nigeria, 
in his intervention of 25 February. 
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We are not v/illing to accept any attempts which would relegate the nuclear 
test han issue, making i t but one of the elements "in the f u l l range of long-term 
United btates arms control objectives". We are i n f u l l agreement with Dr. Rostow 
that "a test ban cannot of i t s e l f end the threat posed by nuclear weapons"; we can 
also agree with him that a comprehensive test ban i n i t s e l f would not help reduce 
the threat of nuclear weapons. But i t would reduce that threat substantially i f 
i t was followed by other measures aimed at reducing and ultimately eliminating 
nuclear weapons. 

The recipe offered by Dr. Rostow "for achieving progress towards the 
elimination of the nuclear menace" may soimd attractive to outsiders, but not 
to the members of this body. "The negotiation of significant reductions i n 
nuclear weapons, and the eventual elimination of the weapons themselves", as 
he suggested, váthout having f i r s t prevented the continuing improvement of 
nuclear arsenals, i s nothing but a poor attempt at misrepresentation. 
Especially so when connected with concrete steps by his Government aimed at 
upsetting the balance of forces. 

The Hungarian delegation always tries to remain within the limits of 
r e a l i t i e s . Nevertheless, we cherished some hopes at the very beginning of this 
session that the Committee might perhaps be able to make headway, i f not really 
i n substance, at least i n creating the necessary framework where negotiations 
could start i n earnest. In view of the massive support of the non-aligned and 
neutral States, not to mention the socialist countries, the delegation of the 
German Democratic Republic, on 15 February, even proposed a draft for the 
mandate of one of the vrorking groups. Unfortunately, our hopes have been 
quickly dispelled by the obstinate position of the United States and the 
United Kingdom. 

In such a situation, my delegation i s not at a l l surprised by the strong 
wave of criticism that was given voice by several delegations. It i s clearly 
a legitimate and not unwarranted reaction. However, any generalization of the 
responsibility for the lack of progress would only serve to cushion the impact 
of that criticism. The responsibility for blocking the efforts of the 
Committee must be bom by those Governments that openly challenge the opinion, 
the w i l l and the interest of a l l peoples. Good examples of such a c r i t i c a l 
stand were given by the representatives of Indonesia, Nigeria and Sweden, 

At the same time, i t i s also our duty to vrelcome the "constructive 
overtures" which were offered by the delegation of the Soviet Union and to 
which attention was properly drawn by the representative of Bra^iil i n his 
statement on 25 February. 
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I hope Ambassador de bouza e Silva \íill .not mind i f I quote him twice i n 
such a brief intervention, but I cannot help stressing hov; right he v;ras i n 
emphasizing the need for " w i l l " . F i r s t "the vrill to search for a generally 
acceptable procedure", then "vdll ... to engage in grod faith consultations 
with the aim of breaking the v/all of intransigence", and f i n a l l y v d l l to "permit 
the Committee on Disarmament to exercise the priority functions vdth v;hich i t 
was entrusted". This last remark, to my delegation, clearly means 
negotiations. 

Before I leave the subject, l e t me mention bri e f l y that my delegation . 
understands the frustration of several delegations i n face of the d i f f i c u l t 
situation which has developed i n the Committee and that i t appreciates the 
various attempts made to bring about some movement towards the negotiation of 
a test ban. Nevertheless, we arc i n agreement vdth the representative of 
the German Democratic Hepublic i n his evaluation of the various proposals put 
forward by Canada, Japan and Australia. 

In the context of a comprehensive test ban, several delegations referred 
to the non-proliferation aspect of such a measure or of the lack of such a 
measure. The HvAngarian delegation i s of the firm view that the prevention of 
the further geographical proliferation of nuclear weapons i s an important and 
timely question. This has been accentuated by the plans and practical steps 
leading to a build-up of nuclear arsenals on the territories of States where 
there are no such weapons at present. 

Under such circumstances, the elaboration and adoption of an international 
agreement on the non-stationing of nuclear víeápons on the territories of 
States where there are no such weapons at present would be of great importance. 

Guided by these considerations, the delegations of the German Democratic 
Republic and the Hungarian People's Republic have elaborated a working paper 
on the subject and transndtted i t today for circulation to the Secretariat. 
The working paper i s self-explanatory and needs no detailed introduction. 

At the same time I vrould lik e to express the hope of the two delegations 
that the members of the Committee w i l l give due attention to that working 
paper. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French); I thank the representative of 
Hvmgary for his statement and for the kind vrords he addressed to the Chair. 
I now give the floor to the representative of Czechoslovakia, 
Minister StruXka. 
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Mr. STRUCICA (Czechoslovalcia) (translated from Russian); Allow me f i r s t of a l l 
to congratulate you, Mr. Chairman, upon your assumption of the responsible office 
of Chairman of the Committee for the month of March. Allov; me at the same time to 
express our delegation's thanks to the distinguished representative of Iran, under 
whose efficient guidance our Committee worked in February. Ve hope that, under 
your direction, the Committee w i l l discuss a l l the questions before i t in a 
businesslike manner and that a l l delegations are prepared to give you support 
towards that end. States which are not members of the Committee can undoubtedly 
also play a positive role in this respect, and we welcome their participation i n our 
work. However, those States w i l l , in our view, be able to give the most rational 
and efficient assistance to the efforts of States members of the Committee only i f 
they make a constructive contribution towards the Committee's work in accordance with 
i t s Rules of Procedure. In particular, I should like to draw attention to rule 33» 
which provides that "States not members of the Committee may submit to the Committee 
written proposals or working documents on measures of disarmament that are the 
subject of negotiation in the Committee and may participate in the discussion of the 
subject-matter of such proposals or working documents". 

Ve should like to draw your attention, Mr. Chairman, as well as the attention 
of the other delegations, to the need for s t r i c t observance of the Rules of , 
Procedure so that the businesslilce atmosphere i n the Conmiittee i s not disturbed and 
delegations' attention i s not diverted from the discussion of important and urgent 
items on the agenda. 

Today the Czechoslovalc delegation would like to comment on behalf of the group 
of socialist coimtries on some aspects of those countries' agreed position on the 
comprehensive programme of disarmament as contained in document CD/245 and to reply 
to a number of questions raised by some delegations in that connection. Ve note 
with satisfaction that the agreed position has aroused general interest and, as the 
statements by a number of delegations testify, has been attentively studied. 

There i s , I am sure, no need to explain in detail the meaning and nature of 
document C D / 2 4 5 ; two statements by our delegation have already been devoted to 
that purpose. I should only like to emphasize one fact: our document i s not a 
blueprint of a comprehensive programme of disarmament. Rather, i t i s a set of 
reflections on the general outline and contents of the programme. Ve base our work 
in the Vorking Group and the contact groups on the ideas set forth in our dociunent, 
putting forward, where necessary, related proposals i n the form either of 
amendments to documents submitted by other countries or of developed and more 
specific versions of the provisions of our own text. 

That, I dare say, i s the main feature which distinguishes document CD / 2 4 5 from 
the corresponding document of the Group of 21 (CD / 2 2 3 ) and from the document of the 
western countries ( C D / 2 0 5 ) , The sponsors of document CD / 2 4 5 proceed from the 
principle that, in negotiations on individual sections of the comprehensive 
programme of disarmament, i t is necessary to adopt a constructive approach with a 
view to reaching a universally acceptable compromise. As the work of the contact 
groups on objectives, priorities and principles demonstrates, the provisions of 
document CD / 2 4 5 contribute significantly towards the elaboration of universally 
acceptable formulations. 
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The sponsors of document CD/2.45.jifiye be.ard with great .-jiterest the comments 
and questions of some delegaxicnc concerning the agreed position of the .̂ roup of 
socialist countries. Various questions have Ъееп askr-^. It has to be said from the 
start that i t s u i l l rs;.:r.in. fr.r a l l cx v.a tc seek s-. Ó i sir c'. cry ans^^ers -'о scmr ci Lhcse 
questions in our future work. That is the case, for example, of the question of 
the nature of the programme. ^That i s , without doubt a veiy important issue, 
Prelirainaiy considerations on that point were expressed last year and the year 
before last. But no more substantial exchange oí views has yet tai:en place. The 
sponsors of document CD/245 hold the view that the comprehensive programme of 
disarmament should not become yet another piece of paper in the archives of the 
United Nations, and that a l l States should show the p o l i t i c a l w i l l needed for i t s 
implementation. At the same time, the socialist countries have not yet formed a 
definitive opinuon as to how this responsible ix)litical approach towards the 
implementation of the comprehensive ргоьтатте of disarmament should be reflected 
in the nature of the programme. The answer to that question w i l l no doubt be 
affected, to some extent, by the actual contents of the comprehensive programme of 
disarmament as agreed by delegations. Ve shall be interested to hear the views of 
a l l delegations on this question in greater detail. 

A number of questions have also been asked concerning our attitude to the 
breakdown of measures into stages. The socialist countries already agreed at an 
earlier point in our work to proceed on the basis of a hypothesis whereby measures 
were provisionally spread over four stages. That working method is s t i l l 
acceptable to us, as are such other approaches as may meet with the Committee's 
approval and contribute to the efficient progress of the negotiations. As already 
pointed out, document CD/245 i s not a precise draft of a comprehensive programme 
of disarmament. Consequently, the fact that the neasures l i s t e d in that document, 
are not divided up according to separate stages does not mean that the socialist 
co-untries are against the stage-by-stage implementation of the programme. At 
meetings of the Vorking Group we have already stated our position on a l l four 
stages and have indicated what measures should, i n our view, be implemented at each 
stage. In the c-urse of the further wor' on the question • Г stages, we intend to 
strive to find mutually acceptable formulations on the l-asis of our proposals as 
put forward in the V/orking Group and of our joint working paper and taking account 
of proposals by other delegations. 

V/ith regard to the comment by the distinguished representative of India to the 
effect that we have not included in our document measures relating to the last 
stages of implementation of the programme, I should like to dravj his attention to 
the fact that, in the course of discussion on a l l stages, including the last, we 
agreed, as fourth-stage measures, on f u l l disbanding of armed forces and destruction 
of a l l types of armaments, and also on the prohibition of the appropriation of funds 
for militaiy purposes. That i s precisely our understanding of the attainment of 
the f i n a l objective of general and complete disarmament. 

As regards the ordering of the iiieasures by stages, we are guided by their 
degree of priority, our ain being to ensure the earliest possible solution of the 
most immediate and urgent issues. Thus, for example, the prevention of nuclear war, 
the prohibition of nuclear tests and the cessation of the manufacture of nuclear 
weapons should quite naturally be included in the f i r s t stage. lieasures are also 
piroposed whose implementation couid only be embarked on under certain conditions, 
i.e. only after certain measures or sets of measures had f i r s t been implemented 
within the framework of the CPD. It i s obviously advisable to include such measures 
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ten-tativeiy••îll"the later stares. Take, for example, proposal (b) of the section 
on nuclear weapons of document CD/245: i t i s altogether logical that no start 
should be possible on the gradual reduction of stockpiles of nuclear weapons until 
after the cessation, as a result of negotiations with the participation of a l l 
nuclear-weapon States, of the manufacture of a l l types of nuclear weapons and the 
parallel adoption of measures for the strengthening of the p o l i t i c a l and 
international legal guarantees of the security of States. The destruction of 
nuclear weapons, in turn, must be preceded by a process of gradusil reduction of 
stockpiles of such arms. 

I should also like to point out that the socialist countries do not think that 
the C P D should be excessively detailed. After a l l , we are not talking about drafting 
a treaty — a detailed plan for general and complete disarmament — but about a 
comprehensive programme of disarmament, which should r e a l i s t i c a l l y pinpoint specific 
measures whose implementation as an immediate objective would malee a practical 
contribution towards the prevention of a nuclear catastrophe, halt the arms race 
and pave the way towards enduring peace. The f i n a l objective of the programme i s 
the achievement of general and complete disarmament under effective international 
control. As for the details of each measure, these should be determined in the 
course of appropriate negotiations. In this connection, we have no objection to 
the setting of r o u ^ deadlines for the reaching of agreement on particular aspects 
of the limitation of the arms race. At the same time, the fact that, for one 
reason or another, negotiations in progress on one set of questions have not been 
completed cannot serve as grounds for postponing negotiations on other questions. 

A number of specific questions were also raised concerning individual aspects 
of the agreed position of the socialist countries on the CPD. 

Thus, the distinguished representative of India requested cl a r i f i c a t i o n 
concerning the principle we propose of equality and equal security. In the 
Working Group, the delegations of the socialist countries have already stated that 
principle i n explici t terms, as follows: "In the negotiations between parties 
approximately equal m i l i t a r i l y , the principle of equality and equal security must 
be s t r i c t l y observed" ( C D / 2 5 9 , C D / C P D / I / P . 60). We have also explained that this 
principle was not invented by us, but was talcen from the "study on the relationship 
between disarmament and international security" prepared by experts appointed by 
the Secretary-General and app3X)ved by consensus by the General Assembly. In putting 
this question, the representative of India referred to the "imbalance which exists 
between nuclear-weapon States, on the one hand, and non-nuclear-weapon States, on 
the other". F i r s t , as we xmderstand i t , disarmament negotiations are certainly not 
conducted between those two groups of countries. The p o l i t i c a l reality i s quite 
different. We do not Icnow of any disarmament negotiations where a l l the nuclear-
weapon States are seated on one side of the table and the non-nuclear-weapon States 
on the other. On the contrary, in a l l negotiations, the watershed i s determined, 
not by the principle of the parties' possession or non-possession of nuclear weapons, 
but by p o l i t i c a l c r i t e r i a . Furthermore, I should like to add that, in i t s proposals, 
the Group of 21 envisages certain measures belonging to the sphere of bilateral 
negotiations between the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States 
of America. For example, document C D / 2 2 3 of 19 August 1981 spealcs of the 
continuation of negotiations between the USSR and the United States on the 
limitation of strategic armaments as one of the measures for the cessation of the 
nuclear arms race. The principle of equality and equal security i s f u l l y applicable 
to that measTire. 
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In reply to the Indian representative's question as to what the socialist 
countries have in mind when they say that "the existing balance in the sphere of 
nuclear strength must remain undisturbed at a l l stages, with a constant lowering 
of nuclear strength levels", I should lilce to explsiin that this balance should not 
be understood simplistically. If, for example, the USSR understood this principle 
to mean that a l l nucleaivweapon States must simultaneously reduce their nuclear 
armaments by an equal number of units, i t could hardly engage in strategic 
armaments limitation talks with the United States. I should like to recall that, 
under the SALT-2 agreement, which was signed but, unfortunately, has not entered 
into force, the Soviet Union was to reduce i t s strategic annaments by 250 units 
and the United States by about 30 vehicle units. I should also lilce to recall that, 
i n i t s present negotiations with the United States on the limitation of nuclear 
armaments in Europe, the Soviet side also has in mind only bilateral measures. 
However, i t quite justly considers that, although i t i s not a question of having 
those countries s i g i agreements, the corresponding armaments of the United Kingdom 
and Prance should be regarded as an inte{^al part of the NATO balance. At the same 
time, the Soviet Union, for clearly understandable reasons, cannot consent to the 
impairment of i t s security vis-à-vis the other nuclear-weapon States as a result of 
the implementation of nuclear disarmament measures. In other words, when the 
soci a l i s t countries speak of the existing balance i n the sphere of nucleeir strength, 
they do not mean á purely numerical balance; rather, they proceed from the belief 
that, i n defining that balance, account must be talcen of a wide range of military 
and p o l i t i c a l factors. 

Ve have also been asked why we included in our l i s t of measures the renunciation 
of the f i r s t use of nuclear weapons by nuclear-weapon States but not the complete 
prohibition of the use of such weapons, even though, at the thirty-sixth session of 
the General Assembly, we voted in favour of the Indian proposal on the lat t e r issue. 
F i r s t of a l l , I should lilce to stress once again that the proposal for the 
renunciation of the f i r s t use of nuclear weapons means that, i f there i s no f i r s t 
use, then there w i l l be no second or third use and, consequently, no use of nuclear 
weapons at a l l . Thus, both proposals are, in substance, aimed at the same objective. 
Consequently, i t would be legitimate for us, too, to ask a question of the 
representative of India and the representatives of other countries in the Group of 21: 
why do they have doubts about the renunciation of the f i r s t use of nuclear weapons 
by nuclear-weapon States, even though they, too, voted in favour of a resolution 
on that issue at the thirty-sixth session of the General Assembly. There i s yet 
another question which, we could put to them and to the Indian representative in 
particular: why do their projposals not include a proposal for the conclusion of 
a world convention on the non-use of force? After a l l , that proposjal as wider than 
their proposal for the prohibition of the use only of nuclear v;eapons. Yet the 
representative of India in his statement on 25 February actually cast doubt on the 
desirability of concluding such a convention. At one and the same time, an 
instrument of the kind in question would prohibit the use not just of nuclear 
weapons, but of -all other types of v;eapons as well. Of course, he i s absolutely 
right i n ssying- that the Charter of the United Nations already contains obligations 
concerning the non-use of force by member States, but, i f we followed his,logic, 
then there would not be any need to strive for a prohibition of the use of nuclear 
weapons either, since that i s only one of the forms — albeit'thé most dangerous — 
of the use of force in general. 
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Ue should also like to dra\/ the attention of the distincuished representative 
of India to the fact that the question of dissolution of p o l i t i c a l groupings which 
ve are allegedly proposing appears to have arisen only as a result of imprecise 
translation. By the concept of military and p o l i t i c a l groupings as used in 
document ŒD./245 are meant such alliances as UATO, the Uarsaw Pact and so on. 
The reference here i s , of course, in no case to the non-aligned movement. 

In concluding our statement, ve should like to express the f u l l agreement of 
the delegations of the socialist countries with the declaration by the distinguished 
representative of India to the effect that there i s a considerable area of 
agreement beti/een the positions of the Group of 21 and the group of socialist 
countries. Ue also believe that, by a process of questions and answers, vfe shall 
be able to explain our proposals in greater detail so as to bring those positions 
s t i l l closer together. 

The CHAIRllAH (translated from French): I thank the representative of 
Czechoslovakia for his statement and for the kind vrords he addressed to the Chair. 
I now give the floor to the representative of Romania, i Jr. iielescanu. 

Mr. ilELESCAHU (Romania) (translated from French); Mr. Chairman, f i r s t of a l l , 
I should like to offer you the Romanian delegation's sincerest congratulations on 
your assumption of the chairmanship of the Committee. 

ïour vast experience as a negotiator at the Conference on Security and 
Co-operation in Europe i s , for us, an additional riuarantee of the best possible 
conditions for -achieving tangible results during this month of March. I would like 
to assure you that you w i l l have the Romanian delegation's constructive and friendly 
support for the fulfilment of your responsibilities. 

Our congratulations also go to your predecessor, № . Mahalatti of Iran, on 
the courteous and patient way in v/hich he carried out the important tasl:s assigned 
to him. 

My statement today i s devoted to the subject of the cessation of the nuclear 
arms race and nuclear disarmament, which i s part of our programme of work. 

The participation of the Romanian delegation in this debate is based on the 
position of principle, expressed by other delegations as well, that the initiation 
of concrete negotiations on this subject, i/ithin the framev/ork of the Committee, i s 
not only urgently necessary, but also represents a real test of the v i a b i l i t y of 
this multilateral body, v/hich was established by the f i r s t special session devoted 
to disarmament. I should like to emphasize that, in ray delegation's opinion, there 
can be no valid argument against the i n i t i a t i o n of such negotiations. Many of the 
arguments v/e have heard stress the complexity of the neasures .concerning nuclear 
disarmament, a real Gordian Icnot on v/hich the achievement of progress in a l l fields 
of disarmsuaent depends. To our knov/ledge, however, there i s no better — or, 
indeed, any other — way of solving complex problems than to engage in negotiations 
and patient research uith determination and a v / i l l to find solutions acceptable 
for a l l . 
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V/e are, of course, aware of the complexity of nuclear disarmaraent, i t s 
importance for the security of the nuclear-weapon States and a l l States and the 
fact that such an undertaking cannot be accomplished a l l at once by some miracle, 
but we think that the Committee's task i s precisely one of working out a strategy 
for the gradual containment of the nuclear arms racé. In this Committee, we have 
often spoken about the need to define the time for curbing the arms race by 
measures such as a freeze, a halt to i t s development, etc. For us, this containment 
strategy i s part of the process of halting the arms race, which, when completed, 
w i l l lead to nuclear disau^mament. 

One essential element of this strategy i s , no doubt, the need to stop the 
improvement and development of nuclear v/eapons and, in this connection, the 
prohibition of nuclear tests takes pride of place, as has so often been emphasized. 
The convincing and well-reasoned arguments put forward on this subject by the member 
countries of the Group of 21 and the socialist countries, as v/ell as by other 
representatives, only persuade us that everything that should have been said 
already has been said. I v i i l l therefore merely place on record my delegation's 
support for the establishment of a working group of the Committee to negotiate the 
conclusion of an international agreement prohibiting nuclear weapon tests and 
stress that such a measure i s of paraiiiount importance in view of the forthcoming 
second special session. 

It i s also obvious that, in our discussions of practical means of halting 
the nuclear arms race, we cannot overlook the question of strategic doctrines. 
Indeed, as last year's debates showed, v/e must take a closer look at the concept 
of nuclear deterrence which provides the basis for the entire edifice that forces 
us to li v e under the constant threat of mankind's total destruction. It is 
perfectly obvious that, from a purely military point of view, nuclear weapons 
cannot be used for defensive purposes. Attempts to formulate strategic doctrines, 
such as the theory of deterrence, to compensate for this inherent defect of nuclear 
arsenals have done nothing but raise the stakes and make nuclear arsenals bigger and 
more sophisticated. From this point of view, the most dangerous situation by far 
is the one in Europe, where the great majority of States watches, helpless, as a new 
stage in the nuclear arms race is set in motion. As the President of the Socialist 
Republic of Romania, Nicolas Ceausescu, recently pointed out "If we, the European 
countries, are unable to stop the stationing of new nuclear missiles in Europe, we 
w i l l find ourselves the victims of these armaments. From a practical point of view, 
there i s no nation, either in the East or in the West, or in the North or i n the 
South, that v / i l l not be within range of these v/eapons." 

Romania therefore v/elcomed the opening of negotiations between the 
Soviet Union and the United States of America on medium-range missiles in Europe 
and expressed the hope that these negotiations \ i i l l lead to positive results. 
Inasmuch as the strongest military forces and the most sophisticated armaments are 
concentrated in Europe, the danger of a major conflict in this important part of the 
world i s extremely serious. In expressing the Romanian people's deep concern about 
the future of peace in Europe and tha world, Romania has stated and w i l l continue 
categorically to state that i t i s in favour of halting and speedily reducing to the 
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loxiiest possible level the stationing of. medium-range missiles and any kind of 
nuclear weapons in Europe. It i s our onshakeable -bellef that disarmament"-
constitutes the undamental, cardinal pr blem of Europe at the present time. 

Since the presence of the above-mentioned weapons affects and directly threatens 
the v i t a l interests of the European countries, we are of the opinion that i t i s the 
legitimate right of a l l States, v;hoss very l i f e i s at stake, to participate, in one 
way or another, in negotiations on the reduction and elimination of nuclear v;eapons 
in Europe. The Grand'National Assembly of Romania, sharing the same concern, has 
urged thé parliaments, Governments and peoples of Europe, the United States of 
America and,Canada, to take immediate and forceful action and to use every 
available means, before i t i s too late, to reduce and eliminate nuclear"weapons from 
the European continent, in defence of bhi fundamental right of a l l peoples to l i f e , 
liberty and peace. 

The Rananian delegation would like to reaffirm i t s view that the ultimate 
objective of a l l our efforts should be the adoption, as soon as possible, of 
concrete and practical measures f^-^ halting the production of nuclear v/eapons and 
gradually reducing them unt i l they are completely "eliminated and outlawed. 

Ue therefore support the ideas on this subject presented by the Soviet 
delegation at the Committee's f i r s t meeting. However, vrith a view to achieving this 
ultimate objective, we also have to concern ourselves líith ether topics. Fi r s t of 
a l l , there i s the qtiestion of preventing a delibera-ce nuclear attack or a nuclear 
war caused by accident, error cr miscalculation. In the present state of nuclear 
arsenals and in view of the present tension in international relations, this question 
i s no longer:a purely academic one; , i t . i s now of immediate importance to a l l 
countries, whether nuclear or non-nuclear. The adoption of such measures i s 
therefore not only urgently necessary; i t is also of paramount importance. 

It clearly follows f roj. a l l this that the priority taf^k of the Committee on 
Disarmament is tT take action with regar' to the nuclear arms race. \/e have very 
l i t t l e time l e f t before thV. :'-?.r's special -^.ossion but we can at least show that 
vie are determined to begin negotiations on the priority topics of nuclear 
disarmament. If the Committee is unable to shov; this willingness to act, we ::.re 
convinced tnac important consequences v/ill ensu-. After a l l , v/nat are at stake 
are the Committee's crer' b i l i t y and that of the multilateral negotiations in 
general. 

In our statements, v/e have frequently pointed out that the establishment of 
ad hoc negotiating groups by the Committee i s not an end in•itself„ - This year, such 
a conclusion has to be qualified since a mere procedural decision such as one 
concerning the establisliment of subsidiary nef^otiating bodies to deal with the topic 
of the cessation of the nuclear arras race may, in view of the special session, have 
a considerable impact because i с v/ill show that ue a l l have the p o l i t i c a l i / i l l to 
co-operate and negotiate in a constructive s p i r i t , lucidly and r e a l i s t i c a l l y . 

The CHAIRl-ЦН (translated fron French); I thank the representative of Romania 
for his statement and for the kind and friendly words he addressed to, me. I now 
give the floor to the representative of Morocco, Ambassador S k a l l i . 
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Mr. GKALLI (Morocco) (translated fro'-n French) ; îlr. Chairman, the Moroccan 
delegation i s happy to see that the Chairman of our Committee for the month of March 
v / i l l be the representative of Italy, a great country and friend'of Morocco. My 
delegation assures you of i t s f u l l co-operation and i s convinced that you wil l 
guide our work competently and effectively. On seeing the representative of Italy 
assume the chairmanship, we cannot f a i l to evoke the memory of 
Ambassador di Montezemolo, who was taken f r o i i us so suddenly and so tragically. 
Ue v/ould like to express our condolences and a l l our sympathy to the Italian 
delegation. I would also like to congratulate the distinguished representatives 
of Indonesia and Iran, who spared no effort to speed up our v/ork during their 
chairmanships. liy delegation v/elcones the nc\i representatives of Australia, 
Bulgaria, the United States of America, Higeria, the Motherlands and the Federal 
Republic of Germany and is pleased to be able to co-operate on a friendly basis with 
them, as i t did v/ith their predecessors in the Committee. Ue are also happy to be 
able to benefit by the competence and enthusiasm of Mr. Jaipal, the personal 
representative of the Secretary-General of the United Hâtions and Secretary of 
our Committee. On this occasion, we also wish to express our great appreciation 
for the devotion and courtesy of t-lr. Berasategui. 

The present session of the Committee on Disarmament i s being held in exceptional 
circumstances. 

The international situation i s growing steadily v/orse: the unfavourable trends 
of recant years continue to prevail and persistent hot beds of tension in many parts 
of the world are becoming increasingly alarming. The climate of confidence has 
thus given v/ay to a climate of suspicion, distrust and, hence, insecurity. As a 
result, the present state of international relations i s , to say the least, not 
inaking our Committee's task any easier. It i s , rather, l i k e l y to impart new 
momentum to the already unrestrained arms race. 

I have no intention of dwelling further on this matter, since the seriousness of 
the situation i s quite clear, as are i t s adverse effectc on the process of 
disarmament and the efforts uhich our Committee is making to promote i t . 

And yet our Committee is meeting on the eve of an important event in which the 
international community has placed the greatest hopes. Ue are, in fact, only about 
eight v/eeks av/ay from the start, on 9 June, of the second special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. As indicated in the provisional agenda 
drav/n up by the Preparatory Committee last October, the second special session w i l l 
have before i t , inter a l i a , the report of the Committee on Disarmament and any draft 
texts submitted by i t . This sho\;s how much inportance the international community 
attaches to the v/ork of our Committee, v/hich therefore has a p o l i t i c a l and .Tioral 
duty to spare no effort to ensure that the hopes placed in the second special session 
are not dashed. 

In view of these considerations, we cannot help but ask whether our Committee, 
i/hich i s the single multilateral negotiating body on disar..lament, w i l l be in a 
position to submit a report that i s different from the unsubstantial report 
submitted in 1973 by the Conference of the Comiaittee on Disannancnt to the f i r s t 
special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 
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There i s no doubt that the Connittee has золе irip o r t a n t advantages that the 
Conference of the Conraittee on Disarniament d i d not have., I t brings a l l the 
nuclear Pov/ers together at the n e g o t i a t i n g t a b l e . I t s procedures, to uhich e f f e c t 
i s given by Rules of Procedure, have been made sonev/hat more democratic. What i s 
more, the Committee has a basic document, namely, the F i n a l Document, uhich 
enunciates the p r i n c i p l e s and o b j e c t i v e s and, i n i t s Ргол;гатгае of A c t i o n , l i s t s , 
by order of p r i o r i t y , the disarmament measures — whose adoption and implementation 
might lead to general and complete disarmanent. Since 1979, the Committee has 
thus been i n a b e t t e r p o s i t i o n than the Conference of the Committee on Disarmainent 
to perform the d i f f i c u l t and compls:: task assigned to i t u i t h a greater chance of 
success. 

We nevertheless r e c a l l t h a t , at the end of each session held i n the past 
three years, ue have'had to face the f a c t that no substantive r e s u l t s have been 
achieved. This encourages us to spare no e f f o r t t h i s year to ensure that the 
report on our a c t i v i t i e s that ue are to subiait to the second s p e c i a l s e ssion i s 
a p o s i t i v e one. 

In t h i s connection, my delegati o n \relcomes the f a c t t h a t , as a r e s u l t of the 
s p i r i t of compromise of the delegations uhich o r i g i n a l l y made c e r t a i n proposals 
and then agreed to v/ithdrau them, the Committee i/as able to adopt the agenda f o r 
t h i s session and the programme of uoric f o r i t s f i r s t part i n a r e l a t i v e l y short 
t i n e . 

One of the c o n t r i b u t i o n s our Comnittee could make to the success of the 
second s p e c i a l session would be to elaborate the comprehensive programme of 
disarmament. 

The adoption of t h i s programme i s one of the nost important items on the 
p r o v i s i o n a l agenda dra\fn up by the Preparatory Comnittee. I t w i l l be one of the 
centre-pieces of tho second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . The Uorkinij Group on t h i s item, t/hich, 
i n 1980, had the b e n e f i t of the i n v a l u a b l e s k i l l s of Ambassador A d e n i j i of i l i g e r i a 
and i s now b e n e f i t i n g by the co;.ipctencc and experience of Ambassador Garcia Robles 
of i l e x i c o , must therefore i n t e n s i f y i t s e f f o r t s i f i t i s to achieve the d e s i r e d 
goal on t i n e . I t has already gone a long \iay i n the r i g h t d i r e c t i o n . The 
resumption of the Group's v/ork before the o f f i c i a l opening of the current s e s s i o n 
i s a c l e a r i n d i c a t i o n of the extreme inportance ue a t t a c h to the e l a b o r a t i o n of the 
comprehensive programme of disarmament. Uo are of the opinion t h a t , u i t h the 
understanding and co-operation of a l l , the Committee w i l l be able to complete i t s 
task w i t h i n the required time l i i v i i t . I t s work i s , moreover, f a c i l i t a t e d by the 
f a c t that the elements of the comprehensive pro.'::ramme of disarmament uere adopted 
by consensus by the d e l i b e r a t i v e body, the Disarraaiiient Commission. 

"liy d e l e g a t i o n has already explained i t s point of view on the d i f f e r e n t 
elements of the programme, speakinrí e i t h e r on i t s oi;n behalf or together u i t h the 
delegations of the n e u t r a l and non-aligned c o u n t r i e s , both i n the Commission and 
the Working Group. With your permission, v/e would nevertheless l i k e to r e c a l l 
t h i s point of view b r i e f l y . 

Ue consider that the comprehensive prc^ranme of disarmament i s an important 
element of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l disarmament s t r a t e g y v/orked out by the f i r s t s p e c i a l 
s e s s i o n of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 
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The procramie must th e r e f o r e cover -Л1 aspects of the question of the 
c e s s a t i o n of the arms race and 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 . I t munt define the o b j e c t i v e s of disarmament, the 
p r i n c i p l e s to govern the n e g o t i a t i o n s and the p r i o r i t i e s that should apply. The : 
programme must in c l u d e a l l disarnai-ient measures th a t nay lead to the achievement 
of the u l t i i u a t e g o a l , na;.iely, general an.' complete disar'Tiaracnt 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 . 

L i k e any instrument of a s t r a t e g i c nature, the prograrrie iim3t i n d i c a t e not 
only the time-frame f o r the achievement of a l l i t s o b j e c t i v e s , but a l s o the phases 
during u h i c i i the neasures provided f o r i n tlie programe are to be implemented. 

Implementation during these independent phases must take olace i n accordance 
v7ith an i n d i c a t i v e t i m e - t a b l e t h a t has been negotiated and agreed upon. The 
programme must provide f o r a r e v i e u nochanicn a l l c j i n g f o r readjustment and changes 
i n the l i g h t o f the progress made i n the implementation of each phase. 

U i t h regard to t h e l e g a l nature of the comprehensive programme of disarmament, 
v/s are of the opinion t h a t , i f i t i s t o be c r e d i b l e , t h i s i n s t r u n c n t must create 
l e g a l l y b i n d i n g i n t e r p a t i o n a l o b l i g a t i o n s . 

Лз a developing country, ilorocco has aluays s t r e s s e d the f a c t t h a t the 
comprehensive programme of disarmament must in c l u d e not only disarmament measures 
proper, but a l s o measures r e l a t i n g t o the l i n k betv/een disarmament and development. 

This i s , b r i e f l y , the lioroccan delegation's p o i n t of v i e u concerning the main 
aspects of the comprehensive programme of disarmament. My d e l e g a t i o n , vjhich takes 
part i n the I'orking Group and i n the contact groups chaired by 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 s of B r a z i l , Franco and the German Democratic Republic, wishes t o 
a f f i r m t h a t , as i n the past, i t w i l l continue to keep an open mind and t o be 
r e s o l u t e l y determined to make every e f f o r t t o speed up the \югк of these Groups. 

In t h i s connection, my d e l e g a t i o n vclcoües the agreoncnt reached i n the 
Uorking Group on the chapter r e l a t i n g to p r i o r i t i c a . This i s , i n our view, an 
important stop forward i n the e l a b o r a t i o n of the comprehensiva programme of 
disarmament and i t has been iiade as v. r e s u l t of the s p i r i t of compromioG of a l l 
d e l e g a t i o n s and the p r a i s e w o r t i i y e f f o r t s of Ambassador de Souza e S i l v a , the 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of B r a z i l , who so o k i l f u l l y co-ordinated tha vrark of the contact group 
on t h i s chapter. 

At i t s t h i r t y - t h i r d s e s s i o n , uhich uas held three months a f t e r the f i r s t s p e c i a l 
s e s s i o n on disarmament, the General Assembly adopted r e s o l u t i o n ЗЗ/60, i n which i t 
requested the Committee on Disarnanent to submit to i t the t e x t of a comprehensive 
test-ban t r e a t y at i t s resumed t h i r t y - t h i r d s e s s i o n . 

Although the Conmittee has, s i n c e the beginning of i t s work i n 1979, placed 
t h i s i t e n at tho top of i t s agenda, i t has, u n t i l nov;, not been i n a p o s i t i o n to 
respond favourably t o the request made by tho General Acsoably i n i t c 
r e s o l u t i o n 35/50. 
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In the past three years, the Connittee has n e r e l y continued to hold general 
d i s c u s s i o n s i n the shadow c f the n e g o t i a t i o n s conducted i n I 9 7 9 ?nd I98O by^the 
t?iree nuclear Powers v/Mch are the d e p o s i t a r i e s of the 19^3 p a r t i a l test-ban Treaty 
a.nd the Treaty on the N o n - P r o l i f e r a t i o n of Nucleaa- Veapons. I t s?iould be noted that 
the t r i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s have not l e d to any r e s u l t s that night f a c i l i t a t e the 
task of the Connittee, which has, so f a r , not been able to engage i n genuine 
n e g o t i a t i o n s . The r e g r e t t a b l e f a t e of the f i r s t i t e n on our agenda i s a l s o that of 
the second i t e n , namely, the c e s s a t i o n o f tho nuclear ams race and nuclear 
: l i s armament. 

Ily d e l e g a t i o n , whicJi b e l i e v e s thr.t i t i s of ths hii^hest importance to continue 
to respect the Conmittec's status as the s i n g l e m u l t i l a t e r a l n e c o t i a t i n g body on 
disam?.nent, considers t l \ : z i t i s hi¿:h time to iiiove £TCL' t'.ic otage of e::cha^nges of 
viev; to th4t o f n e g o t i a t i o n s on the r.bcvo-rentioned items. 

My de l e g a t i o n continues to give preference to the estp-blishinent of s u b s i d i a r y 
bodies and, i n p a r t i c u l a r , working groups to conduct the ne g o t i a t i o n s on these two 
items. Ve hope that t i i i s problem vñll be solved tîiis year so that the Committee can 
Lrealc the deadlock i n wiiich i t f i n d s i t s e l f . 

The Iloroccan deleficLtion welcomes the fac;t that the Comnittee has agreed to 
r e - e s t a b l i s h the V/orking Groups on the items on our agenda r e l a t i n g - to chemical 
xieapons, r ? . d i o l o g i c a l weapons, and s e c u r i t y assurances f c r non-nuclcar-vreapon S t a t e s , 
r e s p e c t i v e l y . I would l i k e to t a k e . t h i s opportunity to express ny deleg?ti o n ' s 
c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s to 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 s of Poland, the Federal Republic 
of Germany and P a k i s t a n on t h e i r appointment c.s tlic Chairmen of these 'forking Groups. 
I t i s a, n a t t e r o f p a r t i c u l a r s a t i s f a c t i o n that the nandate of the V/orking Group on 
Chonical V/eapons has been r e v i s e d and brouirht more i n t o l i n e váth the goal we have set 
ourselves, п а л с 1 у , tho elaborr.tion o f a convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical 
vreapons and the d e s t r u c t i o n of s t o c k p i l e s o f cucli weapons. 

I n t M s connection, vc note w i t h a p p r e c i a t i o n the i n t e n s i v e e f f o r t s made and 
s u b s t a n t i a l r e s u l t s achieved by the i d Г J C V/orking- Group о'л Chemical Veapons at the 
preceding session. My de l e g a t i o n i s o f the o p i n i o n that so much progress has been 
ma(3e i n the vrork of t l i i s Group that we s]iould, without delay, engage i n the task of 
n e g o t i a t i n g the t e x t of a convention on tbo p r o h i b i t i o n and e l i m i n a t i o n of such 
weapons. Tlie c o n c l u s i o n o f such a convention would undoubtedly be a c r u c i a l 
disamament measure- and i t i s one to vrhic-h the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community attaches the 
greatest importance and h i ^ o s t p r i o r i t y . 

V/ith regard to the question of e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l ?.rrangements to assure 
non-nuclear-weapon States agtiinst the; use c r t-irce-t r^f use '"f nuclear -"vca-pons, i t 
vrould be h i g h l y d e s i r a b l e , p a r t i c u l a r l y i n view o f the second cpecia.l s e s s i o n of the 
General Assembly devoted to disamanent, to i n t e n s i f y e f f o r t s to rca.ch an agreement 
on an approa,ch o r a common f o m u l a to be in c l u d e d i n an inte r n a t i o n a . l instrument of a 
l e g a l l y b i n d i n g nature. In thiis connection, my delegr-tion has already had an 
opportunity to sta.tc that i t i.s i n favour of m i n t c r n a . t i o n a l convention. V/c hope 
that the V/orking Group w i l l take account of the f a c t th-;t there i s widespread support 
f o r the i d e a o f such a convention. 
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Ls. to r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, wo continue to Ъе convinced that the Viorking Group 
on t h i s question w i l l Ъе i n a p o s i t i o n r a p i d l y to reach an agreement on a convention 
p r o h i b i t i n g such wea.pons i f every member of the Working Group d i s p l a y s g o o d w i l l . We 
are, however, o f the o p i n i o n that such a convention would be meaningful and c r e d i b l e 
o n l y i f i t p r o h i b i t e d attacks on c i v i l i c i n n u c l e a r i n s t a l l a t i o n s , f o r i t i s quite 
obvious that there i s a genuine danger of mass d e s t r u c t i o n as a r e s u l t of emissions 
of ra,dioactive substonccs caused by such a t t a c k s . 

At the beginning of this'statement, I s a i d t h a t , i n view c f the forthcoming 
second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n o f the General ^'.ssenbly devoted to disarmament, our Committee's 
current s e s s i o n i s of p a r t i c u l a r importojice. We cannot lose s i g h t o f the f a c t that 
the r e s u l t s achieved thus f a r do not measure up to the hope and momentum generated by 
the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . I t i s our duty to reso l v e our d i f f e r e n c e s o f o p i n i o n and 
do e v e r y t h i n g i n our power to a r r i v e at r e s u l t s acceptable to a l l . V/e must show much 
more determination, co-operation and p o l i t i c a l v / i l l to c a r r y out the noble task 
entrusted to us Ъу the General Assembly. 

The CILfJEMAN ( t r a n s l a t e d from French); I thank the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f Morocco 
f o r h i s statement and am p a j t i c u l s i r l y g r a t e f u l to him f o r the k i n d and f r i e n d l y words 
he addressed to me and to my country. I now give the f l o o r to the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f 
China, M i n i s t e r T i a n J i n , 

Mr. TIAN J I H (China) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Chinese); Mr, Chairman, at the out s e t , I 
would l i k e to congratulate you on your assumption o f the chairmanship of the Conmiittee 
on Disarmament f o r tho current month. Me b e l i e v e t h a t , under your guidance, the 
Committee w i l l make progress i n i t s work. I v/ould a l s o l i k e , through you, to express 
our a p p r e c i a t i o n to la.st month's Chairman, the re p r e s e n t a t i v e of I r a n , f o r the 
c o n t r i b u t i o n he made. 

Today I would l i k e to express our views on the c e s s a t i o n o f the n u c l e a r sjras 
ra.ce and nuc l e a r disarmament. 

The r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s o f many co u n t r i e s have, i n t h e i r statements, expressed t h e i r 
a n x i e t y over the worsening i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n , tlie i n t e n s i f i e d n u c l e a r arms race 
and the i n c r e a s i n g danger of v/ar. They have c a l l e d f c r a h a l t to the nu c l e a r arms 
race and the o-doption of e f f e c t i v e measures to reduce and eliminñ.te the d?nger o f 
nuc l e a r wax. The Chinese d e l e g a t i o n shares t h i s d e s i r e of t h e i r s . V/e b e l i e v e , that 
i n order to reduce and e l i m i n a t e the threat o f nuc l e a r war, i t i s imperative to get 
a c l e a r i d e a of the f o l l o w i n g : vho i s st e p p i n g up the nuclear arms race, where does 
the danger of nuc l e a r war cone from and how should ve embark on nuc l e a r disarmament? 

In recent years, at the United Nations General Assembly and tho meetings of the 
Committee on Disarmament, v/e have o f t e n heard the two Superpowers accuse one another 
of stepping up the arms race and socking m i l i t a r y supremacy; and blame each other f o r 
preparing f o r a nuclear viar. To s h i r k t h e i r r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s f o r the arras race, both 
the Soviet Union and the United States have published propa,ganda m a t e r i a l s concerning 
t h e i r r i v a l ' s m i l i t a r y s t r e n g t h . Although the m i l i t a r y b u i l d - u p described and the 
f i g u r e s provided i n t h e i r staterasnts and public?.tions concerning each other may not 
be f u l l y i n keeping w i t h the a c t u a l s i t u a t i o n , people c?n s t i l l get a c l e a r impression 
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t h a t ' i t " i s ' p r e c i s e l y the two Superpowers that are stepping up the arms race, 
e s p e c i a l l y the nuclear arms race. According to the 1980 report of the IJnited Hâtions 
Secretary-General e n t i t l e d "Comprehensive Study on Nuclear Weapons", the n e a r l y 
5 0 , 0 0 0 warheads i n the nuclear arsenals of the Soviet Union and tlie United States 
have a t o t a l y i e l d o f some 1 ? b i l l i o n tons and a t o t a l explosive power about 
1 m i l l i o n times that of the atomic bomb dropped on Hiroshima. T h e i r nuclear weapons 
are not only enormous i n q u a n t i t y , but also most s o p h i s t i c a t e d i n q u a l i t y . The 
new-type highly-accurate 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 , which have r shooting 
range of over 1 0 , 0 0 0 l:m and arc equipped with ÍIIRV systems, are a l l to be found i n the 
arsenals of the two Superpowers. Even they themselves admit that t h e i r weaponry 
possesses o v e r - k i l l ca,pacity. Hov/ever, i n order to seek world hegemony a.nd gaán 
supremacy over one another, the Soviet Union and the United States, while h o l d i n g 
t a l k s o f one k i n d or m o t h e r on l i m i t i n g nuclear arms, ;'.rc i n t o n s i f / i n g the 
development and deplojTüent of new types of nuclear weapons end engaging i n a new round 
of the nucleo.r arms race w i t h q u a l i t a t i v e improvemont as i t s focus. I t £юез. without 
s a y i n g that t h i s does r o t j i b e w i t h t h e i r sweet t a l k o f "preventing a n u c l e a r 
cata.strophe". 

I t should a l s o be pointed out t h ? t , i n the sphere of intorna,tional r e l r t i o n s , t h e 
Soviet Union a.nd the United Sta.tes, r e l y i n g on t h e i r powerful m i l i t a r y s t r e n g t h , v i e 
w i t h one another vxià attempt to soueoze each other out ever^.Tr/here i n the v'orld, thus 
tïirowing the world i n t o great d i s o r d e r . One Superpower i n p r j r t i c u l a r , the one which 
clamours loudest f o r peace and dis.armrjnent, has a greater c a p a c i t y and a momentum f o r 
aggression, expansion and hegemony. Disregr.rding the strong o p p o s i t i o n of vrorld 
p u b l i c o p i n i o n , i t has d i r e c t l y sent troops to occupy another country. I t i s borne 
out by the f a c t s that that Superpovrer i s the main t l i r e a t to world peace and s e c u r i t y . 

From the s t a r k r e a l i t y that the lISSPi ?nd the United States possess huge nuclear 
arsenals and that t h e i r intense r i - ^ a l r y threatens world peace and tlie s e c u r i t y of 
mankind, people have come to the conclusion t i i a t tlie process of nuclear disarmament 
must begin w i t h the two Superpov/ers. This i s e s s e n t i a l f o r reducing the danger of 
nuclear war and ma.intaining world peace. 

For many years now, the people of the world have s t r o n g l y demanded that the 
States possessing the l a r g e s t nuclca.r arsenals should h a l t t h e i r n uclear arms race. 
Many small and medium-sized countries have put forv7a.rd Vrarious proposals f o r the 
c e s s a t i o n of the nuclear arms race. We are of the viev/ that the Superpowers should 
immediately stop a l l a . c t i v i t i e s aimed at the q u a l i t a t i v e improvement of, and 
q u a n t i t a t i v e increases i n , a l l types of nuclear v/eapons and t h e i r means of deli""er;i'. 
The c e s s a t i o n of the q u a l i t a t i v e improvement of t l i e i r nuclear \,'e^pons should, apart 
from p u t t i n g an end to a l l t h e i r n uclear t e s t s , unclude the v^essotior. of t e s t s of 
non-nucle?x technology' such as t h o s e rimed r t i^provi^-ig- del'i.vpry systems and guidance 
systems. According to the s t a t i s t i c s of renowned i n t e r n a t i o ! - a l research i n s t i t u t e s , 
the Soviet Union and the United States have, from J u l y 194-5 u n t i l nov/, conducted more 
tha.n 1 , 1 0 0 nuclear t e s t s . In recent years, they have been c a r r y i n g out nuclear t e s t s 
as f r e q u e n t l y as ever i n order to meet the need of a c h i e v i n g nuclear supremacy. In~ 
the course of 1 9 7 9 } the Covict Union alone i'arric:. o-i i. 2 y test:;, r nunoer ъ'кг.-'П 

surpr.ssod the t o t a l of the t e s t s conducted t!:at year by other nuclear-v/eapons States 
and which broke i t s ov/n ojinua] recon''. since lOoJ. Of a l l ti-.c 4 9 nuclear t e s t s 
conducted m I 9 8 I , 21 t e s t s , that i s , a'.ncst h r l f the t o t a l nubibcr, were cnnducto.-l 
tlie Soviet Union and. I 6 were conducted b y [л-я L n i t e d o t r i e s . T'̂ ie s i t u a t i o n дезстт^е''-
a.oove r..nd the fignjres '-ited clearj.y demonsi rai.e t i i a t t::c Hovjet 'ипюп and t'lc 
United States have no reason -..-h.rtf.ocver to coni.i: ue the:ir nuclear t e s t s , 'Tliey S'-eu.l''-
immediately stop any kind of nuclear t e s t s . Гr•yin̂ - l i p ser-, .i;e to t"ne c e s s a t i o n оГ 
nuclear t e s t s сгл m no wry co^-er up the a c t u a l p r a c t i c e ?.Г stepping up jraclear. test::. 
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On the other hand, as i s known to a l l , tho mere cessation of the qualitative 
improvement of, and quantitative increases in, nuclear weapons Ъу the Superpowers i s 
insufficient to reduce the grave threat that their huge nuclear arsenals pose to the 
world. The cessation of the testing, development cjid production of nuclear weapons 
must Ъе accomprjiied Ъу a substcintial reduction i n and the destruction of nuclear 
weapons; only thus can the danger of a nuclear war Ъе reduced. Therefore, the 
Superpowers should reduce as soon as possible a l l types of nuclear weapons and their 
means of delivery. Their being the f i r s t to cut nuclear r.rmaments drastically w i l l 
help reduce the nuclear threat without jeopardizing their security. As pointed out i n 
the above-mentioned report of the Secretary-General of the United Nations, "because of 
the vast number of strategic nuclear wer.pons in existence, i t should be possible to 
undertake a major arms reduction without jeopardizing the national security of the two 
Superpowers". This i s f u l l y i n line with objective reality. That the Supcrpov/ers 
should take the lead i n reducing their armaments does not mean that other nuclear-
weapon States should not reduce their nucleej weapons. ISter the two Superpowers have 
substantially cut their nucleaj weapons and reduced the threat to the other nuclear-
weapon States the other nuclear-weapon States should join them in reducing their 
nuclear weapons i n accordance with reasonable ratios. In view of the present state of 
nuclear armaments, this i s the only correct approach to achieving tlie goal of nuclear 
disarmament. However, one nuclear Power stressed vit h ulterior motives that "the 
existing balance i n the f i e l d of nuclear strength should remain undisturbed at a l l 
stages", thus disregarding the huge nuclear gap between the nuclear-weapon States. 
Some representatives of non-aligned countries have aptly pointed out that there exists 
no such ba.lance at a l l among nuclear-weapon States, but tlir.t there i s a striking 
imbalance between the two Superpowers, on the one hand, and the other nuclear-weapon 
States, on the other. The so-called "balance" to be maintained at a l l stages i s a 
pretext designed to perpetuate the Superpowers' position of nuclear supremacy and 
nuclear blackmail. It i s evident that such a practice w i l l neither advance the process 
of nuclear disarmament nor help to maintain world peace and eliminate the drnger of 
nuclear war. 

China i s a developing socialist country. At present, we are f u l l y engaged in 
economic construction a.nd unwilling to use our resources for nuclear weapons. However, 
i n the face of Superpower nuclear threats, we cannot but try to muster tho necessary 
defensive strength to safeguard our independence, security and economic construction. 
The nuclear tests we have conducted arc very limited i n number. Being a nuclear-
weapon Sts-te, China naturally bears a responsibility for nuclear disarmament. Ve have 
always stood for the complete prohibition and total destruction of nuclear weapons with 
a view to eliminating the imbalance between пис1оаг-\гсяроп States ond non-nuclear-
weapon States and to removing completely the dcnger of a nuclear war. 

The Chinese Government ha.s on many occasions solemnly declared that n.t no time 
and i n no circumstances would i t be the f i r s t to use nuclerr weapons. In accordance 
with this stand, we w i l l not use or threaten to use nuclear weapons, against the 
non-nuclear-weapon States and nucle.?x free-zones. A l l this f u l l y demonstrates the 
defensive nature of China's very limited nuclear strength. \'e w i l l , as i n the past, 
make efforts for the achievement of nuclear disarmament end the prevention of a 
nuclear w?x. 

Nuclear disarmament i s an important item on the agenda of the Committee on 
Disarmament and i t i s also one of the central issues of deep concern to the world 
people. Eegrettably, no substantive progress has been made on this issue over the pa.st 
several years. As the second special session of the Сепеггя! Assembly devoted to 
disarmament dra.ws near, i t i s incumbent upon the Committee on Disarmrment to continue 
i t s efforts i n tlùs respect. Mecnwhile, wo c e l l o n tho major nuclecr Powers to act i n 
conformity with tlie demands of world public opinion ^nd substanticte their avowed 
desire for disarmament so that i t w i l l be possible for us to mcke progress on this item 
and on the elaboration of a comprehensive progrc,mmG of discrmaraent. 
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The СКЙНдШТ ( t r a n s l a t e d from French); I thank the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of China 
f o r h i s stateúsnt an'" f o r the hinc" ггогас he aidrecseo to the Chair.. I now give 
the f l o o r to the r e p r o s e n t a t i v o of Yugoslavia, Ambassador Vrhiuiec. 

ЬЬс, УЫДЛ'ШС (Y u g o s l a v i a ) : llr. Chairman, permit me, f i r s t of a l l , to congratulate 
you on your e l e c t i o n to the post of Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament f o r 
the month of Ilarch and to ass^ore you of the f u l l support and co-operation of the 
Yugoslav d e l e g a t i o n i n the performance of your d u t i e s . I v.fo-uld a l s o l i k e to pay 
a t r i b u t e to the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of I r a n , iiir.bassa.dor Ilahalla'ci, f o r the very 
s u c c e s s f u l viork he achieved as Chairman f o r l a s t month. 

As was the case throe years ago, so i t i s today, when the Yug-oslav delegatio--. 
once again talces the f l o o r i n ord^i- t c expi-esc i-^s ргоГсопа c i s s a t i s f a c t i o n and 
concern a t the f a c t that the Coiamittee on Disarmament i s not capable of i n i t i a t i n g 
n e g o t i a t i o n s on n u c l e a r disarmament, üince v/e consider t h i s question as the mosb 
important and of the g r e a t e s t p r i o r i t y i n the o v e r a l l work of the Committee, v e 
would l i k e to r e s o l u t e l y ask thi:.; time t l i a t the Committeo s t a r t s e r i o u s l y ' t o dea.1 
w i t h the question of nuclear disarmament aiid open n e g o t i a t i o n s on the beginning 
of t h i s process. I f we do not succeed i n doing' t h i s , a l l our disarmament e f f o r t s 
w i l l be considerably diminished, thus a f f e c t i n g the importance of the Committee. 
I t i s needless to repeat that t h i s i s a l s o our duty, one that has been accepted 
by a l l member covmtries of the Committee at the f i r s t s p e c i a l session. 

Our request i s a l l the more j u s t i f i e d since, i n p a r a l l e l v/ith the g l o b a l ams 
race, nuclear armament continues to develop and even c o n s t a n t l y to i n c r e a s e , 
regardless of the astronomical spending i t r e q u i r e s and i t s f r i g h t e n i n g d e s t r u c t i v e 
e f f e c t s . 

For a long time, the a t t e n t i o n of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community has been 
focused on the danger posed by nuclear weapons to the very s u r v i v a l of manlcind and 
the consequent need to adopt e f f e c t i v e measures r e l a t i n g to the c e s s a t i o n of the 
nuclear arms race a t an e a r l y date and to. n u clear disarmament. A n-umber of 
proposals have b.en made, both w i t h i n an-', outside the framr-.^ork of the 
United Nations, to d i m i n i s h that danger. Nevertheless, the q i i a n t i t a t i v e and 
q u a l i t a t i v e development of n u c l e a r v/eapons has continued, l e a d i n g to a staggering 
growth i n the number of nuclear v/eapons and the development and deployment of 
ever more complex and d e s t r u c t i v e v/eapons systems. 

In s p i t e c f t h i s , :/e are s t i l l t o l d that the opening of the process of 
n e g o t i a t i o n s on n u c l e a r disarmament i n the Committee i s not p o s s i b l e because of 
today's widespread absence of confidence among States, e s p e c i a l l y between nuclear 
Powers. But do we not aslc ourselves hcv/ t h i s confidence and s e c u r i t y can be 
achieved i f the n u c l e a r arms race goes on so d r a s t i c a l l y . 

The measures proposed over -tlie years cover the e n t i r e spectrum of nuclear 
arms l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament problems and in c l u d e l i m i t a t i o n s , reductions and 
the e l i m i n a t i o n of nuclear v/eapons and t h e i r d e l i v e r y systems; the c e s s a t i o n of 
production of nuclear v/sapons; and the c u t - o f f of the production of f i s s i o n a b l e 
m a t e r i a l s f o r weapons purposes, and so on. 

The F i n a l Document adopted at the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of tlie General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament a f f i r m s that n u c l e a r weapons pose the g r e a t e s t danger to 
mankind and to the s u r v i v a l of c i v i l i z a t i o n , that e f f e c t i v e measures of n u c l e a r 
disarmament have the highest p r i o r i t y , that the u l t i m a t e goal i n that context i s 
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the complete elimination of nuclear weapons and that a l l the nuclear-weapon States, 
particularly those that possess the largest nuclear arsenals, hear a special 
responsibility i n the task of achieving nuclear disarmanent. 

The tenth special session adopted as one of i t s nain objectives the prevention 
of the outbreak of nuclear war. This objective i s i n great jeopardy unless 
negotiations are also held with respect to the so-called tactical nuclear vreapons, 
which would have particularly grave consequences of a strategic nature i f used 
on the territories of small countries. 

Ve therefore consider i t necessary to take appropriate steps as soon as 
possible for comprehensive consideration of the entire nuclear disarmament issue. 
In our opinion, i t i s necessary to deal simxiltaneously within a single process with 
conventional armaments as well. It constitutes a very important component of vihat 
i s usually termed as the overall balance of powers, particularly i n regions such 
as Europe, where these vreapons are very densely concentrated. 

Existing international circumstances increase the responsibilty of the 
Committee on Disarmament to make a contribution to reversing current' trends and 
avertirig a disastrous nuclear conflict. 

Nuclear disarmament i s the most important of a l l dissirmament questions, 
singled out by the United Nations as the highest p r i o r i t y task, and i t i s incmbent 
upon the Committee, the single negotiating body, as defined in the Pinal Document, 
to undertake negotiations to that end. 

The f i r s t task of the Committee i s to find an acceptable basis for 
negotiations on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. 

In asking this, the Yugoslav delegation does not stand alone. It i s being 
insisted on by a l l members of the Committee from the Group of 2 1 non-aligned and 
neutral countries, whose positions relative to this issue are clearly expressed 
i n documents CD/116 cf 9 July 1 9 8 0 and C D / I S O of 2 4 April 1 9 8 I . 

The working paper of the Group of 2 1 contained i n document CD/II6 suggested 
some 9f the substantive issues that needed to be addressed i n negotiations within 
the Ccmnittee on Disarmament on the item entitled "Cessation of the nuclear aims 
race and nuclear disarmament": (a) the elaboration and c l a r i f i c a t i o n of the stages 
of nuclear disarmament envisaged i n paragraph 50 of the Pinal Document, including 
identification of the responsibilities of the nuclear-weapon States and the role 
of the non-nuclear-weapon States i n the process of achieving nuclear disarmament; 
(b) c l a r i f i c a t i o n of the issues involved i n prohibiting the use or threat of"use 
of nuclear weapons, pending nuclear disarmament, and i n the prevention of nuclear 
war; (c) c l a r i f i c a t i o n of the issues involved i n eliminating reliance on doctrines 
of niiclear deterrence; and (d) measures to ensure an effective discharge by the 
Committee of i t s role as the single multilateral negotiating body i n the f i e l d of 
disarmament and, i n that context, i t s relationship v;ith negotiations relating 
to nuclear disarmament conducted in bilateral, regional and other restricted fora. 
The Group of 2 1 , at the same time, proposed that the Committee on Disarmament 
should set up an ad hoc working group to begin negotiations dvuring the 198O session 
with a view to reaching agreement on the above-mentioned issues. 
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In the opinion of the Group of 21, multilateral negotiations on nuclear 
disarmament have been long overdue and th~fe fundamental prereqiùsite for their 
success i s the p o l i t i c a l w i l l of States, particularly the nuclear-weapon States, 
to engage i n such negotiations. 

In the light of this assessment, the Group of 21, i n i t s working paper 
containedin document CI)/l80 of 24 April 1931, expressed, inter a l i a , i t s firm 
belief "that the Committee on Disarmament, in which a l l nuclear-weapon States as 
well as non-nuclear-weapon States participate, must continue and intensify the 
search for a common approach that w i l l enable i t to discharge the mandate entrusted 
to i t by the General Assembly of the United Nations i n the f i e l d of disairaament. 
In particular, the Group of 21 expects that a growing av/areness of the urgency of 
progress towards nuclear disamament w i l l f a c i l i t a t e the task of the Committee. 
Bilateral and regional negotiations, especially with regard to specific areas where 
the concentration of nuclear armaments increases the danger of confrontation, 
are usefiil and should be intensified, but multilateral negotiations on qœstions 
of v i t a l interest to nuclear and non-nuclear-weapon States alike should be 
initiated without delay i n the Committee on Disarmament, the only multilateral 
negotiating- body i n the f i e l d of disarmament". 

Si mi l a r attitudes are also contained i n the working paper contained i n 
document CD/4 submitted by the Group of East Eiuropean socialist countries, which 
also favour the opening of negotiations on nuclear disarmament i n the Committee. 

It i s therefore for the above reasons that we cannot -understand why -fche 
United States and the United Kingdom are not only opposed to the creation of a 
working group on nuclear disarmament, but also to the idea that the Committee 
should deal with nuclear disarmament at a l l . Еш i s this possible when these 
two countries have also readily accepted this responsibility at the f i r s t special 
session on disarmament? V/e again urge them to take heed of the numerous requests 
to change their position and now aslc them again to accept the setting up of this 
working group and, thus, no longer prevent the Committee frcsn dealing with this 
most important disarmament issue. V/e agree completely i/ith the remarks of the 
distinguished Ambassador of Brazil, Ilr, de bouza e Silva, who, i n his statement 
of 25 February, once again offered arguments for the need to open negotiations on 
nuclear disarmament in the Committee and declared that the United States has no 
right to block this. So far we have not heard convincing argments for such a 
refusal on the part of the United States; nor have we been gi-ven an alternative. 

The Committee on Disarmament provides the most appropriate forum for 
miiltilateral negotiations relating to nuclear disarmament and i t should, without 
delay, start to seriously deal with this problem. The creation of the working 
group i s the best instrument for the i n i t i a t i o n of such a process. 

The CHATTJI'IAII (translated from French); I thanic the representative of 
Yugoslavia for his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair. 
I now give the floor to the representative of Mexico, Ambassador Garcia Robles. 
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Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico)(translated from Spanish)Î I should like to 
begin, Mr. Chairman, by associating my delegation v i t h the sincere 
congratulations that have already been expr¿.£=&ed here an you assume the 
chairmanship of the Committee for the month of March. Your outstanding personal 
qualities and recognized a b i l i t y are a guarantee that you w i l l be able to bring our 
discussions during this important period of the Committee's work to a successful 
conclusion.. V/e also "express our gratitude to your predecessor, the distinguished 
representative of Iran, Ambassador Ifehallati, who guided our work in the month of 
February with such distinction and efficiency. 

The reasons which, from the outset, prompted the Committee on Disarmament to 
include the item entitled "Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament" 
as one of the two priority items on i t s agenda are obvious. It was not for nothing 
that, at i t s f i r s t special session devoted to disarmament, the united Nations 
General Assembly, after solemnly declaring that "effective measures of nuclear 
disarmament and the prevention of nuclear war have the highest priority", agreed 
by consensus to include the following unequivocal statement i n para.graph 47 of i t s 
Final Document! 

"Nuclear weapons pose the greatest danger to ma.nkind and to the survival 
of c i v i l i z a t i o n . It i s essential to halt and reverse the nuclear arms race 
i n a l l i t s aspects i n order to avert the da.nger of war involving nuclear wea.pons. 
The ultimate goal i n this context i s the complete elimination of nuclear wea.pons." 

It w i l l be recalled that, i n the same Document, the General Assembly expressly 
recognized that the existence of nuclear weapons and the continua.tion of the arms 
ra.ce "pose a threat to the very existence of ma.nkind" a.nd proclaimed, i n consequence, 
that " a l l the peoples of the world have'a v i t a l interest i n the success of disarmament 
negotiations" a.nd that " a l l States have the right to participate" i n such negotiations, 
for which i t was expressly provided that the committee on Disarmament would be "single 
multila.teral negotia.ting forum". 

It was without a doubt for thi& reason that, starting i n 1979» the f i r s t year 
after i t was established with i t s present membership, the Committee dealt vrith the 
question of multilateral negotiations on nuclear disarmament, both i n a. number of 
statements and two working papers; docxzment CÏj/4, co-sponsored by seven socialist 
States, and document CD/36, submitted by the Group of 2 1 . In 1 9 S 0 , as i s v;ell known, 
there were two more working papers from the same sources as the previous ones, namely, 
documents CD/109 and CD/II6, respectively, and statements on the question increased 
considera.bly. Finally, i n 1 9 8 1 , faced v/ith the alarming international eitviation 
tha.t vre have been enduring, the Committee seems to have given nuclear disa.rmament 
the same level of priority as the item on the nuclea.r weapon-test ban that comes 
f i r s t on i t s agenda. As a.n eloquent example of this, we can cite the fact that 
examination of the Committee's last report shows that, of the 1 2 0 pa.ra.gra.phs devoted 
to reviewing wha,t i s described as the "work of the Committee during i t s .1981 session", 
no less tha.n 4I pa.ra.gra.phs, or more than one-third of the total, relate to the topic 
of the "cessa.tion of the nucleà.r arms race and nuclear disarmament". 

This i s a question on v/hich the Group of 21 has expressed the justified opinion 
of i t s members with the greatest fra.nknes6. Thus, in the statement i t circulated 
as document CD/I8O, dated 24 April 1981, the Group formulated the following view: 
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"The discussions, for which Cha.pters V, VI and the Conclusions of the 
&ecreta.ry-Genera.l's 'Comprehensive btudy on Nuclear Weapons' (A/35/392) provided 
useful back¿^round material, have confirmed the conviction of the Group of 21 
tha.t the nuclear a.rms race runs counter to efforts to achieve further relaxation 
of international tensions; that progress i n the f i e l d of nuclear disamament 
would be beneficial to the strengthening of intema.tional peace and security 
and to the improvement of the international clima.te, which i n t\im would 
fa c i l i t a t e further progress; and that a l l nations, nuclear and non-nuclear 
alike, have a v i t a l interest i n measures of nuclear disarmament, beca.use the 
existence of nuclear weapons' i n the arsenals of a ha.ndful of Powers directly 
and fundamentally jeopardizes the security of the whole world Allow me 
to repeat those fi n a l words; "because the existence of nuclea.r weapons i n the 
arsenals of a ha.ndful of Powers directly and fundamentally jeopardizes the 
security of the whole world". I shall now continue reading the docioment from 
which I have been quoting. 

"The Group of 21 is further convinced, as a resiilt of the discussions, 
tha.t doctrines of nuclear deterrence, far from being responsible for the 
mintenance of international peace and security, l i e at the root of the 
continuing escalation of the quantitative and qualitative development of nuclear 
armaments and lead to great insecurity and instahility i n international relations. 
Moreover, such doctrines, which in the ultimate analysis are predicated upon 
the willingness to use nuclear weapons, cannot be the basis for preventing the 
outbreak of a nuclear war, a war which would affect belligerents a.nd 
non-belligerents alike. The competitive accumulation of nuclear arms by the 
nuclear-wea.pon btates cannot be condoned on grounds that i t is indispensable 
to their security. Such an argument is patently false considering that the 
increase i n nuclear arsenals, far from contributing to the strengthening of 
the security of a l l States, on the contra.ry, weakens i t , a.nd increases the 
danger of the outbreak of a nuclear wa.r. Moreover, the Group of 21 rejects 
as p o l i t i c a l l y and morally unjustifiable that the security of the whole world 
should be made to depend on the state of relations existing among nuclea.r-wea.pon 
States." 

And at the end of last year's session, the Group of 21, i n the statement i t 
sued on 1 9 August I 9 8 I i n document CD/222, also declared—• and I quote: 

"The Group of 21 i s convinced that the continuing escalation of the 
quantitative and qualitative development of nuclear arms directly and fundamentally 
jeopardizes the v i t a l security interests of bot]i nuclear-weapon States and 
non-nuclear-weapon btates alike. Convinced, therefore, that the issues of nuclear 
disarmament have a bearing on the security of the whole world", — of the whole 
world, Mr. Chairman,---- "the Group of 21 has recommended i n document CD/I8O the 
esta.blishment of an ad hoc working group of the Committee on Disarmament to 
init i a t e without delay negotiations on certain concrete issues of nuclea.r 
disarmament, particularly the ela.boration of the stages of nuclear disarmament 
contained i n paragraph 50 of the Final Document. It i s a. ma.tter of regret" — the 
Group of 21 continues —• "tliat no consenrus could be reached on this.proposal 
during the 1981 session of the Committee, thus precluding the single multilateral 
negotiating body in the f i e l d of disarmament from undertaking concrete negotiation 
on a.n item of the highest priority on i t s agenda." 

http://nuclea.r-wea.pon
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Àt the same time, the General Assembly laa.s continued to displa.y uninterrupted 
and pressing interest i n this matter. Thus, at i t s t h i r t y - f i f t h session, i t adopted 
two resolutions, resolutions 35/152 Б and 35/152 C, i n the second of which i t urged 
the Committee on Disarmament "to establish, upon i n i t i a t i o n of i t s session to be 
held i n I9QI) an ad hoc working group on the item which i n i t s agenda for 1979 
and I98Ü was entitled 'Cessa.tion of the nuclear arms ra.ce and nuclear disarmament'". 

At the thirty-sixth session of the General Assembly, which ha.s just ended, the 
question was dealt with i n three resolutions, namely, resolutions 3^/92 E, 3^/92 P 
and 36/92 M, which contain provisions that are basica.lly the same as those of the 
second of those resolutions, i n which the Assembly urged the Committee on Disarmament, 
during i t s 1982 session, to undertake — and I quote the terms of the resolution— 
"substantive negotiations on the priority questions of disarmament on i t s a.genda" 
and, i n order to reach that goal — I quote aga.in — "to establish, as a matter of 
urgency, ad hoc working groups on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disarmament and on the prohibition of a l l nuclear-weapon tests". 

General Assembly resolutions such as those I have just quoted can seem quite 
dry and undoubtedly do not give a.n accurate picture of reality, especially since, 
according to the very human tendency to forget disagreeable things, people prefer 
not to tliink about what the cessation of the arms race and nuclear disarmament are 
seeking to f o r e s t a l l , i.e., nuclear war and i t s horrifying consequences, which have 
only too rightly been called the "nuclear holocaust". 

Last December, I had the privilege of malcing a short v i s i t to Hiroshima which 
allowed me better to understand the meaning and scope of the words "nuclear holoca.ust". 
And yet the bomb that reduced Hiroshima to ashes can toda.y be considered a toy, though 
certainly a. macabre one, compared with those of which there are now so many i n the 
arsenals of the nuclea.r Liuperpowers and whose destructive power i s , as we a l l know, 
measured i n megatons, i.e. millions of tons of dynamite. I vividly r e c a l l , from 
that v i s i t , the scorched stone steps on one of which there remained indelibly imprinted 
the only macabre vestige of a man who had been s i t t i n g there at the time of the atomic 
explosion of 1945. I repeat, there remained indelibly imprinted the silhouette of 
that man. 

That i s why i t is worth empha.sizing once aga.in that at i t s f i r s t special session 
devoted to disarmament, which immediately preceded the second that i s to open i n 
New York on 7 June 1982, the body which f u l l y represents the international community 
adopted by consensus a set of clear affirmations, some of which I recalled at the 
beginning of this statement. In these, the General Assembly stressed the fact that 
mankind currently faces an unprecedented danger of self-destruction, since, "existing 
arsenals of nuclea.r weapon̂ ' alone a.re more tha.n sufficient to destroy a l l l i f e on 
earth"; and, after dra.v/ing attention to the c r i t i c a l urgency of eliminating any 
possibility of a nuclear war, i t expressed the following ominous opinion — and a.gain 
I quotes "Ma.nkind is confronted v/ith a choice: we must halt the arms ra.ce and proceed 
to disarmament'or face anniliilation". 
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It vrould seem that the v/ind carried those words av/ay or that they never even 
reached the ears of those viho most needed to hear them. Since then, the nevís 
regularly brought to us by the so-called mass media, has, far from reassuring us, 
become increasingly disquieting — or perhaps i t would be more accurate to say 
"more- outrageous" — in vievi of the runaway arms race and the gigantic escalation 
of military budgets. 

Not long ago, the Нем York Times devoted a whole page to the publication of 
a "Ifessage to the leaders of the nuclear nations", as the message v/as entitled. 
That message, illustrated by a photograph of a mother grimly shielding her tvo 
small children in a protective embrace, vras signed by more than 1,000 who 
identified themselves as "angry vromen v/ho do not v/ant our children to be the 
last generation" and v/ho affirmed with particular emphasis that: 

"Tf/e are angered by the continuing build-up of arsenals which threaten the 
vrorld with nuclear extinction by plan or accident. 

¥e ате angered at the spectacle of men v/ho claim they are for peace while 
they build for war — who confuse their ovm p o l i t i c a l fortunes \/ith the 
fortunes of humanity. 

1'7e are outraged that nations spend hundreds of bil l i o n s of dollars for 
weapons v/hile children starve by the millions. 

We condemn the use of military force by one government against another for 
such acts can ignite into nuclear war. 

We speak as American women who believe that no government should hold the 
power to condemn a l l humanity to death". 

We are conv'nced that the anger displayed by the signers of that eloquent 
message i s not their private preserve, but that i t is shared by millions of 
human beings, that i s , by a l l those v/ho have any awareness, however basic, of 
the potential significance of the enormous nuclear arsenals which have been 
accumulated and whose destructive power i s estimated to be equal to more than 
1 million bombs of the type that destroyed Hiroshima or, i f you prefer, to more 
than three tons of dynamite for every inhabitant on earth. 

It has been said v/ith ample justification — i t v/as said by the experts who 
drafted the Secretary-General's report — that a nuclear v/ar v/ould represent 
"the height of human insanity". The latest issue of the authoritative publication 
"World Military and Social Expenditures", which has a foreword by George Kennan, 
contains the follov/ing brief description of the effects of a conflagration of 
this kind: 
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"The immediate physical effects of nuclear bursts are monstrous 
explosive blasts and f i r e . An attack on c i t i e s and military f a c i l i t i e s 
would create winds of hurricane force, sv/eeping firestorms across whole 
continents. The nuclear detonations would release not only their ovm 
radiation but the radiation in the reactors and nuclear weapons which 
vrould also be under attack. 

People not immediately burned to death, blown-apart, or asphyxiated 
in shelters would find themselves in a nightmare vrorld, populated by the 
dying, dead, and insane. Food, crops, and land contaminated. Vfeter 
undrinkable. Medical f a c i l i t i e s , lines of communication and transportation 
obliterated. 

In the quiet of a dying planet, radiation vrould sweep across oceans, 
and into the atmosphere, depleting the ozone layer, and releasing harmful 
ultraviolet rays. As these rays k i l l e d off a l l remaining animal l i f e , the 
collapse of the ecosystem would leave a global \íasteland". 

VJhen one reflects on descriptions such as the one I have just quoted, one 
can V7ell understand why the 1978 special session of the General Assembly affirmed — 
I quote once more — that " a l l the peoples of the \rorld have a v i t a l interest in the 
success of disarmament negotiations", and that "removing the threat of a nuclear 
war i s the most acute and urgent task of the present day". 

Ve dare to hope that those of the nuclear Powers v/hich have, u n t i l now, 
frustrated the efforts of the Group of 21 and of a considerable number of the 
other States members of the Committee on Disarmament v;ill f i n a l l y resolve to 
recognize the unimpeachable legitimacy of that " v i t a l interest". That TOuld 
inevitably mean that they vrould cease to be an obstacle to the i n i t i a t i o n of 
multilateral negotiations on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disarmament in the forum of the Committee on Disarmament and that, in response to 
the repeated demands of the Group of 21 and the persistent urgings of the 
General Assembly, they recognized the necessity and expediency of the immediate 
establishment of an ad hoc vrorking group — not, of course, in place of the one 
which v;e propose for the f i r s t agenda item on the nuclear test ban — but in 
addition to that working group, the immediate establishment, I repeat, of an 
ad hoc vrorking group to deal v/ith the cessation of the nuclear arms race and, 
nuclear disarmament as a f i r s t step tov/ards achieving the objective v/hich I have 
just defined. 

The CHAIRMAN; (translated from French); I thank Ambassador Garcia Robles 
for his statement and am particularly grateful to hijn for the kind and friendly 
vrords he addressed to me. I nov/ give the floor to the representative of the 
German Democratic Republic, Ambassador Herder. 

file:///rorld
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Mr. HERDER (German Democratic Republic): In my statements on 
16 and 25 February I outlined the principal position of the German Democratic 
Republic on a comprehensive test ban and on negotiations on the cessation of 
the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. Уе reiterated our support for 
effective negotiations by the Committee on both items and suggested the 
establishment of corresponding ad_hoc vrorking groups. At the same time, \re 
tabled draft mandates for these vrorking groups, to be considered by the 
member States of this body. 

Similar ideas were expressed by the majority of delegations which have 
taken part in our recent debate on items 1 and 2 during the last v/eek and again 
today. The time has nov; come to see v/here ме stand and which conclusions we 
should dr'avi from our discussions. 

Since the delegations of the United States and the United Kingdom again 
expressed objections to the setting up of vrorking groups on items 1 and 2, we 
vrould like to ask you, Mr. Chairman, iimnediately to start consultations on our 
furtheï proceedings v/ith regard to items 1 and 2. • Those consultations should 
be held vriLth a l l members of the Committee, and, in particular, with the delegations 
of the nuclear-weapon States, individually or together. In this connection, the 
nuclear-weapon States which reject the creation of both vrorking groups could come 
out v/ith proposals they deem essential to further our work on items 1 and 2. It 
i s our hope that, v/ithin a short period of time, you, Mr. Chairmaïi, v/ill be able 
to report to the Committee on the results of these consultations, so that v/e can 
take a formal decision on the proposal to establish vrorking groups and consider 
further steps to be undertaken v/ith a view to achieving progress on these issues 
of the highest priority. 

I r e c a l l , in this connection, that a corresponding proposal v/as made last 
year by the delegation of the German Democratic Republic in the vrorking paper 
contained in document CD/195. 

Today the distinguished representative of the Hungarian People's Republic 
tabled on behalf of his country and the German Democratic Republic a vrorking paper 
on the non-stationing of nuclear weapons on the territories of States v/here there 
are no such v/eapons at present. My delegation f u l l y supports the explanations 
given by Ambassador Komives in this regard. We hope that the Committee w i l l 
respond favourably to the appeal contained in his statement and the corresponding 
working paper. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French); I thank the representative of the 
German Democratic Republic for his statement. I have duly taken note of the 
procedural suggestion he made and v/ould lilce, in this connection,' to say that 
the question of the consideration of the establishment of subsidiary bodies on 
the agenda items w i l l be the f i r s t to be discussed at the informal meeting 
tomorrov/ afternoon. In accordance v/ith the decision taken by the Committee at 
i t s 157th plenary meeting, I nov/ give the floor to the representative of Norway, 
the State Secretary for Foreign Affairs, Mr. Eivinn Berg. 
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Иг. BERG (Norway): Allow me f i r s t to thank you for the very kind words of welcome 
you extended to me this morning, to.- Chairman, and permit me to join i n congratulating 
you on behalf of my Government on your election to the important position of Chairman 
of this Committee for the current month. I can assxire you that щу Government attaches 
great importance to the v/ork of the Committee on Disarmament as the central global 
negotiating forum i n the f i e l d of arms control and disarmament. I am therefore happy 
to be able to address you this morning and present some of our views on the important 
issues presently before the Committee. In view of the late hour, I shall malee a 
determined effort to be brief. 

Let me, however, at the outset, outline some basic elements of Norwegian policy 
i n the f i e l d of disarmament. The Norwegian Government places major emphasis on the 
importance of arms control and disarmament, as an integral part of ovir over-all 
security policy. Norway i s situated i n a geographical area of major strategic 
importance. Thvis, developments in the over-all East-¥est relationship have a direct 
and significant bearing upon our security situation. 

Ovir membership of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization i s funàanental to our 
military secvurity and our defence capability. This alliance i s equally committed to 
a determined pursuit of meaningfvil arms control and disarmament. In ovir ov/n security 
interest, we are supporting a l l efforts which w i l l resvilt i n increased s t a b i l i t y and 
predictability i n the over-all military situation and i n lov/er levels of armaments. 

To be effective, v/e consider i t v i t a l that disarmament and arms control measures 
must comply with the important principles of: 

balance ; 
reciprocity; and 
verification. 

These conditions are i n the interest of a l l nations and should not be considered as 
unilateral concessions from one side to another. 

Measures pertaining to disarmament and arms control are not negotiated i n a 
p o l i t i c a l vacuum. Nor can such measures i n themselves remove fundamental differences 
and conflicts between nations. 

Recent developments i n the international p o l i t i c a l situation, with increased 
tensions i n East-West relations, may undermine the prospects for real détente and for 
arms control. The removal of the causes of international tensions wovild therefore be 
the most significant contribution we could make to the creation of more favourable 
conditions for disarmament and arms control. In spite of the present international 
climate, negotiating bodies such as this one shovild s t i l l msdce a l l possible efforts 
to arrive at results which might stem and reverse the process of the continuing arms 
build-up. 

Let me i n this connection emphasize that considerable progress could be obtained 
simply i f individual nations exercised more restraint i n their own military 
dispositions. Norway has for i t s own part imposed, sis you may îoiov/, a number of 
unilateral restrictions inter a l i a as regards foreign military' bases, nuclear weapons, 
chemical weapons and military manoeuvres. These self-imposed restrictions are designed 
to secure a status of low tension and s t a b i l i t y i n our immediate geographical 
surroundings. 
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In the view of my Government, the most important ta^sk of this Committee, as we 
see i t , i s to define common disarmament interests and to outline joint disarmament 
objectives and, on this basis, to negotiate commitments which formalize and safeguard 
these objectives. In the f i n a l analysis, this w i l l be the major test of strength of 
the Committee and the standards against which i t s performance, w i l l be judged by the 
international community. 

It i s i n this perspective that we expect also the second special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament to play an important role. 

The f i r s t special session i n 1978 created expectations of real progress i n the 
f i e l d of disarmament. These expectations, I regret to say, have not been f t i l f i l l e d . 
In fact, p o l i t i c a l developments, the continuing arms race and the development of 
weapons technology'- give reason for deep concern. This enhances, on the other hand, 
the importance of the second special session devoted to disarmament. It is our 
sincere hope that the work of the second special session -ijill be facilitated by the 
existence of the Pinal Document of the f i r s t special session. Iluch effort has gone 
into this document, which ought to serve as a guide i n preparing for the next session. 

Nor\7aj'' strongly supports the elaboration of a comprehensive programme of 
disarmament. A balanced and forward-looking comprehensive programme can indeed provide 
a useful guideline for future action i n the arms control and disarmament f i e l d and 
represent a valuable extension of the Programme of Action of the f i r s t special session. 

In this way, a comprehensive programme of disarmament w i l l assist us i n making 
new progress to^jards the ultimate goal of general and complete ùiscirmament under 
effective international control. 

It i s the stated objective of ny Government to contribute actively and 
constructively to ensure the best possible results of the second special session. 

Thus, we intend to submit a working paper in order to follo\; up an i n i t i a t i v e 
taken at the f i r s t special session that ccintries adopt procedures for assessing the 
impact of major weapon procurements and military programmes on arms control and 
disarmament. Conversely, arms control and disarmanent proposals ought to be submitted 
to a similar analysis. 

We shall also follow up the United Nations study on disamament and development, 
in which Norway took an active part. The release of reso\n:ces through disarmament 
for economic and social development, in particular for the benefit of developing 
countries, must continue to figure among the priority items on otir agenda. 

We are, furthermore, preparing a paper regsiràing neasures to detect and identify 
seismic events of relevance to a comprehensive test-ban treaty. Ue also intend to 
present a worlcing paper on institutional questions, including the activities of the 
Committee on Disamajnent. 

In our own preparations for the special session, we w i l l draw on a number of 
expert studies recently comnissioned by the Norwegian liinistry of Foreign Affairs. 



CD/PV.160 
Ъ1-

dir. Бегй. ITorv;ay) 

The cessation of the nuclear arms race must remain a priority concern today. 
Nuclear arms represent a challenge to the very existence of manlcind. Permit me to 
offer some verj-- brief observations on this p r i o r i t y item. 

Ну Government attaches particiilar importance to the successful outcome of 
negotiations here i n Geneva beti/een the United States and the Soviet Union on 
intermediate-range nuclear forces. -Norway sincerely hopes -that these negotiations 
w i l l lead to positive results. We are encouraged to see that these negotiations 
continue despite the deteriorating international situation, which has complicated 
new progress i n arms control and i n disarmament negotiations as \;е11. 

v/e also attach particxilar importance to the continuation of talks bet\ieen the 
United States and the Soviet Union with a view to reaching agreements on substantial 
cuts i n the arsenals and deployments of strategic nuclear arms. We sincerely hope 
that the SALT negotiations w i l l be resumed at an early date and note v;ith satisfaction 
that preparations do indeed continue for this. 

We view with the utmost concern the fact that attempts to terminate and reverse 
the nuclear arms race have so far not been successful. This enormous problem w i l l be 
complicated and ominous i f a similar arms race should develop between additional 
nuclear-weapon States, In this connection, the policies pxarsued by the nucleaivweapon 
States and the role which they assign to nuclear weapons i n their strategy axe of 
decisive influence. There i s thus a close relationship between horizontal and 
vertical nuclear proliferation. 

In this connection, I would like to recall that article VI of the 
Non-Proliferation Treaty commits each party to the Treaty to "pursue negotiations 
in good fai t h on effective mea^iires relating to cessation of the nuclear arms race 
at an early date 

We consider the non-proliferation régime which has evolved since the signing 
of the Non-Proliferation Treaty the most important measure talcen so far for the 
prevention of the further spread of nuclear weapons. But the régime is both fragile 
and susceptible of erosion. Measures to prevent this erosion are ^urgently needed. 

A comprehensive test ban i s an important measure for halting the nuclear arms 
race and would also constitute a non-discriminatory instrument of essential relevance 
to the promotion of non-proliferation. By concluding such a treaty, the nuclear-weapon 
States would talce a significant step i n the direction of meeting their obligations 
under article VI of the Non-Proliferation Treaty. 

Progress to\;ards a comprehensive test ban i s slov; and d i f f i c u l t . The technical 
issues are complex, especially those which relate to verification. However, the 
benefits of an agreement are substantial and far-reaching i n their consequences and 
must weigh heavily i n our over-all assessment. Here I would like to refer to the 
statement made by the Ambassador of Canada i n this Committee on 18 February, i n which 
he outlined Canadian thinlcing on how to avoid the risks inherent i n a continued 
freeze i n the negotiating process on nuclear testing. We share these concerns and 
associate ourselves f u l l y vith the suggestions made by the Canadian Ambassador. 



CB/PV.160 

55 

(Ыг. Вегй. Norway) 

Norway has taken a special interest i n the verification issue concerning the 
comprehensive test ban question, which we consider extremely iniportant. Adequate 
verification i s an essential element i n any agreement of this kind. Me have 
participated actively i n the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts set up to consider 
international measures to detect and identify seismic events. This i s due to the 
expertise and instrumentation provided by the Norwegian Seismic Array ( N O R S A R ) . 

Considerable progress has been made i n this Group. In fact, the Scientific Group 
has done some pioneering vrork. Its proposed system of verification can be a model 
for verification mechanisms i n other areas, i n our opinion. 

I vroiild like to reconfirm the readiness of my Government to malee NORSAR available 
as a station i n a global seismic verification system to monitor compliance with a 
comprehensive test-ban Treaty. 

Another important contribution to the prevention of the proliferation of nuclear 
weapons wovild be adequate secvirity assurances to the non-nuclear-weapon States 
against nuclear attack. Norway accepts the argument of those States that 
Security Covmcil resolution 255 of 19 June I 9 6 8 does not provide svifficient 
guarantees to non-aligned States. Those States which are not parties to alliance 
security systems involving nuclear security guarantees and v;hich have been asked to 
renovmce their option to acquire nuclear weapons have a legitimate claim to guarantees 
against being attacked or threatened by attack with nuclear v/eapons. The nuclear-
weapon States directly involved bear a special responsibility for finding a solution 
to this problem. 

While, admittedly, there i s a regrettable lack of progress i n the f i e l d of 
nuclear disarmament, v/e feel that such lack of progress cannot be accepted as 
jvistifying the rejection of non-proliferation measvures. It is a matter of great 
сопсезл! to us that several threshold States i n regions of tension and conflict have 
not yet abandoned the option to develop nuclear weapons. 

Por i t s part, Norway supports the principle that sensitive nuclear material, 
equipment and teciinology should not be transferred or exported unless a l l nuclear 
activities of the recipient non-nuclear-weapon State- are subject to IAEA safeguards 
or other similarly binding international commitments not to acquire nuclear explosive 
devices. Consequently, Norway has decided to res t r i c t i t s ov/n nuclear exports to 
countries that are parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty. 

Permit me also very briefly to reiterate our viev/s on chemical v/eapons»- -In-viev; 
of recent reports on the use of chemical weapons, we consider i t an virgent need t c ' 
build obstacles against further developments i n this f i e l d . Ve therefore virge 
intensified efforts to reach agreement on a chemical v/eapons convention. 

The Ad Hoc Vorking Group on Chemicail V/eapons made significant progress last year. 
Every effort should now be made with a view to arriving at a draft text on the 
prohibition of the development, production and stoclcpiling of chemical weapons and 
the destruction of existing stocks. For this reason, we have noted with satisfaction 
that the Committee has succeeded i n arriving at a consensus decision on a new mandate 
for the Viorlcing Group on Chemical V/eapons. 
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Л nev7 convention must, in our view, contain provisions for adequate verification, 
to which we hope to make a modest contribution. The Norwegian participant i n the 
expert meetings of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons has irdtiated a research 
programme on the sampling and identification of chemical warfare agents used under 
winter conditions. The objective of the programme i s , inter a l i a , to develop 
international verification procedures for the puirpose of finding evidence of the 
use of chemicau agents. The results of this research project w i l l be submitted to 
the Committee on Disarmament. 

In concluding I snould like to mention that we have recently strengthened our 
represen-iation i n Geneva i n order to enable the Norviegian Government to follow more 
closely the activities of the Committee on Disarmament. Thus, for the f i r s t time, 

•jiie w i l l take an active part in a l l the working groups of the Committee on Disarmament, 

Through our participation, we shall endeavour also to draw on the expertise 
available at Nonregian research institutions i n recognition of the key role played by 
the i/orkinf- groups i n the negotiations here i n Geneva. 

Finally, I note that, at i t s present session, the Committee w i l l once more discuss 
the membership question i n preparation for the second special session and the review 
to be undertalcen there. Norviay, for i t s part, would favour yet another limited 
expansion of the present membership of the Committee on Disarmament. Me believe that 
such a limited expansion would increase the representative nature of the Committee 
without hampering i t s efficiency or i t s negotiating character, 

ShoTÜd ihe second special session recommend another limited expansion, Norway 
w i l l actively seek f u l l membership of the Committee, This would be i n keeping with 
our long-standing interest i n ajnns control and disarmament — an interest also 
influenced, as I said by way of introduction, by our strategic geographical location. 

I would like to thanlc you for having accorded me this opportunity to address you 
this morning. In the name of my Government, I want to offer ny sincerest wishes for 
the successful cor ̂ inuation of the Committ-je's important deliberations, I can assure 
you that Norv;ay w i l l continue to talce part as an active observer i n the work of this 
Committee and, with your permission, Mr, Chairman, may I add as my personal hope, 
that, i n the not too distant future, a representative of Norway w i l l have the 
privilege of addressing tins Committee i n the capacity of a f u l l member. 

The CHAIEMAN ( translated from French) ; I thanlc the Norv;egian State Secretary 
for Foreign Affairs for his important and interesting statement and am grateful to 
him for the kind words he addressed to the Chair, I have no more speakers on my l i s t j 
would any other delegation like to take the floor? If not I v/ould lik e to announce 
that, at my request, the Secretary has distributed today an informal document 
containing the'timetable of meetings of the Committee and i t s subsidiary bodies for 
the coming week. As usual, this i s only an indication and mâ ' subsequently be 
adjusted, i f necessary, according to the requirements of our work. If there is no 
objection, I w i l l talce i t that the Committee agrees to this timetable. 

It was so decided. 
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The Chairman of the Worlcing Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament 
has asked me to announce that there w i l l he a meeting of the contact group on the 
CED this afternoon, at 5.30 p.m., i n Meeting Room No, I. 

In accordance with revision 2 of the timetable for this week, the Committee w i l l 
hold an informal meeting tomorrow, Friday, at 3 p.m. The next plenary meeting of the 
Committee on Disarmament w i l l be held on Tuesday, 9 March, at 10,JO a.m. 

The meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 1.20 p.m. 
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The С Н А Ш Ш Т (translated from French У; I declare open the one htindred- and • 
sijrty-first plenary meeting of the Committee on Disaimament. 

Today the Committee begins i t s consideration of item 3 of i t s agenda,-
"Effective international arrangements to assxire non-nuclear-v:eapon States eigainst 
the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons". However, members who would like to 
make statements on any other matter relevant to the Committee's work aire free to 
do so, i n accordance with rule 30 of the Eules of Procedure. 

I have on my l i s t of speakers for today the representatives of Bxagaria, 
Romania, Nigeria and Sweden. 

I novr give the floor to the f i r s t spealcer on my l i s t , the representative of 
Bulgaria, Ambassador Tellalov. 

Mr. Т Е Ы А Ю У (Bxilgaria): Mr. Chaiiman, allo\/ me to congratulate you v;aimly 
on your assimiption of the chairmanship of the Committee on Disarmament for the 
month of March and to register огяг appreciation of the work done by your 
distinguished predecessor, Ambassador Mahallati of Iran. 

Iñy delegation followed closely the discussion on item 1 and item 2 of our 
aigenda: nuclear test ban and cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disaimament. After nearly three weeks of deliberations, i t would be only precise 
to note, that due to the negative, indeed obstructive, attitude of certain 
delegations, the Committee has been impeded from i n i t i a t i n g negotiations. I 
would like to associate my delegation with the overwhelming disappointment with the 
results of the consideration of the two highest p r i o r i t y items on our agenda, which 
are i n the focus of the international community. Throughout the globes l i t e r a l l y 
hundreds of thousands of ordinary people have spontaneously r a l l i e d i n support 
of measures to prevent nuclear war, to stop nuclear weapon testingand for 
nuclear disarmament. 

It i s the conviction of ray delegation that, under the circumstances, we, as 
Government representatives, have the right and the duty to weigh the implications 
of this sitiiation i n a broader p o l i t i c a l context and to attribute the responsibility 
i n a clear-cut manner. 

Ve were particularly alarmed by the intervention of the distinguished Director 
of the United States Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, Dr. Rostow, Ve are told 
that "a complete cessation of nuclear explosions must be related to the a b i l i t y of 
the Vestern nations to maintain credible deterrent forces". To our delegation, 
as to many others, this statement soimds like an excuse put for\-;ard to block the 
start of negotiations on a CTBT in the Committee. 

There i s no denying the fact that nuclear weapon testing remains i n the front 
line of the arms race. V/hile a CTBT i s presented to the Committee as a "long-term 
aim", the world i s being kept hostage to the fierce competition among the United States 
nuclear weapon laboratories i n creating a whole line of deadly products needed for 
" f i r s t strilce", "limited nuclear war" and other absurd projections that could 
detonate a global nuclear catastrophe, so eloquently described by the distinguished 
representative of Mexico, Ambassador Garcia Robles, 

On the other hand, the Soviet delegation, while reiterating i t s readiness for 
an immediate resimiption of the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations, presented to the Committee 
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i t s positions on the elaboration of a treaty on the general and complete prohibition 
of nuclear weapon tests and stated i t s favourable approach to the u t i l i z a t i o n of 
the possibilities of the Committee on Disarmament for multilateral negotiations 
leading to the conclusion of such a treaty. Our delegation looks fon-zard to more 
comments of other delegations, including those of the nuclear-weapon States, on 
the statement made on 18 February by the distinguished representative of the 
Soviet Union, Ambassador Issraelyan. 

The delegation of the German Democratic Republic proposed draft mandates 
for ad hoc worlcing groups on items 1 and 2 which are another practical step on the 
part of the socialist countries to find a solution to tlie urgent necessity of 
starting meaningfvil negotiations. 

Several socialist countries, among them Bulgaria, are talcing an active -part 
i n the Group of Scientific Experts on Seismic Events. At the same time, i t i s 
clear to a l l of us that the proposals to concentrate the attention of the Committee 
on the administrative, legal and financial aspects of an international data 
exchange system and other "limited steps" make sense only i n close connection with 
the elaboration of a treaty on the general and complete prohibition of nuclear 
weapon tests. To do other\iise would be to put the cart before the horse. As 
pointed out i n document CD / 2 0 9 introduced by the delegation of India, "There can 
be no merit, either i n sterile and abstract discussions of the complexities of 
verification issues, kinds of verification régimes, or i n stressing the need "for 
some kind of international verification organization, without reference to any 
concrete measure of real disarmament or serious arms limitations". 

In connection v;ith item 2 of the agenda, vre have noted the v/ide convergence 
of opinion i n favour of starting vrithout delay negotiations i n an appropriate 
subsidiary body of the Committee on halting and reversing the nuclear arms race 
in accordance váth paragraph 50 of the Final Document. Ve are deeply convinced 
that the most concrete step that the Committee can take in this direction i s the 
beginning of negotiations on ending the production of nuclear weapons of a l l "types 
and on their gradual reduction and f i n a l elimination. It i s indeed regrettable that 
the Committee has failed so far to even begin consultations to prepare the ground 
for such negotiations. 

In view of the explicit reluctance of a well-known limited number of 
delegations to endorse the creation of v/orking groups and the i n i t i a t i o n of 
negotiations on items 1 and 2, a пем priority arises, namelj'-, the consideration 
of the question of ensuring the prevention of moclear war, Tliis i s a problem 
directly connected with the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nucleax 
disarmament. The delegations of Sv/eden, Brazil, Mexico, Yi:igoslavia and other 
countries have already stressed the importance of this question. 

The Bulgarian people and Government are deeply convinced that today there i s 
no more urgent task than that of preventing the outbreaJc of nuclear war and solving 
the problems of the nuclear arms race. There i s no doubt that this v a i l be one of 
the major issues at the forthcomirg second special session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament. 

It i s i n this connection and fron the point of view of an actv^l contribution 
to the beginning of negotiations on nuclear disarmament tliat one should examine 
the positions and the attitude of any State — nuclear or non-nuclear — towards 
the v i t a l issue of securing the prevention of nuclear v/ar. This i s hoM we see the 
meaning of resolution 36/81 Б, adopted by consensus at the last session of the 
General Assembly on the i n i t i a t i v e of the non-aligned countries. 
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In light of the serious setback we are faced v/ith i n relation to the most 
important items on our agenda, we note v/ith satisfaction the adoption of the proposal 
of the delegation of the German Democratic Republic for the start of consultations 
under your Jeadership. Ily delegation i s ready to support any meaningful idea 
that may come out of these consultations. 

According to our programme of work, this v/eek i s dedicated mainly to item 3 
of our agenda, "Effective international arrangements to assure non-niiclear-weapon 
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons". Remit me, v-ihile I 
Iiave the floor, to dwell br i e f l y on this subject. 

The interest my delegation talce s in this question i s well-lcnown aind 1 do not 
want to go over ovx position one again, partic-ilarly because i t i s closely connected 
with the views I have just stated on the problems of nuclear disamament. 

4 e have noted with satisfaction the consensus on the re-establishment of the 
Ad Hoc Vorking Group on Negative Security Assurancos under the chairmanship of 
iimbassador Ahmad of Palcistan. This step i s i n conformity v/ith General Assembly 
resolutions 36/94 and З6/95. 

The conclusion of an international convention remains the goal of the majority 
of the member States of this Committee and of the international community as a 
whole. The fomula of guarantees proposed by the Soviet Union has v/idely 
acknowledged merits. Ve v/clcome the renewed pledges of the Soviet Union, made at 
the highest p o l i t i c a l level, concerning the guarantees for the security of 
non-nuclear-v/eapon States that do not have nuclear weapons on their territories. 
Here I have i n mind the letters of President Brezlmev i n response to the appeals 
)Г co-ice:,.n3d .groups and organizations in -Tr.pan and Australia. 

.'is to the main direction of our efforts i n this f i e l d , v/e believe that we 
shoi- .d concentrate mainly on' those aspects of the problem v/hose solution could 
enable us to achieve some meaningful steps forward, especially i n the search for 
a cirjLoa f-pproach acceptable to a l l , the content and the character of the 
p. •"•:.in£;eucnbs, the p o s s i b i l i t i e s and parameters of interim arrangements, etc, 
7üc ado: t i or. of an interim measure of any kind would, hoi/ever, not eliminate the 
need ior an international convention or other appropriate international arrangements 
of a legally binding natiu?e. 

Alcig witn a l l this, we should take into accotint other relevant and significant 
developments v/hich are directly connected v/ith the non-use of nuclear weapons and 
are thus aimed at solving the problem of strengthening the secvirity of non-nuclear-
•.•/eapon States, such as General Assembly resolutions З6/1ОО, 36/81 E and З6/92 I. 
Accordingly, we would like to stress the importance of the "Declaration on the 
prevention of nuclear catastrophe", the main points of which should be taken into 
consideration when examining different aspects of elaborating effective international 
arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States a.gainst the use or threat of use 
of nuclei.: v/eapons. 

It i s our conviction that the members of the Committee and, f i r s t of a l l , 
the n\iclear-v/eapon States should demonstrate a s p i r i t of constructiveness i f we 
are to elaborate an international convention, which w i l l go a long way toweucd.s 
strengthening the sectirity of the non-nuclear-weapon States. 
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- ghe-GH¿IHMfijr-(-translated from French); I thank the representative of 
Bulgaria for his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the C3iair. I 
now give the floor to the representative of Romania, ionbassador Malitza, 

Hr, MLEPZJL (Romania) (toranslated from French); Mr. Chairman, my statement 
today i s concerned with the question of effective international arrangements to 
assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or^threat of use"of'nuclear 
weapons. The fact that discussions on this topic have been going on for two 
decades makes i t very d i f f i c u l t to introduce any new ideas at the present stage 
of the negotiations. Nevertheless, there i s one factor which the Romanian 
delegation would like to underline with a l l due force,' namely, the rapid increase 
i n the danger of the use of nuclear weapons as a result of the tension evident 
today i n the international sphere and the entiy into a new stage i n the -nuclear 
eiims race. 

In this Committee, we discuss тацу matters related to international security, 
a l l of them extremely important. But can there conceivably be ary greater aouafce 
of insecurity for a small or medium-sized countiy than the possibility of being 
completely destroyed i f someone merely presses a button controlling a nuclear-
weapon system? 

It i s a г/ell-known fact that, i n addition to nuclear weapons, there are 
nuclear strategies represented by nuclear maps on which nuclear-weapon targets 
are plotted. , Different colours for different scenarios indicate with astonialiing 
simplicity acts fraught with tremendous consequences for the existence of entire 
nationis euid, f i r s t and foremost, the a l l i e s of the nuclear powers. These things 
are secïet, but politicians and the general public have found out about them. 
This explains vAy there i s today a cijrrent of unprecedented intensity whose purpose 
i s very simple: nations do not wish to be the theatre of nuclear war} ргз,Ъ11с 
opinion no longer wants to be an actual, potential or even alternative target for 
nuclear .strikes. 

The non-nuclear-weapon countries' insistence on being given security assurances 
going as far as the complete elimination of nuclear weapons i s therefore just, 
logical and r e a l i s t i c . As was irainted out by the President of the Socialist 
Republic of Romania, Nicolae Ceausescu, "It i s the legitimate right of every State 
rejiouneing mclear weapons to have the assurance that no one -will encroach upon 
i t s national independence and sovereignty". 

In last year's report of the Committee on Disarmament, i t was recognized that 
there was an urgent need to reach agreement on effective international arrangements 
to assure non-nuclear-weapon States eigainst the use or threat of use of such 
weapons •vAiile bearing particularly i n mind the goal of nuclear disarmament and 
general éind complete disarmament. 

The negotiations on the substance of arrangements aimed at outlining a common 
approach acceptable to a l l and suitable for incorporation i n an international 
instnmient of a legally binding character have shown that there eire d i f f i c u l t i e s 
which w i l l have to be overcome this year by the Working Group presided over by the 
distinguished representative of Pakistan, Ambassador Mansour Ahmad, 
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In'the view of the Romemian delegation, the questions to he solved Ъу the 
Vorking Group i n i t s search for a "common formula" for inclxxsion i n an international 
instiTument are the following: 

1. States covered Ъу .the assurances; 'The very essence of security assurances, 
i s the undertaking Ъу the nuclear-weapon States not to use or threaten to use nucleax. 
weapons and force i n general against the non-nuclear-weapon States. The Romanian 
delegation i s therefore of the opinion that a l l гюп-nuclear-weapon States should 
Ъе given such assurances. Nevertheless, i n the coxirse of our discussions of this 
question, a пшЪег of qualifications have Ъееп put forward Ъу various delegations 
and I would like to comment brie f l y on them: 

(a) The undertaking by the non-nuclear-weapon States to refrain from producing 
or receiving such weapons or acquiring control over them. Such a qualification 
may require either the participation of States i n the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation 
of Nuclear Weapons or other instruments, such as the Treaty of Tlatelolco, or solemn 
declarations by States not parties to such international instruments? 

(b) The stationing of nuclear weapons on the territories of States -vdiere 
there are no such weapons at present. Although i t reduces the number of States 
which w i l l benefit from lihe assurances, this qualification i s objective i n character. 
If a non-nuclear-weapon State considers that i t s security i s better guaranteed Ъу 
the presence of nuclear weapons on i t s territory, i t can act accordingly. 

(c) Non-participation i n nuclear security arrangements concluded by certain 
nuclear-weapon States. At the present stage of our negotiations, this qualification 
raises problems of interpretation which make i t s practical application extremely 
d i f f i c u l t . 

2 . The content of the assurance or the substance of the commitment. Since 
1965, the Romanian delegation has maintained that the nuclear-weapon States should 
undei^Jake never under any circmstanees to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons 
or force i n general against the non-nuclear^weapon States. 

Consequently, our position i s that no exception or saving clause i s acceptable 
as part of such an obligation. . In our discussions, the condition that the 1юп-пцс1ваз?-
vreapon States w i l l not carry out or participate in-an attack against the t e r r i t o i y or 
the aimed forces of a nuclear-vreapon State or i t s a l l i e s with the sapport of another 
nucleaj>-weapon State has, of course, been l a i d down and backed up by arguments 
тАове sincerity and practical importance for their authors we do not challenge. 
Such an exception would, however, introduce a subjective element i n favour of the 
mclear Powers that would virtually negate the security assurances. Veare, 
moreover, supposed to be negotiating measures to prohibit the use of nuclear weapons, 
33ot specifying, by means of exceptions, the cases i n vdiich nuclear weapons nay Ъе 
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used. Such an approach i s contrary to tho Declaration on the Prohibition of the 
Use of Nuclear and Sheínoniicleíir Weapons adopted by the-United Nations .Gênerai Assembly 
on 24 November I96I . The fact that we find such an excel'iion unacceptable does 
not mean that we are tmawars of tho cjnceriis of tho States which have put forward 
proposals on this subject. But the solution should, rather, be sought by way of 
a fomula allowing for v/ithdrawal from a comnitnent i n the event of exceptional 
circumstances imperilling the highest r^,tional interests. 

3 . The legal form of the arrangements. It i s quite obvious that, i f they are 
to have any practical significance, securi-ty assurances must be of a legally binding 
character. The Romanian delegation considers that i n this respect the best 
solution would be the conclusion of an international convention. While there has 
been no basic objection, during our discussions, to the idea of an international 
convention, the d i f f i c u l t i e s involved have been stressed and the possibility has 
been studied of interim arrangements, such as a General Assembly resolution, a 
Security -Council resolution or new -"onilateral declarations by the nacleaj^^-reapon States, 
I would like to assure you that the Romanian delegation i s open to the idea of an 
interim arrangement as a f i r s t step towards the conclusion of an international 
convention. I should also point out that i n my delegation's view, this type of 
solution vrould imply that such an interim undertaking would be regarded as a f i r s t 
step along the road to the complete prohibition of the use or threat of use of 
nucleaj: weapons i n any circumstances whatever, and that the nuclear-weapon States 
would THidertake to implement as rapidly as possible effective measures for nuclear 
disaimament leading to the complete elimination of such weapons. 

These are the few observations my delegation wanted to make at this stage 
i n our work. Let me stress once again that, i n view of the second special session 
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, i t i s urgently necessary to achieve 
tangible results i n this f i e l d . The Committee cannot ignore the fact that the 
non-nuclear weapon States are determined to escape from the domination of armaments 
and the danger of their use, as i s more than clearly shoivn by the growing number 
of proposals fcr the establishment of Г'' 'lear-woapon-free ^ones. % country 
supports these proposals since .?t regards the B.-̂ tabl.i'.shment of denuclearized zones 
as a positive step i n the direction of the elimination of nuclear weapons and as 
a promise of a world without the nightmare of nuclear war. That great monument to 
patience, foresight and legal precision — the Treaty of Tlatelolco -- i s a constant 
source of encouragement and a proof of the possibility of carrying out such meastires. 
In this connection, the idea of a nuclear-weapon-free zone i n the Balkans i s a 
matter of special interest to us. As i n the past, Romania consistently supports 
ary i n i t i a t i v e taken i n this direction and i s ready to make i t s own practical 
contribution to such a project. 



CD/PV.iôl 
12 

The С Н А Ш - Ш (translated from French); I thank the representative of Romania 
for his statement. I now give the floor to the representative of Nigeria, 
Ambassador Ije\:ere. 

Ilr. IJEWERE (Nigeria); Ilr. Chairman, alio;/ me at the outset to convey the 
satisfaction of my delegation at seeing you preside over the work of this Committee 
for the month of karch. The v/arm and very cordial relations that our ti/o countries 
have enjoyed over the years and the strong commitment to the cause of peace have 
again been demonstrated i n the recently concluded successful v i s i t of 
His Holiness Pope John Paul II to my co'ontry. To us, the papacy i s a symbol of 
peace and disarmament'. Ve are confident that, -under your able guidance, this 
Committee w i l l make significant progress during this crucial month. I pledge to 
you the f u l l co-operation of my delegation. Ily delegation would also l i k e to 
express i t s appreciation to Ambassador Jafar Mahallati of Iran for the able manner 
i n which he guided the commencement of this year's session of the Committee. 

My statement today v / i l l be devoted to item 2 of the Committee's annual agenda, 
"Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament". Ily delegation i s one 
of those that s t i l l believe that this subject i s of the highest p r i o r i t y on the 
agenda of the Committee and this view i s also shared by the international community, 
wliich, at the thirty-sixth session of the United Nations General Assembly adopted 
tv/o resolutions on the item, namely. General Assembly resolutions 36/92 E and 36/92 P. 
Both resolutions called not only for multilateral negotiations on the items, but 
also specifically urged the establishment of an ad hoc working group esirly i n the 
current session. 

At our 158th plenary meeting held on 25 February 1982, I had occasion to 
register once again my delegation's regret and total dissa-tisfaction that, to date, 
the Committee on Disarmament, the single multilateral negotiating forum, had not 
been able to undertake concrete negotiations on a nuclear test ban and -fchat i t had 
not even taken the f i r s t step tov/airds tho cessation of the nuclear arms race. On 
that occasion, I concluded that failure to undertake such multilateral negotiations 
i n the Committee could lead to serious consequences and that those nuclear-v/eapon 
States that have not seen their v/ay to agreeing with the rest of -lis viould bear the 
responsibility. 

At our plenary meeting on Thursday, 4 March 1982, the distinguished 
representative of Mexico, Ambassador Garcia Robles, gave a moving on-the-spot 
account of a nuclear holocaust. In the view of ry delegation, his exposition v/as 
an adequate scenario of an apocalypse. The young v/ar poets of Vorld Var I did 
stress the horror and pity of war, but certsdnly a nuclear v/ar begs description 
and can rightly be cited as a crime against humanity. The proponents of 
competitiveness and superiority in the arms race need to look beyond their 
parochial security interests and give further consideration to the universality 
and broader perceptions of security. It i s i n this context that the need for the 
"Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament" becomes imperative. 

Nuclear disarmament becomes imperative v/hen one recalls the numerous 
statements that v/e have heard in this Committee during the last month. These 
statements have clearly t e s t i f i e d to the fact that we are l i v i n g i n times of 
strained international relations. The continued escalation of the arras race and 
the increasing danger of a nuclear \/ar ca l l for a large measure of sanity and 
reflection on the part of those u-hom Providence has made trustees of the future 
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of mankinds This i s not the time for inaction and my delegation holds the view that 
the Committee on Disarmament can, through multilateral negotiations, play a v i t a l 
role i n lessening inteirnational tension. A major ingredient for success i n the 
Committee i s f l e x i h i l i t y (or uhat some have termed "goodv/ill") on the psurt of 
delegations, especially those of nuclear-v;eapon States. But i s this "goodiiill" 
forthcoming even from those that preach i t i n this Committee? 

It i s important that, i n a l l negotiations conducted i n this negotiating forum, 
a l l delegations should bear in mind paragraph 2 of the Pinal Document of the 
f i r s t special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, .vrhich reminds 
us that: 

"Unless i t s avenues are,closed, the continued arms race mesins a growing 
threat'to'international peace and security and even -to the very survival 
of manlcind". 

These are very c h i l l i n g words vihich were adopted by consensus i n 197Q* Por 
three years now, the Committee has, i n varying degrees, been considering item 2. 
The time i s now more than ripe to consider the item i n depth and make concrete 
progress. 

At i t s 1981 session, a detailed examination was undertalcen of the prerequisites 
for negotiations on nuclear disaLcmament, including the so-called doctrines of 
deterrence, balance and parity. M h l l e the aiajori^ty of the members- of the Committee 
were prepared for serious negotiations, tvro delegations deliberately refused to 
join the consensus in-the Committee to estahlish an ad hoc v/orking group on the 
cessation of the nuclear arms race and miclear disarmament, lîy delegation has 
consistently rejected the idea that security should, be based on higher and higher 
levels of armaments, especially when such assertions .are compounded by theories of 
flexible response, limited v/ar and survivable nuclear v/ar. The latest manifestation 
of that vievi that seeks security through, greater and greater quantities of nuclear 
weapons was stated in this Committee barrly five weeks â go- namely, that there should 
be "equal deterrence i n order that no side v/ould brandish nuclear vieapons as an 
instrument of aggression or p o l i t i c a l coercion". 

I n the view of my delegation, only nuclear disarmament can really ensure equal 
deterrence. Ve believe that the greater the quality and quantity of nuclear weapons 
i n the arsenals of the States that possess those v/eapons of high destructive and 
ovei>-klll capacity, the greater the risk of a nuclear vjar, either by deliberate 
calculation or by accident. I therefore seize this opportunity to refer to 
General Assembly resolution 36/01 В which i s entitled "Prevention of nuclear vi/ar" 
eind urges the nuclear-weapon States to submit viev/s, proposals and practical 
suggestions for ensuring the prevention of nuclear v/ar to the Secretsiry-General by 
April 1982. As a co-sponsor of that resolution, my delegation hopes that the 
nuclear-v/eapon States w i l l , with a l l sense of responsibility and genviine security 
concerns, respond objectively to this c a l l because my delegation firmly holds the 
vievi that a nuclear wax v / i l l affect belligerents and non-belligerents alilce., 
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In previous interventions, v/e had cause to remind the nuclear-v/eapon-States 
of their special' responsibility and obligation to undertalce nuclear disarmament. 
As a pairty to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, my country 
attaches great iiiportance and significance to article VI whereby: 

"Each of the Parties to the Treaty undertakes to pursue ne^tiations i n 
good faith on effective measures relating to cessation of the nuclear 
arms race at an early date and to nuclear disarmament, and on a treaty on 
general and complete disarmament under s t r i c t and effective international 
control". 

Ily delegation i s of the opinion that the two most important phrases i n this 
article cire "negotiations i n good faith" and "an early date". They both underline 
the obligation which \/a.s assumed by the nuclear-weapon States and v/hich, 
regrettably, they have been unable to discharge. Document CD/180 contains 
substantive proposals by the Group of 21 \/hich could provide a firm basis for 
negotiations. I'/hile my delegation welcomes constructive proposals on how best 
to move for\i/ard, i t i s hoped that those nuclear-v/eapon States v/hich have so far 
v/ithheld their consensus v / i l l soon be able to agree to the establishment of an 
ad hoc v/orld.ng group. 

At this juncture, my delegation vrould lik e to c l a r i f y once more i t s position 
;/ith regard to the so-called nuclear neutron v/eapon. \1Ы1е we v/elcome the proposal 
that these inhumane v/eapons be prohibited, v/e reiterate v/hat ve stated i n plenary 
on 21 August 1981, namely, that such a prohibition should be i n the over-all 
package and context of the achievement of nuclear disarmament, v/hich reqvzires 
urgent negotiations of agreements at appropriate stages, particularly the 
cessation of the qualitative improvement and development of nuclear^weapon systems. 
Ily delegation therefore sees the development of the neutron weapon i n the context 
of the irrational race for armaments — a situation v/hich underlines the \zrgent 
necessity of establishing an ad hoc working group on the cessation of the nucleax 
arms race and nucleax disarmament. 

Щ- delegation firmly believes, contrary to some viev/s, that there i s an arms 
race. It i s an irrational race, fuelled by the presumed superiority perceptions 
of the tv/o sides. The nuclear-weapon States axe also, i n my delegation's viev/, 
captives of an uuicontrollable technological advance where competition i s aimed at 
achieving an impossible end. 

As we approach the second special session, the nuclear-weapon States cannot be 
insensitive to the ciries of the international comiminity outside this Committee. My 
delegation agrees v/ith paragraph 520 of the comprehensive study on nucleax weapons . 
that "So long as reliance continues to be placed upon the concept of the balance of 
nucleair deterrence as a method for maintaining peace, the prospects for the future 
w i l l alv/ays remain dark, menacing and as uncertain as the fragile assumptions upon 
which they axe based". 

Uith the present impasse i n the Committee on the establishment of an ad hoc 
working group to i n i t i a t e substantive negotiations on the top p r i o r i t y questions, 
my delegation i s ready to go along v/ith the proposal by the German Democratic 
Republic for informal consultations as a v/ay of finding solutions, but we do 
believe that such consultations axe not and should not become substitutes for 
negotiations. 
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The СНА1ИШ1 (translated from French); I thanlc the representative of Nigeria 
for his statement, for the kind and friendly vrords he addressed to me and for his 
reference to tho cordial relations enjoyed by Nigeria and Italy. I nov/ give the 
floor to the last spealcer on my l i s t for today, tho representative of Sv/eden, 
Ambassador Lidgard. 

Mr. LIDGABD (Sv/eden): Mr. Chairman, on your assumption of the chairmanship 
of this Committee for this month, a function vrhich I am confident you vdll carry 
out with s k i l l and efficiency, I vdsh to assure you of my delegation's f u l l 
co-operation. At the same time I v/ant to express to your distinguished predecessor, 
Ambassador Mahallati, our great appreciation of the efforts he made dviring his 
chairmanship to give the Committee a good start at this year's sessipn. 

I have the honour to introduce today the working paper contained i n 
document CD/257» vrhich has been distributed this morning and which i s entitled 
"An international system for the detection of airbejsie radioactivity from nuclear 
explosions", 

This working paper should be seen as an effort en tho pert of oy delegation 
further to prepare the ground for a comprehensive nuclear test-ban treaty. The 
Svredish delegation deeply regrets the lack of consensus so far on the establishment 
of an ad hoc vrorlcing group i n the Committee on the negotiation of a CTBT, This 
must, hov/ever, not paralyse our efforts to prepare ourselves for the many d i f f i c u l t 
issues such a negotiation vrill no doubt entail, 

A great deal of valuable work as- being carried--out i n the Ad Hoc Group of 
Scientific Experts to Consider International Co-operative Measures to Betect and 
Identify Seismic Events, However, seismic methods apply primarily to vmderground 
tests. It vrould therefore, i n ovir view, be useful at this stage to take up also 
other aspects of the verification of a comprehensive nuclear test ban, namely, the 
monitoring of airborne radioactivity. 

The working paper proposes that the Committee on Disarmament should consider 
questions relating to the establishment of an international data exchange for the 
detection of airborne rad.ioactivity from nuclear explosions. Such an international 
exchange vrould be complementary to a system for the international exchange of 
seismic data, as elaborated i n the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts, The 
techniques for collecting and analysing radioactive substances are well advanced 
and a птлпЬег of stations i n at least 50 countries a l l over the viorld are already 
monitoring the atmosphere. The costs of establishing the new stations which may 
be required for a satisfactory coverage of the globe are lilcely to be modest, 

A global network for the svirveillance of the atmosphere vrould no doubt sidd 
substantially to the present means of verification of nuclear explosions. It 
would not only be of great importance for the verification of compliance vrith a 
futvire treaty banidng a l l nuclear tests, but i s also l i k e l y to make a valuable 
contribution to confidence i n existing agreements, such as the partial test-ban 
Treaty and the non-proliferation Treaty, It vrould, furthermore, contribute to 
the identification of possible nucleaü: explosions carried out by countries vdiich 
are not parties to any of these treaties. Thus, i t i s l i k e l y that the identification 
of the much debated event south of Africa on 22 September 1979 would have been 
considerably facilitated i f a system of the kind envisaged i n the present 



CD/PV.161 
16 

(Иг. Lidgard, Sweden) 

working paper had been i n operation on that occasion,' Snehadata excKáñge "vroxud 
not only add to the efficiency of present means of verification, but i t would also 
be truly international and non-discriminatory i n chairacter, v;hich i s an important 
aspect for the vast majority of countries represented around this table, including 
my ovm, 

V/ith these words, I submit that the working paper contained i n document •.CD/257 
should be carefully studied and considered by the members of the Committee, As to 
the appropriate framev/ork for dealing with this matter, i t seems to my delegation 
that the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts provides a suitable forum with an 
accordingly amended mandate. My delegation i s , however, open to other proposals 
in this regard. One alternative might be to convene an ad hoc meeting of experts 
to discuss the matter. 

The CHAIHMAH (translated from French); I thank the representative of Sweden 
for his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair, 

I have no more speakers on my l i s t , VTould any othe,P delegation l i k e to take 
the floor? 

The next plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament id.ll be held on 
Thursday, 11 March, at 10,30 a.m. 

The meeting rose at 11.45 a.m. 

http://id.ll
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The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): I declare open the l62nd plenary meeting 
of the Committee on Disannament. 

Today, the Committee continues i t s consideration of item 3 of i t s agenda, 
"Effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States 
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons". However, members who 
would like to make statements on any other subject relevant to the Committee's 
work are free to do so, in accordance with rule 30 of the Rules of Procedure. 

I have on ray l i s t of speakers for today the representatives of Burma, 
the United States, Yugoslavia, China, the United Kingdom, the Soviet Union and 
Sweden. 

I now give the floor to the f i r s t speaker on my l i s t , the representative 
of Burma, Ambassador Maung Жипй Gyi. 

и MAUNG MAUNG GYI (Burma): Mr. Chairman, may I f i r s t of a l l take this 
opportunity to express to you our sincere appreciation for the able and 
conscientious manner in which the work of this Committee is being conducted 
for this month under your chairmanship. I am confident that your endeavours 
wil l contribute positively to the work of this Committae. 

The subject I propose to deal with somewhat briefly concerns the test ban 
issue, which the international community has rightly considered as a matter of 
top priority and is foremost on our agenda for this session. Despite persistent 
efforts and attention in this multilateral negotiating forum; as well as in 
other fora, a comprehensiva test ban has continued to defy solution for over a 
quarter of a century, lihile this state of affairs continues to prevail, new 
generations of nuclear weapons have couie into existence, made possible largely 
by the continued testing of nuclear v/eapons. Despite legal and p o l i t i c a l 
commitments by the major nuclear Powers, not to mention the moral aspect, a 
comprehensive test ban continues to recede before us like a ;jiraga. 

If we look back at the course of events in tho history of i t s negotiations, 
a comprehensive test-ban treaty was negotiated with a l l serious intent and purpose 
in the multilateral forum and in 1563 an aT;reement was tantalizingly near, the 
negotiations having reached a stage where measures on adequate verification 
were then negotiated in detail and only a small gap remained to be bridged 
between the position of the two sides. It could perhaps be said that a certain 
degree of p o l i t i c a l w i l l did exist at that time on tha part of the Powers concerned, 
but perhaps that will was not sufficiently stronri enough to give the necessary 
impetus needed for an agreement. And to allay the pleas of an anxious world 
concerning the threat to mankind posed by radioactive fallout caused by atmospheric 
testing, expediency made i t possible to reach agreement on à partial test-ban 
Treaty, which continues to remain partial despite the fact that 19 years have 
elapsed since i t s signature. Yet today this Committee is confronted with the 
situation of not beinfi; able to solve the procedural aspect of the issue and 
substantive negotiations are nowhere in sight. In this state of affairs, i t i s 
relevant to reiterate what this delpcçation has said in i t s statement on 
16 February. Wrj said at that time that, on an issue of such multilatei^al concern, 
i t would be most propitious to seek solutions through a multilateral approach 
and that the establishment of an ad hoc v/orking <?roup would be most appropriate 
for such a purpose, particularly in view of the fact that other aporoaches have 
not yielded any encouraa;ing results. 
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Ue have been given an e x p l i c i t mandate by the t h i r t y - s i x t h session of 
the United Nations General Assembly on how wc should deal I'ith t h i s i s s u e . 
Resolution 36/84 of tho t h i r t y - s i x t h session of th-^ United Nations General Assembly 
has c l e a r l y urged a l l members of tho Committee to support the c r e a t i o n of an 
ad hoc working group, as from the hc;;inninii; of .lЭ^^^-, which should bc^^in 
m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s on a t r e a t y f o r tho p r o h i b i t i o n of a l l nuclear-weapon 
t e s t s . The r e s o l u t i o n goes,further on to say that t h i s Committee should e;cort 
i t s best endeavours so that i t may transmit to the second s p e c i a l session of the 
United Nations General Assembly dovoted to disarn-mont э m u l t i l a t i r a l l y 
negotiated t e x t of such a t r e a t y , Ue therefore have a mandate to comply v;ith and 
tha i n t e r n a t i o n a l community v a i l not understand us i f vie could not even agree to 
ne g o t i a t e on an issue of such importance. 

I t has r e c e n t l y b-îen asserted i n t h i s Committee th a t a t s s t ban cannot of 
i t s e l f end the threat posed by nuclear weapons ап'̂  t hat 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 issues- We do of 
course r e a l i z e that n e i t h e r the t e s t ban i t s e l f nor, f o r that matter, other measures 
of nuclear disarmament, each by i t s e l f , can e l i m i n a t e the t h r e a t of nuclear weapons. 
For the only way to remove such th r e a t i s t h e complete e l i m i n a t i o n of nuclear 
weapons. But each of these measures, i n c l u d i n g the ban on nuclear t e s t i n g , could 
help e l i m i n a t e such a t h r e a t . VJe f e e l that an attempt to l i n k the s o l u t i o n of 
one measure with the s o l u t i o n of another would complicate the i s s u e and to our 
mind would n e i t h e r be p r a c t i c a l nor d e s i r a b l e . The c e s s a t i o n of nucloar^-weapon 
t e s t s deserves to be t r e a t e d on i t s own merit and not on the merit of other 
nuclear disarmament i s s u e s . This i s the approach that has been taken a l l along 
and t o depart from such an approach would make the s o l u t i o n of the t e s t ban i s s u e 
i n t r a c t a b l e . 

Needless to say, i n the s o l u t i o n of disarmament measures, the two p r i n c i p l e s 
t h a t need to be resolved are tho p r i n c i p l e of e q u i t a b l e balance and the p r i n c i p l e 
of adequate v e r i f i c a t i o n . The need f o r the p r i n c i p l e of balance i s mentioned 
e x p l i c i t l y i n paragraph 29 of the F i n a l Document of tho f i r s t s p e c i a l session 
of the United Nations General üssombly devoton to disarmament and the p r i n c i p l e 
of adequate v e r i f i c a t i o n i s stat.jd i n paragraph 3I of the same Document. Because 
the t e s t ban does not i n v o l v e any p h y s i c a l change i n the armaments of States, 
the p r i n c i p l e of maintaining; an e q u i t a b l e balance has resolved i t s e l f and we can 
say t h a t , on t h i s score, a t e s t ban has i t s obvious advantage and wo f a i l to 
understand why such an advantage could not be seized upon. Perhaps the tendency 
to a s s e r t t h a t a t e s t ban cannot of i t s e l f reduce the t h r e a t of nuclear weapons 
a r i s e s from the f a c t t h a t i t i n v o l v e s no a c t u a l r e d u c t i o n o f nuclear weapons. 
No doubt a t i i s t ban by i t s e l f cannot a l t e r the e x i s t i n g ; s t a t e of a f f a i r s . But 
what we should bear i n mind i s that i t s s i g n i f i c a n c e l i s s ^ i n curbinfi; the 
q u a l i t a t i v e aspect of the nuclear arms race. 

As to what the nature of a nuclear test-ban t r o a t y should be, our l o n g ­
standing a t t i t u d e i s th.it a. d i r e c t approach to the main o b j e c t i v e would be p r e f e r a b l e 
t o t a k i n g the road v/ith detours. Nearly two decades have passed si n c e the s i g n i n g 
of the p a r t i a l test-ban Treaty and s u r e l y i t i s not too much to opt f o r the 
u l t i m a t e t r e a t y that would leave no loopholes. I t h i n k wc should be able to get 
our bearings i f we look at the ñiattcr from an o b j e c t i v e approach rather than a 
s u b j e c t i v e one. Our o b j e c t i v e should ^̂o f u r t h e r than p u t t i n g addition.al t e c h n i c a l 
c o n s t r a i n t s on t e s t i n g whilo c o n t i n u i n g to condone- the search f o r new weapons 
through t e s t i n g . Our o b j e c t i v e should be to achieve a t r o a t y that would completely 
h a l t one very important aspect of th.5 nuclear arms race by the t o t a l p r o h i b i t i o n 
of a l l nuclear-weapon t e s t s f o r a l l time. 

http://th.it


CD/PV.1б2 
3 

the 'CHAIRMAN (translated from French); I thank the representative of Burma 
for his statement and for the kind words he addressed to tht Chair. I now give 
the floor to the representative of the United States, Ambassador Fields. 

Mr. FIELDS (United States of /imerica;: Mr. Chairman, our agenda for this week 
concerns the subject of effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-
weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. However, in 
light of the great interest evidenced in this Committee and the ongoing consultations 
being conducted by you, Sir, I will speak today regarding items 1 and 2 of our 
agenda, the nuclear test ban and nuclear disarmament. 

In this context, I want to address the numerous thoughtful questions and 
suggestions put to my dels.-cation durin.T; our informal and plenary meetings on 
these items and to give the views of ray Government on how tho Committee on 
Disarmament might best proceed to consider the question of a nuclear test ban. 

The position of my Government regarding a comprehensive test ban has already 
been clearly stated in this body. The achievement of a complete cessation of 
nuclear explosions remains an element in the f u l l range of long-term United States 
arms control objectives. Hov/ever, we do not beli^^e that, under present 
circumstances, such a ban could help to reduce the threat of nuclear weapons or 
maintain the s t a b i l i t y of the nuclear balance. The United States i s actively 
pursuino; the f i r s t steps of the programme outlined by President Reagan last 
iS November to reduce nuclear weapons. These issues are the most serious issues 
which any nation — nuclear-weapon State or non-nuclear-v/eapon State — can address. 
The elements of United States nuclear arms control policy — including the ongoing 
negotiations on intermediate-range nucleir forces and th^ preparations to begin 
strategic arms reduction negotiations provide compelling evidence of the 
seriousness which the United States attaches to nuclear arms control and disarmaraent. 

The issue now before this Committee is the most appropriate procedure to 
follov/ regarding items 1 and 2 of the agenda. Л number of delegations have posed 
serious questionr as to how the légitimât-^ security concerns of non-nuclear-
weapon States should be considered in the light of the need for nuclear-weapon 
States to address amongst themselves issues affecting nuclear disarmament. Doubts 
have also been expressed as to how this Committee can function as a multilateral 
negotiating body i f i t does not address nuclear issues, which we a l l agree are of 
primary importance. .\nd, specifically, questions have been raised and suggestions 
made as to the best way for the Committee on Disarmament to proceed on the nuclear 
test ban issue. 

Let me briefly give the views of ray delegation on the issues.underlying 
these questions. 

First, my delegation believes the Committee on Disarmament should address 
every issue which relates to the v i t a l security interests of a l l States, including 
the control, reduction and eventual elimination of nuclear weapons. The Committee 
on Disarmament, the only disarraa.nent body in v/hich a l l five nuclear-weapon States 
participate, i s an appropriate forum for dealing with the interest in nuclear 
disarmament — an interest deeply shared by a l l States. Nevertheless, my 
delegation continues to believe that establishing a subsidiary body to negotiate 
on nuclear disarmament would not be a productive step at this time, especially 
in view of the feet that such negotiations have begun among certain of the 
nuclea«-weapon States. I also recall the numerous occasions on which the 
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nuclear-weapon States have been reminded that thoy have the primary responsibility 
for undertaking such negotiations. Therefore;"with regard to agenda ite"m 2, while 
we recognize the legitimate role of the Committee, we continue to believe that 
these issues should be addressed in infomnl meetings, as we have done in the past. 

Second, the United States fully shares the view expressed by many delegations 
that the Committee on Disarmament must effectively discharge i t s responsibilities. 
In evidence of this fact, my delegation is actively engaged in the efforts, being 
made in the Committe to reach agreement on a multilateral convention on the 
complete prohibition of radiological weapons. Moreover, the Committee i s also 
hard at work in laying the foundations for a complete and verifiable prohibition 
of chemical weapons, whose use, sadly, i s a l l too familiar to mankind and whose 
elimination i s an urgent task. President Reagan has stated that achievement of 
such a prohibition — effective and verifiable • - i s a goal of the United States 
and we intend to pursue that goal vigorously in this forum. 

F i n a l l y I would like to speak briefly regarding the nuclear test ban issue 
which heads our agenda. My deleîçation has, on numerous occasions, made known i t s 
views on ways of dealing with this item and has stated that the establishment of 
a subsidiary body on the nuclear test ban issue did not appear to be the most 
effective way to proceed. At the same time, we have listened attentively to the 
numerous interventions made on this issue, in keeping with out pledge to consider 
carefully and seriously the views of other delegations. As i s well knoim, our 
distinguished Chairman has been engaged in extensive consultations on nuclear 
questions, including the nuclear test ban. We have participated in those 
consultations and have carefully considered tho positions of other delegations, 
p.^rticularly regarding agenda item 1. 

I have already stated the position of my Government re:<arding the broad issue 
of a comprehensive test ban and that position remains unchanged. However, my 
delegation believes that tho Committee on Disarmament has a legitimate interest 
in a l l disarmament issues and an obligation to make a substantial contribution 
to the disarmament process in a l l i t s aspects, including consideration of the. 
issues, such as agenda item 1, on which the negotiation of an agreement, for 
whatever reasons, may not be propitious at the tine. 

Foremost among the concerns which surround the question of a comprehensive 
test ban are the issues of effective verification of and compliance v,'ith such 
an agreement. Indeed, these concerns have been a constant preoccupation of this 
Committee and i t s predecessor body for at least a decade. 

My delegation believes that the Comnittee can make a useful contribution 
in this regard and,, further, that work in this area can begin now. Therefore,, i f 
a consensus can be developed to establish a subsidiary body to discuss and define 
issues relating to verification and compliance which would have to be dealt with 
in any comprehensive test-ban agreement, my delegation w i l l join that consensus. 

I believe that a serious examination of these e:.:treraely important issues, in 
a l l their aspects, in the Committee on Disarmanent would be a step forward. My 
delegation looks forward to consulting with you, Mr. Chairman, as v/ell as with 
other delegations on the establishment of such a subsidiary body and the mandate 
to be given to i t . 
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The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): I thank the representative of the 
United States of America for his statement and am very grateful to him for the very 
kind words he had to say about mo and the relations between the United States and 
ny country. The next speaker on my l i s t i s the representative of Yugoslavia, 
Mr. Mihajlovic. 

Mr. MIHAJLOVIC (Yugoslavia): In i t s statement today, the Yugoslav delegation 
intended to speak at some length on the item relating to the comprehensive test ban. 
In part of my statement, I wished to say that vre are pleased that efforts.have been 
made on your part through informal consultations vdth delegations to arrive at a 
satisfactory solution vdth respect to the Committee's handling of the two priority 
items, items 1 and 2 , of i t s agenda, imatever the outcome of your consultations, 
and we sincerely hope that i t v d l l be f r u i t f u l , v/e think that the Committeo should 
take a decision as soon as possible vdth respect to the implementation of 
United Nations General Assembly resolution 56/S4, which calls for the creation by 
the Committee, as from the beginning of i t s session in 19C2, of an ad hoc vrorking 
group which should begin the multilateral negotiation of a treaty for the 
prohibition of a l l nuclear-weapon tests. 

Hov;ever, what was just saic', what v/as just stated by the distinguished 
representative of the United States of Araerica — part of which we were glad to 
hear ~ requires that v/e should carefully study this proposal before speaking on 
the subject. I v/ill therefore reserve the right of ray delegation to speak on the 
issue of the comprehensive test ban at a later date. 

The CHAIRIÎAN (translated from French) : I thank the representative of Yugoslavia 
for his statement. I now give the floor to the representative of China, 
Minister Tian Jin. 

Mr. TIAN JIW (China) (translated from Chinese): Mr. Chairman, today I would 
like to state briefly some viev/s on the question of security assurances by nuclear 
States to non-nuclear States. 

The provision of security assurances by nuclear States to non-nuclear States 
is a universal and urgent demand of non-nuclear countries as well as an obligation 
of nuclear States. This i s an ineluctable requirement posed by the current state 
of vjorld nuclear armaments. Of over 100 countries in the v/orld, only 5 possess 
nuclear weapons and 97 per cent of the total number of nuclear v/arheads are 
concentrated in the hands of the tv/o Superpowers. The two Superpov/ers -nre stepping 
up the arms race, ceaselessly expanding their nuclear arsenals and contending v/ith 
each other fiercely, thus posing a grave threat to world peace and the security 
of a l l States. It is therefore evident that i t is incumbent upon a l l nuclear States 
to provide security assurances to non-nuclear States and that the major nuclear 
Powers with the largest nuclear arsenals, in particular, bear a major and 
unshirkable responsibility in this regard. 
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China's position on security assurances to non-nuclear States i s consistent 

and unequivocal. We are aware of our re s p o n s i b i l i t y as a nuclear State. Ue have 
on more than one occasion affirmed that the fundamerttal way to eliminate the danger 
of nuclear war and nuclear threat i s the complete prohibition and t o t a l destruction 
of nuclear weapons. But since t h i s i s not something that can be readily achieved 
overnight, the least the nuclear States can do i s to undertake not to use or 
threaten to use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear States and nuclear-free zones. 

I t i s important to recognize that such negative security assurances by nuclear 
States to non-nuclear States are a minimal obligation, not an act of charity. 
Non-nuclear States want unconditional rather than conditional security assurances.. 
They have r i g h t l y pointed out that conditional assurances often require non-nuclear 
States to guarantee the security of nuclear States f i r s t . This i s obviously putting 
the cart before the horse and i t i s only reasonable that quite a number of 
non-nuclear States are strongly c r i t i c a l of th i s approach. 

Last year, the United Nations General Assembly, i n i t s resolution ЗВ/Э5, 
launched a special appeal 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 
commpn formula vihich could be included i n an international instrument of a l e g a l l y 
binding character. VJe believe that p o l i t i c a l w i l l i s a prerequisite. The key l i e s 
i n the two major nuclear Powers. Uithout p o l i t i c a l w i l l , the major nuclear Powers 
can f i n d a l l sorts of excuses to obstruct the provision of security assurances to 
non-nuclear States. But with p o l i t i c a l w i l l , i t w i l l be possible to find a solution 
to t h i s question. 

The s i t u a t i o n i n which vie find ourselves i n connection with t h i s agenda item 
since the opening of the present session i s not encouraging. Ue hope that tfte major 
nuclear Powers w i l l t r u l y demonstrate t h e i r p o l i t i c a l w i l l by assuming t h e i r 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y towards non-nuclear States so that progress may be made on th i s 
question before the opening of the second special session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament. The delegation of China v / i l l j o i n the representatives'of 
other countries i n continuing explorations i n the search for a sound common formula 
which i s acceptable to non-nuclear States. 

The CHAIRAN (translated from French) : I thank the representative of China 
for h i s statement. I'now give the f l o o r to the representative of the United Kingdom, 
Ambassador Summerhayes. 

Mr. SUMMERHAYES (United Kingdom;: lar. cnairman, allow me to begin by 
congratulating you on your appointment as Chairman of t h i s Committee. You have 
taken o f f i c e at a key point i n the approach to the second spécial session on 
disarmament, and I. an sure that under your wise guidance, the Committee v / i l l make 
most effective use of i t s time. I t gives rae great pleasure to have th i s opportunity 
to pledge you my delegation's f u l l support. I also take t h i s opportunity to 
acknowled.se the contribution made as outgoing Chairman by the distinguished 
representative of Iran, f4r. Mahallati, v/hose guidance during the f i r s t month of our 
vrork l a i d a firm foundation for the sesâion. 

http://acknowled.se
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I wish i n my statement today to address tvfo important questions before the 
Committee, namely, the nuclear test ban and effective international arrangements 
to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear 
weapons. 

In my statement at the 153rd plenary meeting on 11 February, I said that my 
Government well understood the disappointment which existed that i t had riot proved 
possible so far to achieve a comprehensive test ban. I said also that my Government 
would continue to seek progress on test ban issues. This remains the ease today. 
S i n c e ! spoke on that occasion, many delegations have devoted time i n t h e i r plenary 
statements to t h i s issue,- always eloquently and frequently very f o r c e f u l l y , and 
the strong sentiments voiced i n these speeches have been registered by my delegation. 
V/e also studied c a r e f u l l y the remarks made by the Director of the United States 
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, Dr. Eugene Rostow, on 9 February. 

The t r i l a t e r a l negotiations held here from 1977 u n t i l the autumn of 198O 
c l a r i f i e d many of the issues involved i n negotiating a comprehensive test-ban treaty. 
The t r i p a r t i t e report which was made to the Committee on Disarmament i n July 198O 
showed where points of agreement had been reached, but i t also pointed to important 
areas where d i f f i c u l t i e s s t i l l existed; there remained at that time serious problems, 
concerned p a r t i c u l a r l y with v e r i f i c a t i o n , which had s t i l l to be resolved before 
further progress could be expected. 

The achievement of a comprehensive nuclear test ban remains an important goal 
of the B r i t i s h Government i n the f i e l d of disarmament. The question was and s t i l l 
i s how best to work towards that goal. Having reviewed the current s i t u a t i o n , 
having studied the views expressed i n the Committee and, i n pa r t i c u l a r , recognizing 
that i t i s evident that, for the present, no further progress can be 
expected i n the t r i l a t e r a l t a l k s , my Government has concluded that, i n addition 
to the expert discussions already being held, there would be advantage i n holding 
discussions within the Committee on Disarmament which would concentrate on the 
key issue of v e r i f i c a t i o n . My Government hopes that such discussions would not only 
throw l i g h t on the nature of the problem, but would indicate detailed ways i n which 
i t might be resolved. My delegation therefore welcomes the statement made t h i s 
morning by the distinguished representative of the United States of America that 
his delegation would be prepared to j o i n i n a consensus to set up a subsidiary body 
to consider some of the issues r e l a t i n g to a nuclear test ban. My delegation 
believes that t h i s statement w i l l be welcomed by a l l delegations as representing a 
si g n i f i c a n t step forward and hopes that we can proceed rapidly to reach agreement 
on a mandate for a working group — or whatever other form of subsidiary body may 
be acceptable to the Committee — i n order that i t can begin i t s . work .without delay, 

a I t goes without saying that my delegation w i l l also continue to participate 
act i v e l y i n the work of the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts i n thé b e l i e f that i t i s 
important to reach f u l l agreement on the technical aspects of the detection and 
analysis of. seismic events as they relate to the solution of thé problems of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n of a nuclear test ban. We have taken note of the proposal of the 
distinguished representative of Sweden that the p o s s i b i l i t y of improving present 
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c a p a b i l i t i e s of monitoring r a d i o a c t i v i t y i n th? ̂ dr should a l s o be discussed i n an 
appropriate contc^ct under t-ie ausoices of the Committee and 'relieve that t h i s 
su digestion should be c a r e f u l l y considered, ''or'c i n th3S0 t e c h n i c a l areas u i l l be 
a support and c o n t r i b u t i o n to the vdder examination of v e r i f i c a t i o n and other 
issues which I hone \-ie s h a l l nou be able to conduct. U i t h resoect to ite^n 2 of 
our agenda, I would ejiphasize that my delegation renains '-ЧЩпд to c o n t r i b u t e 
f u l l y to the d i s c u s s i o n on nuclear matters i n thfi Conmittee and \/ould he u i l l i n g , 

i n the past, to p a r t i c i p a t e i n i n f o r n a l ^ s a t i n g o . 

I should now l i k e to turn to the current item on our agenda, namely, 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-weapon States against the use or 
threat of use of nuclear ueapons. nuch time has been given to t h i s over tha past 
three years and the importance \'hich i s attached, to these s e c u r i t y assurances has 
again been str e s s e d i n plenary statements during t h i s s e s s i o n , f o r example, by 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 s of the Wetherlands, Pakistan and Canada; my delegation 
has taken c a r e f u l note of these statements and of the thoughtful c o n t r i b u t i o n of 
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 Romania e a r l i e r t h i s week. Moreover, a Uorking 
Group on S e c u r i t y Assurances has already begun i t s work t h i s session under the able 
chairmanship of 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 Pa k i s t a n . But, perhaps Just 
because we have discussed t h i s t o p i c i n such d e t a i l i n the past, I b e l i e v e t h a t 
we should f o r the moment stand back and re-examine the p r i n c i p l e s which u n d e r l i e 
our exchanges. 

The reasoning behind the form of the B r i t i s h assurance g i v e n . i n 1973 was f u l l y 
described i n document CD/177 of 10 A p r i l l a s t year, but I vjant again to emphasize 
that the assurance by the B r i t i s h Governmsnt was given because of the awareness 
th a t States which had renounced nuclear ijeapons had f e a r s as t o t h e i r s e c u r i t y and, 
i n p a r t i c u l a r , t h a t they night be threatened with the use of nuclear v;eapons or 
might even be the object of at t a c k with such weapons. The assurance we then gave 
showed that the B r i t i s h Government accepted that non-nuclear-weapon States were 
e n t i t l e d to a s p e c i f i c assurance i n t h i s regard, even though such assurance vías 
i m p l i c i t i n the B r i t i s h Government's l o n g - e s t a b l i s h e d n o l i c y t h a t nuclear v;eapons 
vrould never be used exceot i n self-defence i n extreme circumstances. The assurance 
given i n 1972 of course remains f u l l y i n force today. 

Discussion of the t o p i c i n the Coraraittee and i t s Uorking Group now centres on 
the p o s s i b i l i t y of f i n d i n g a "coranon formula" and the form and substance which a 
С01.Ш10П assurance might take. As t o form, my. delegation i s very much aware of 
the strong f e e l i n g on the part of many delegations that a more binding form of 
l e g a l instrument than the e x i s t i n g voluntary assurances i s re q u i r e d , "e remain 
open t o suggestions as to how t h i s might be done and are v / i l l i n g t o explore 
a l t e r n a t i v e p o s s i b l e 1ета1 forms. Last year the report of the Uorking Group noted 
t h a t there was no o b j e c t i o n i n p r i n c i p l e to a convention and my delegation d i d not 
disagree v i i t h t h i s c o n c l u s i o n . Nevertheless, we t h i n k i t would be premature t o 
reach a d e c i s i o n on form before v;e reach an understanding on content; v;e should 
keep a l l our options open at t h i s stage. 
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As to substance, there are two principle questions, namely, to which States 
should the assurances apoly and under v;hat circumstances? My delegation continues to 
believe that the f i r s t question should be answered in a way which i s ascertainable 
and easily understandable. It viould of coarse be possible to adopt a negative 
formulation that the assurances apply to a l l States lihich are not recognized as 
nuclear-weapon States. But my delegation considers that there are strong ar.-̂ uraents 
in favour of a positive definition uhich extends security assurances tc those 
non-nuclear-weapon States which are parties to the non-proliferation Treaty or to 
ether internationally binding commitments not to manufacture or acquire nuclear 
explosive devices. Wot only i s this criterion readily ascertainable, but i t 
recognizes the obligations undertaken by the non-nuclear-weapon States parties to 
the non-proliferation Treaty or other similar internationally binding commitments 
v/hich have been supported by the .«̂ reat majority of the international community. 
Other proposals which may have the effect of excluding from the security assurances 
States which have renounced nuclear v/eapons for themselves are not acceptable to 
my delegation; and, as the distinguished representative of Romania pointed out 
earlier this v/eek, there are serious problems of interpretation with definitions 
which seek to exclude from the assurances States vrhich may be parties to the nuclear 
security arrangeiiients of some nuclear-v/eapon States. 

The second point of substance concerns the conditions under which the security 
assurances should apply, or might be rendered invalid. Some delegations have 
argued that there should be no exceptions. Other proposals have included a 
generalized withdrav/al clause. My delegation considers that assurances should be 
limited only under well-defined circumstances. The United Kingdom assurance contains 
only one qualification, that i t would cease to apply "in the case of an attack on 
Che United Kin<îdora, i t s dependent territories, i t s armed forces or i t s a l l i e s by 
such a State in association or alliance v/ith a nuclear-v/eapon State." This 
limitation seei.is to us to be jus t i f i e d . It does not diminish the value of our 
assurance in any v/ay for States whose intentions are peaceful; moreover, the 
assurance would continue to apply to any State or States which actually entered into 
conflict with the United Kingdom, provide'! only that they v/ere not al l i e d to or 
associated v/ith a nuclear-ireapon State. 

My delegation believes that the problems of findinr; a "common formula" are 
already well understood and I do not propose to linger over thein. The "common 
formula" proposal put forward by the Netherlands delei^ation in a v/orking paper last 
year v/as based on principles broadly acceptable to my delegation, and my delegation 
i s glad to see that i t is once again before the Working Group. But there are some 
marked differences betv/een the approach adopted in that paper and in others which 
are before the Uorking Group. These differences v / i l l have to be overcome before a 
"common formula" i s achieved. It has been suggested that many of the d i f f i c u l t i e s 
that face us and, in particular, those that concern ne/îative security assurances 
can be resolved by p o l i t i c a l goodwill. However, as the report of the Uorking Group 
last year pointed out, our negotiations on substance revealed that "specific 
d i f f i c u l t i e s were related to differing perceptions of some nuclear and non-nuclear-
uoanon States as v/ell as to the complex nature of the issues involved in evolving a 
'common formula' acceptable to a l l " . The question of negative security assurances 
cannot in fact be divorced from the wider issues of security in general and we must 
bear this in mind v/hile continuing our search for a "common formula". 

My delegation w i l l make every contribution i t can to finding an agreed basis. 
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The CHAIR!:AJ' (translated from French): I than': the representative of the 
United Mingdon for his state.ient and for the kind yord.- ha addressed- to the Chair. 
I noH give the floor to t'ne renri'jDntative of t:;K SovLoc Union, 
/Mbassador.Issraelyan. 

i-/r. ISSRAELYAW (Union оГ Soviet Socialist neoublics) (translatai from Russian): 
The So\/i'3t delegation, \ihic!: is acting .лЗ tlia co--ordinator of tho si'oup of зос.гаИзЬ 
countries for "larch 1ЧС?, ha" tahon the floor in orver for.nally to introduce the 
docunent of th? Comniittos on Disarm?.nent (CD/I^-J) entitled "'iinary чэп.ропз ind the 
croblarj of effective -«rohiûition of chenucal ''car>ons". '^'WQ sponsors of this 
document — the People's Р-зриоНс of IBul-^arin, the Гип'-arian People's Republic, 
the German Democratic Repuijlic, tne nongolian People's iîepu^dic, the Polish People's 
Republic, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the Czechoslovak Socialist 
Republic — have set themselves a modest but important objective: to draw the 
attention of the countries laembers of the Committee on Disarmament to the fact that 
the well-кпош decision of the United States administration concerning the large-
scale development of the production of binarv chsmical weapons with their subsequent 
stationing on the territories of other States, p r i 4 i a r i l y European, entails, apart 
from other negative consequences, substantial additional d i f f i c u l t i e s in the matter 
of the elaboration of a convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons. 

The socialist countries consider that the Conmittee on Disarmament — a body 
in Vihich the international community at present places great hopes with regard to 
the elaboration of a draft of such a convention — cannot behave as though nothing 
had happened and igjiore the comequences of the above-nentioned decision. That 
v/ould be to close our eycr. to reality. I do not wish to anticipate or prejudge the 
Committee's attitude, but the socialist countries f o r their part are firmly 
convinced of the need for the future convention to prohibit a l l chemical v;eapons — 
both traditional and new — and to leave no possibility for tha retention of any 
such weapons, particularly weapons with a binary cnargc. 

The víorkin'ü paper submitted by the sociali'ît countries does not by any means 
l i s t a l l but only some of the d i f f i c u l t i e s v;ith which the participants in the 
negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons v/ill be faced in the light of 
the prospect of the production of binary t/eapons. The questions prepared by the 
Bulgarian delegation in the Uorking Group on Chemical Ueapons spell out sons 
additional aspects of the problem. Other dele'tations, too, no dowbt, wi l l have 
questions and comments in this connection. It i? iioportant to look into a l l this. 
And i f \/e want the negotiations to be successful, we should do this within the 
Uorking Group in a businesslike manner, calmly, neither dramatizing the situation 
nor simplifying i t . It is the duty of a l l of us to proceed in this way. 

The CHAIRilA'I (translated from French): I thank the représentative of the 
Soviet Union for his statement. I now give tho floor to the representative of 
Sv/eden, Ambassador Lid.gard. 

file:///ihic
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h r . LIDGARD (Sweden): Mr. Chairman, the Committee t h i s week focuses on the 
question of s o - c a l l a d negative s e c u r i t y assurances, I should t h e r e f o r e l i k e to take 
t h i s opportunity to o f f e r a few general remarks on t h i s t o p i c and to s t a t e some views 
which my Government consid¿i's e3-i.jntial i n t h i s conter.t. The Swedish p o s i t i o n on 
t h i s i s s u e was o u t l i n e d i n great d e t a i l i n my statement before t h i s Committee on 
16 A p r i l l a s t year. I s h a l l , t h e r e f o r e , be comparatively b r i e f . 

Let me f i r s t r e c a l l that the c o u n t r i e s v/hich have forsworn nuclear weapons have 
a l e g i t i m a t e r i g h t to expect l e g a l l y binding; assurances from the nuclear-weapon 
P o v i s r s not to be threatened or attacked v/ith nuclear weapons. This has been 
recognized by a l l the nuclear-v/eapon States and has been l a i d dov/n i n the F i n a l 
Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n devoted to disarmaniint (paragraph 59). 

The second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n i s now approaching. I t w i l l provide an opportunity 
to review developments i n the f i e l d of nuclear disarmament si n c e the f i r s t s p e c i a l 
s e s s i o n . So f a r , there i s v i r t u a l l y no progress i n t h i s f i e l d , as we a l l know. The 
liiost g l a r i n g of these shortcomings, i n the view of my d e l e g a t i o n , i s the f a i l u r e to 
agree even on tho establishment of an ad hoc working group on a nuclear t e s t ban i n 
t h i s Committee. I want however to express the great i n t e r e s t my d e l e g a t i o n attaches 
to the statements raadu t h i s uiorning by 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 s of the 
united Kingdom and the United S t a t e s . Ws s h a l l study them c a r e f u l l y . My comment on 
them today i s of course only of a very p r e l i m i n a r y c h a r a c t e r . I f there i s basic 
agreement that the g o a l i s to create a comprehensive or a complete nuclear t e s t ban, 
n a t u r a l l y , the questions of v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance are tho ones which w i l l 
r e q u i r e the most c o n s i d e r a t i o n i n tho n e g o t i a t i o n s . Therefore, maybe, with f u r t h e r 
e f f o r t s , a mutually acceptable s o l u t i o n to the problem can be found i n a not too 
d i s t a n t f u t u r e . This wo v/ould very much v/elcome. The continued l a c k of progress 
as f a r as negative s e c u r i t y assurances are concerned continues, however, to add to 
the f e e l i n g of general f a i l u r e on nuclear disarmament. 

True, there i s no complete assurance as long as nuclear weapons e x i s t and no 
guarantees can replace nuclear disarmament. I t i s , however, a source of deep 
disappointment to my country and no doubt.also t o the other non-nuclear-weapon States, 
which are e n t i t l e d to adequate assurances, that no p r o j r e s s has bean made. In the 
statement of 16 A p r i l 19GI to which Ï j u s t r e f e r r e d , Ï emphasized that we, f o r our 
p a r t , understood the i n t e n t i o n s behind the e x i s t i n g u n i l a t e r a l d e c l a r a t i o n s to be 
that States non-:parties to nuclear s e c u r i t y arrangements should permanently enjoy 
freedouî from being the subject of the use or t h r e a t of use of nuclear weapons. On the 
same occasion, I s t a t e d that Sv/cden. considers i t s e l f covered, without any exceptions, 
by the u n i l a t e r a l assurances given by the nuclear-weapon States, i n so f a r as they 
r e l a t e to i n d i v i d u a l non-nuclear-v/bapon Sta t e s . My Government has taken note of the 
f a c t t h a t none of tho nuclear-weapon States has c o n t r a d i c t e d t a i s i n t e r p r e t a t i o n . 

I t i s , however, not only our own s e c u r i t y s i t u a t i o n i n a region of the world where 
the nuclear t h r e a t seems most imminent that worries us. Many non-nuclear-weapon States 
have r e f e r r e d to the r e l a t i o n s h i p between tho a t t i t u d e s of the nuclear-weapon States 
and the r i s k s of h o r i z o n t a l nuclear p r o l i f e r a t i o n . This should bo an important aspect 
f o r a l l of us. In t h a t pei'spectivc, i t i s i n the i n t e r e s t not only of the non-nuclear-
weapon States, but a l s o of the nuclear-ueapon States themselves, to give g e n e r a l l y 
acceptable guarantees without f u r t h e r delay. 
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Tha Swedish position on the contents and form of negative security assurances 
were outlined .in detail before the Committee last year. My statement then s t i l l 
reflects the views of my Government. Let me, therefore, limit myself to repeating 
that Sweden,would indeed have objections to a convention which would make new 
demands on those countries which have cpmmitted themselves to a non-nuclear status, 
for instance by becoming Parties to the MPT. As a consequence of fundamental 
features of Sweden's policy of neutrality, we would furthermore find i t d i f f i c u l t 
to enter into a "bil-iteral agreement with any nuclear-weapon Power on this issue. 

•As the present assurances given by tho nuclear-v;uapon Powers are in many, 
respects unsatisfactory, they must be improved in substance. It i s also important 
that they be given in a form so that they cannot be changed or repealed at short 
notice. This i s one of the problems with the existing unilateral declarations. 
One p o s s i b i l i t y would be to record the assurances in a resolution by the 
Security Council of the United Nations. It might also be useful to consider this 
as an interim measuro. It should, however, be made absolutely clear that such 
a measure cannot be regarded as a substitute for the fi n a l objective, namely, 
to agree on arrangements satisfactory to a l l States. 

It i s now time for the nuclear-weapon Powers to act. Ue know that, i n 
present circumstances, one cannot r e a l i s t i c a l l y expect much in terms of agreements 
between them. They must, however, make a determined effort to improve their 
present formulas, taking the legitimate interests of the non-nuclear Powers into 
account in a much more direct way than has been the case so far. They wi l l 
thereby serve not only the interests of the non-nuclear-weapon States, but their 
own interests as well. Гпе newly re-established Ad Hoc Working Group under the 
able chairmanship of Ambassador Ahmad provides a forum for negotiations on this 
matter. A good basis for i t s work has been provided in General Assembly 
resolution 56/95, which was adopted by 145 votes to none, with only 3 abstentions. 
It i s the hope of my delegation that the nuclear-weapon Powers will not miss the 
opportunity of taking the many valuable comments and suggestions made in the 
Working Group into account in reconsidering their various oosi^tions. It. .is 
imperative that progress be made before the forthcoming second special session. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French) : I thank the representative of 
Sweden. I have no other speakers on my l i s t . Would any other delegation like 
to take the floor? The representative of India, Ambassador Venkateswaran, has 
asked for the floor. 

Mr. VENKATESWARAN (India): I have asked for the floor in order to give my 
delegation's preliminary reactions to the statements made today by the distinguished 
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representatives of the United States of America and the United Kingdom. VJhile 
clearly we are not entirely satisfied with their response to the justifiable 
demand of other members for the establishment of working groups under items 1 
and 2, we can also not f a i l to note that there has been a positive change in 
their attitude toward the manner in which the Committee on Disarmament may 
discharge i t s responsibilities under items 1 and 2. VJe feel that the Committeo 
on Disarmament should take advantage of this change and sec what progress we can 
make during the current session on this v i t a l issue. In saying this, we are 
aware of the allergy of the two delegations to the word "negotiations". We do 
not of course share their allergy, but we feel we should take advantage of any 
course of action, such as discussion or exchange of views on any aspect of 
items 1 and 2, i f i t would show promise of leading us towards negotiations on 
actual texts of treaties. This remains to be seen, of course, and we should 
not delay the setting up of a working group under item 1. In a manner of 
speaking, my delegation believes that we should begin to work when the t r i l a t e r a l 
negotiations end, carry forward the discussions as.far as possible and make a 
report to the second special session on disarmament. My delegation i s willing 
to participate in consultations on an appropriate mandate for such a group which 
would naturally include consideration of questions relating to verification. 
As regards item 2, we would again urge the inmiediate setting up of a working 
group for the modest purpose of embarking on such discussion, on questions such 
as those contained in document CD/18O of the Group of 21 and document CD/193 
of the group of socialist countries. Unless we proceed in this manner, we 
shall have l i t t l e progress to report to the second special session on disarmament. 
We regard tha statements made by the United States of America and the United Kingdom 
as providing an important opening which we should make use of in the limited 
time available to us. I earnestly trust that the delegations of tho 
United States and the United Kingdom w i l l , for their part, keep responding 
positively. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French); I thank the representative of 
India for his statement. Would any other delegation like to take the floor? If 
not, I would now like to go on to another matter. 

At the request of the Chairman of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons, 
a proposal has been submitted to us in Working Paper No. 5 7 . This" draft relates 
to an invitation to the World Health Organization and the №iited Nations 
Ehvironment Programme to nominate representatives to attend certain meetings 
of the Working Group. You w i l l recall that a similar decision was taken last 
year by the (kjmmittee at i t s one hundred and thirty-seventh plenary meeting. 
This text was considered and agreed on by the Working Group at i t s meeting 
yesterday afternoon. I now submit i t for the Coimnittee's approval. 

The representative of Argentina has asked for the floor. 
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Hr. CARASAL'¿3 (Arcontina) ( t r a n s i a t o d from Spanish): Although_ my statement 
w i l l be very b r i e f , I cannot f a i l to express s a t i s f a c t i o n at seeing you preside 
over the worîcof t h i s Coi.miittec during t с current month a. d to pledge to you 
tho f u l l e s t co-operation of ;;he delegation o f Artíontina, while at the sarao 
time expressing my delc.-^.-ition's a p p r e c i a t i o n to the Arjbassador o f Iran f o r 
the b r i l l i a n t manner m uhich he guided the work of t h i s Committee l a s t month. 

Ну delegation wishes to s t a t e that i t ar^rocs with the d r a f t d e c i s i o n which 
was submitted to t h i s Co.nmittec by the Ad Hoc Uorking;; Group on Chemical Uoapóns 
and which, as you w i l l i - c c a l l , i s 3 i m i l a r to that adopted by the Committee 
l a s t year on the same q u o s t i o i i . I w i s n to place on record the f a c t that my • 
d e l e g a t i o n agrees with -chis t e x t because i t calces account of some-of'the 
concerns which uy delectation had occasion to express l a s t year on t h i s s u b j e c t . 
In' the f i r s t place, the d r a f t d e c i s i o n s t a t e s that the c o-operation requested 
from the two e n t i t i e s mentioned i n v o l v e s " p r o v i d i n g , t e c h n i c a l i n f o r m a t i o n " 
and I s t r e s s the words " t e c h n i c a l i n f o r m a t i o n " , which are i n conformity with 
r u l e 41 of t h i s Committee's Rules of Procedure. In other \;ords, the purpose 
of the i n v i t a t i o n to those e n t i t i e s i s - n o t f o r them to give opinions or,advice 
i n g eneral, but, r a t h e r , t e c h n i c a l i n f o r m a t i o n , and on p o i n t s s p e c i f i c a l l y 
mentioned, as i s the case i n the d r a f t d e c i s i o n now undar c o n s i d e r a t i o n . 
S i m i l a r l y , the i n v i t a t i o n addressed to those two e n t i t i e s r e f e r s to attendance 
by t h e i r r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s at c e r t a i n meetings, i . e . at a l i m i t e d number, perhaps 
only one; with a view to providing- the t e c h n i c a l information requested. • The 
i n v i t a t i o n w i l l not therefore r e s u l t i n permanent, or almost permanent, 
attendance by r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s of i n t e r n a t i o n a l organs at tho Uorking Grpup's 
d i s c u s s i o n s ; t h i s , on i^rounds of p r i n c i p l e which have nothing to do with the 
two p a r t i c u l a r e n t i t i e s mentioned i n t h i s d r a f t d e c i s i o n , namely, the World 
Health Organization and tho United Nations Environment Programme, f o r which 
the-delegation of Argentina has the g r e a t e s t r e s p e c t . Tho p r i n c i p l e a t i s s u e , 
uhich my delegat ion i s anxious to preservo ar.d which i s preserved in, the d r a f t 
d e c i s i o n under c o n s i d e r a t i o n , i s the p r i n c i p l e t h a t i n t e r n a t i o n a l organs, 
whichever they, r гу be, .nust not be d i r e c t l y or i n d i r e c t l y -«ssociated with the 
process of n e g o t i a t i o n on di3a.->mament questions, 'Jhich i s a matter e x c l u s i v e l y 
f o r sovereign S t a t e s . This i s the p r i n c i p l e \Jhich my d e l e g a t i o n wishes to 
protect and wnich, as ï have s a i d , i s taken i n t o account-in t . i e d r a f t d e c i s i o n 
under c o n s i d e r a t i o n ; f o r that reason, ,.iy d e l e g a t i o n supports t h i s d r a f t . 

Th3 CKAIRi^Aii ( t r a n s l a t e d from French) : I thank Aabassador Carasales f o r 
h i s statement and f o r the icind words he addressed to the Chair. I am sure t h a t 
the Committee has duly taken note of h i s comuents concerning iJorking Paper No. 57 
and the d e c i s i o n v/hich the Committee i s now c a l l e d upon to approve. 

Tha r e p r e s e n t a t i v e . o f the United States has asked f o r the f l o o r . 

file:///Jhich
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№ . FIELDS (United States of America): I would like to propose formally that 
the draft decision be amended to include a reference to the International Atomic 
Energy Agency along the following lines: following the words "United Nations 
Environment Programme", my proposed amendment would insert the words "Director-General 
of IAEA" and then, further down, in the matter "of the Ad Hoc Working Group on 
Chemical Weapons as well as consultations covened by i t s Chairman on toxicity 
determinations", I would substitute the words "on technical matters" for the words 
"on toxicity determinations" and then make appropriate adjustments to the end of 
that sentence by striking out the word "to" before the word "organizations" and 
ending the sentence with a f u l l stop after the word "organizations". My rationale 
for this proposed amendment i s as folloivs: the Committee w i l l recall that, during 
the informal consultations with chemical weapons experts held by Ambassador Lidgard 
last summer (document CD/CW/WP.22/Rev.l), a presentation was made to the Group 
by the United States delegation concerning a system for remote continual verification, 
known by the acronym RECOVER. A number of delegations expressed interest in learning 
more about this concept. It i s being developed by the International Atomic Energy 
Agency (IAEA) in conjunction with i t s nuclear safeguards programme and a demonstration 
project i s currently underway. My delegation and others have been very interested 
in the possibilities of remote continual verification and i t s possible application 
to CW verification problems. On behalf of interested delegations, I intend to 
request that time be allocated during the expert session next week for further 
informal discussions on this possibility. It would therefore seem appropriate to 
request that IAEA be invited to send a technical expert to participate in the 
appropriate session of the informal consultations for the purpose of providing 
technical information with respect to the work of IAEA in the f i e l d of remote 
continual verification and i t s possible application to a CW prohibition. In this 
regard, I think the same c r i t e r i a would apply that have just been alluded to by the 
distinguished Ambassador of Argentina: this participation i s only for the purpose 
of aiding the Working Group and the Committee in a derivative sense, concerning 
particular technical matters. It should be related solely to technical information 
without recognition of anything more than this contribution by technical experts 
from that body who have unique qualifications and expertise in this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): I thank the representative of the 
United States for his statement. Before I give the floor to the representative 
of India, who has asked for i t , I would like to request Ambassador Fields kindly 
to repeat his proposed amendments to the draft decision contained in V/orking 
Paper No. 57 . 

Mr. FIELDS (United States of America): Thank you Mr. Chairman. I was 
apparently working from an earlier draft and therefore would merely add to this 
the phrase concerning the Director-General of the International Atomic Energy 
Agency (IAEA). The other amendment v/hich I proposed would not be necessary as 
Working Paper No. 57 seems to have cured any problems that may have arisen in that 
regard. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): I thank the reoresantative of the 
United States, who has proposed that, in the text of the draft decision contained 
in Working Paper No. 57, the words "and the Director-General of IAEA" should be 
added immediately after the words "the regional office for Europe of the 
United Nations Environment Programme". The representative of India has asked 
for the floor in this connection. 
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Mr. VENKATESWARAN (India): We have heard with interest the proposal made by 
the distinguished representative of the united States. But, as I re c a l l , last year 
we went into this subject in some detail and the new proposal regarding the 
inclusion of experts from IAEA wi l l have to be considered, by my delegation at 
least, most carefully. If I may therefore appeal to the representative of the 
united States through you, I would suggest that the existing draft decision may 
perhaps proceed and that we could, i f necessary, prepare a subsequent draft 
decision inviting experts from IAEA after we have had more time to consider this 
particular question. 

Mr. CARASALES (Argentina) (translated from Spanish); Mr. Chairman, my 
delegation has also listened with great interest to the proposal made by the 
Ambassador of the united States, but, as the Ambassador of India stated a moment 
ago, we consider that the Committee now has before i t a draft decision which was 
discussed and proposed by the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons and which 
involves a request for technical information from two entities with regard to two 
specific points, namely, the establishment of toxicities of chemicals and the 
international register of potentially toxic chemicals. As I understood the 
Ambassador of the United States, his suggestion has a different purpose, namely, to 
invite the Director-General of the International Atomic Energy Agency to send a 
representative to provide technical information on a point that may be described 
as the mode of operation of the RECOVER system at present underway on an 
experimental basis within the framework of the International Atomic Energy Agency, 
in co-operation with seven countries possessing installations with which the 
RECOVER system can be used. In other words, the subject i s a different one and, 
in my opinion, i t would therefore be preferable to separate the two questions by 
taking different decisions: we would approve the draft decision now under 
consideration i f there i s a consensus on i t and we would then draft another decision, 
perhaps within the framework of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons, which 
i s the body that w i l l ultimately have to make recommendations to the Committee on 
this matter. In this connection, I would like to state that my delegation w i l l 
consider the matter in the same s p i r i t in which i t has approached this draft 
decision. On that basis, I urge the Ambassador of the United States to consider 
this possibility. 

Mr. FIELDS (United States of America): I am ful l y prepared to consult with the 
delegations concerned on this matter and to see whether we cannot make some 
accommodation. As the matter was presented to my delegation only this morning, we 
have not had the time to consider i t in detail here. However, we are certainly 
prepared to enter into discussions with the other interested delegations or to 
participate in a discussion on this matter within the Working Group. We would 
prefer that the decision await those consultations. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): I thank the representative of the 
United States and would like to ask the Committee whether, in i t s opinion, i t would 
be possible to solve this.problem through rapid consultations between the delegations 
directly concerned. In this connection, I note that the Working Group on Chemical 
V/eapons is to hold informal consultations tomorrow morning and that i t s next formal 
meeting i s on Monday morning. It would thus be possible for the V/orking Group on 
Chemical Weapons: to reconsider the matter and, on the basis of the outcome of the 
consultations, to make possible new proposals at the beginning of next week with a 
view to solving this problem. Are there any objections to this way of proceeding? 

It was so decided. 
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The CHAIRMAN (translated from French); At ray request, the secretariat 
distributed today an infernal document containing the time-table of meetings of tho 
Committee and i t s subsidiary oodles for the coming vieek. Ac usual, this time-table 
is only indicative and i t may, i f necescary, be ad.justid later according to the 
requirements of our work. 

The representative of Poland, Ambassador Sujka, has asked for the floor and 
I give i t to him. 

Mr. SUJKA (Poland): Mr. Chaimrm, since you talk.^d about the future consultations 
with the Working: Group, I was persuaded that this meant that you are going in the 
direction of the motion mad.j by r,\û> d-leçation of In^ia, supported oy Argentina, 
that v/e adopt this decision as i t has b..on drafted by the Working Group on Cher,iic?l 
We^Dons, and that the additional invitation should be the subject of other 
consultations. However, my neighbours have a different interpretation of your 
decision. I would therefore like to c l a r i f y the situation because the work of the 
experts begins on Monday and appropriate letters should be sent to the organizations 
which are mentioned in Working Paper Nc. 57, so as not to delay our work. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): I thank /imbassador Sujka. The decision 
we have just taken was in line with thv, suggestion I made to the Committee, i.e. 
that, i f there were no objections, the decision contained in Working Paper No. 57 
would be submitted to consultations which I myself would like to be rapid and v/hich 
could be completed in a very short time so that there v/ould be no unreasonable 
delay in our v/ork and our hearing of the representatives of WHO cind the United. Nations 
Environment Programme. It was on that basis that I considered that agreement had 
been reached in the Committee and, therefore, that the decision should cover a l l 
the problems at hand and i t was on that basis that I announced i t . 

Mr. CARASALES (Argentina) (translated from Spanish): Mr. Chairman, the matter 
of concern to me is the same as that stre^.sed by the Ambassalor of Poland. It wap 
my understanding that what v/ac g o i i g to be postponed was only the question of the 
suggestion made by the United States that the Director-General of the International 
Atomic Energy Agency should be invited to send a representative for the purpose 
already mentioned and that this v/as what was going to be the subject of consultations. 
It was my understanding that there v/as no objection to the adoption of this draft 
decision, on which agreement exists and which refers tc a different matter, since 
the date of the meeting of chemical weapons experts is very close at hand and time 
might be lost i f we delay the sending of notes to these two entities, namely the 
United Nations Environment Programme and the VIorld Health Organization, a cjuestion 
on v/hich a consensus has been reached, itoreover, my delegation has stated that 
i t prefers to see these tv/o questions dealt with in two separate decisions. 

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Russian); 
Mr. Chairman, frankly speaking, the Soviet delegation, too, understood your decision 
as imolying approval of the draft decision in Working Paper No. 57• In fact, a 
general agreement v/as reached in tha Working Group yesterday and, as I understand 
i t , the Working Group on Chemical Weapons has submitted a recommendation. So far 
as I knov/, no one in the Vtorking Group on Chemical Weapons objected tc that 
recommendation. It seems to me, therefore, that the course to take i s the one we haw 
always followed, namely: questions arc considered by the Working Group; the 
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V/orklng Group recommends a décision to the Committee, and -the Committee adopts 
that decision. I would be in favour of our adopting a decision on this question, 
leaving the new proposal that was made today to be considered separately. In any 
event, these are two different issues, and an invitation to experts from the 
International Atomic Energy Agency i s quite unconnected with the work of the 
Group of Experts on toxicities of chemicals. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French); I am sorry i f the way i n which I 
presented the decision has given rise to different interpretations. I must put 
myself in the Committee's hands on this matter; and I think I can say that the 
amendment proposed by the distinguished representative of the United States does 
not have the Committee's f u l l agreement. Some delegations would like i t to be 
dealt with in a separate decision. I would like to ask whether there i s a 
consensus that the text of the draft decision contained in V/orking Paper No. 57 can 
be accepted i n the form in which i t was transmitted to us by the Chairman of the 
V/orking Group on Chemical Weapons? 

Mr. FIELDS (United States of America): I have listened to the concerns 
expressed here and I cannot myself distinguish the d i f f i c u l t y that people are having. 
The two organizations mentioned in this decision are both located here i n Geneva, 
whereas IAEA i s in Vienna and so the question of timing about an invitation and 
the arrival of appropriate technical experts would seem to me to be more keen in 
the direction of my amendment to this draft decision. V/e have sought to amend the 
paper through the Chairman of the Working Group, but that did not appear appropriate. 
I therefore think that we are perfectly sound in suggesting that this go back to 
the V/orking Group, where we shall have an opportunity to debate the respective 
merits of these proposals and then present the Committee with something on which 
we can agree. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French); I thank Ambassador Fields. I note 
from his statement that there is no consensus on the immediate adoption of the 
text of the decision contained in Working Paper No. 57. I therefore suggest th^t 
the matter might be taken up again as soon as possible at one of the forthcoming 
meetings, after consultations and a possible new decision by the Ad Hoc Working 
Group on Chemical Weapons. 

I come back to the question of the time-table of meetings of the Coramittei 
and i t s subsidiary bodies f o r the coming week and, in this connection, the 
representative of Mexico, Ambassador Garcia Robles, has asked for the floor. 

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish); I have asked for the 
floor merely, with your permission, to make a brief announcement to prevent 
any mistaken interpretations. On Monday, 15 March, at 3 p.m., i t w i l l s t i l l not 
be possible for the Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament to 
meet. There w i l l , rather, as during this past week, be a meeting of the 
contact group in the usual room. Meeting Room No. I. 
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Thd CHAIRMAN (translated from French); I thank Ambassador García Robles 
for his c l a r i f i c a t i o n ; the time-table w i l l be amended accordingly. I therefore 
take i t that the draft time-table for the coming week i s adopted. 

It was 30 decided. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): I would like to inform representatives 
about possible dates for the Commictse's informal meetings on item 7 of i t s agenda, 
'•Prevention of the arms race in outer space". My concern i s to'ensure that 
délégations which viould like to take part in the exchange of vietjs on this new item 
on our agenda have enough tine to prepare their contributions. I therefore suggest 
Friday, 26 Harch, at 5 p.p.. and Tucjsday, 30 iîarch, at 3 p.m. These dates seem 
convenient, in viiiw of a l l the work the Committee has to do. I suggest that you 
should,consider tha possibility of a.'̂ reein.'̂  to these dates so that we can take 
a decision in this connection when we adopt the time-table for next week or 
e a r l i f r , i f possible. 

You w i l l also recall that, in this woeîî's time-table, we tentatively planned 
to hold an informal moetin,'̂  tomorrow afternoon, Friday, at 3 р.и. Today, we-ha-ve-
heard statements in the plenary meeting, particularly tha statements by the 
representatives of the United St.ateG and the United Kingdom, who have introduced new 
elements whose importance for tho Committee's work on items 1 and 2 of the agenda 
cannot bu underestimated. I intend to continue, with a l l due urgency, the informal 
consultations that I have been holding; since the beginning of this week, taking 
account of these new elements. Accordingly and bearing in mind the legitimate desire 
of delegations to have some time for reflection, I tend' to think that the informal 
mvioting v;hich we had planned in principle for tomorrow afternoon could be more' 
usefully hold during next week xihcn the Chairman's consultations have been completed,' 
thus giving delegations time to reflect and to consult. 

If there i s no objection, we might therefore cancel, for the tirne being, 
tomorrow's informal meeting and postpone i t until next ixeek, i T pos"s.ibre. " 

I uould like to make an announcement: the V/orking Group on Radiological 
Weapons wi l l meet here tomorrow at noon. If there i s no other matter for discussion, 
the next plenary meeting of the Committee w i l l be held on Tuesday, 16 March, 
at 10.30 a.m. 

The meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 12.40 p.m. 
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The CHAIRMH (translated from Fi<ench); I declare open the l63rd plenary meeting 
of the Committee on Disarmament. 

The Committee today begins consideration of item 5 of i t s agenda, "New types 
of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons; radiological 
weapons". However, in accordance with rule 50 of the rules of procedure, members 
wishing to make statements on any other subject relevant to the work of the Committee 
are free to do so. 

I should like f i r s t of a l l to welcome His Excellency Mr. Keijo Korhonen, 
Under-Secretary of State of Finland. There i s no need for me to introduce him to 
the Committee on Disarmament because he was Finland's Minister for Foreign Affairs 
from 1976 to 1977. Furthermore, he was Chairman of the Group of Experts which 
prepared the Comprehensive study of. the question of nuclear-weapon-free zones in a l l 
i t s aspects under the auspices of the Conference .of the Committee on Disarmament. 
He has also had great experience in the sphere of education as Professor of History 
at the University of Helsinki. I am sure that the Committee wi l l listen with very 
special interest to the statement he i s to make to us this morning. I should also 
like to welcome the new representative of Czechoslovakia, His Excellency 
Ambassador Vejvoda. I am sure that the Committee on Disarmament w i l l have an 
opportunity to appreciate his qualities and the contribution he w i l l undoubtedly 
make to i t s work. 

I have on my l i s t of speakers for today the representatives of Pakistan, 
the Germán Democratic Republic, Japan, Brazil, the Federal Republic of Germany, 
Cuba and Finland. 

I now give the floor to the f i r s t speaker on my l i s t , Ambassador Ahmad, the 
representative of Pakistan. 

Mr. AHMAD (Pakistan): lîr. Chairman, let me begin by expressing the deep 
satisfaction of the Pakistan delegation on your assumption of this Committee's 
chairmanship duri.ig the month of iterch. Italy's role in the pursuit of 
disarmament i s well known. Ue are confident that your personal dedication to the 
cause of disarmament and vast experience w i l l ensure that the proceedings of the 
Committee on Disarmament take a positive turn during this month. 

I would also like to express the Pakistan delegation's deep appreciation to 
your predecessor, Ambassador Mahallati of Iran, for the resolute manner in which 
he guided the c r i t i c a l opening phase of this Committee's 1982 session. 

I have asked for the floor today to express Pakistan's view on the items of our 
agenda relating to nuclear weapons. 

Of these items, the one concerning the conclusion of a nuclear test-ban treaty 
enjoys the highest prio r i t y . The deep regret of my delegation at the fact that the 
Committee on Disarmament has been unable during the past three years to undertake 
concrete negotiations on this item has been expressed on previous occasions. Ue 
remain fully convinced that this Committee must play the central role in negotiating 
a nuclear test-ban treaty and that an ad hoc working group should be set up 
immediately to commence negotiations on a treaty. 
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My dal e g a t i o n noted v/ith s a t i s f a c t i o n the statement made to the Committee on 
IB February I582 by 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 Soviet Union expressing 
the readiness of h i s delegation to p a r t i c i p a t e i n n e g o t i a t i o n s on a nuclear test-ban 
t r e a t y i n the Committee on Disarmament. 'Je e q u a l l y appreciate the concrete 
i n d i c a t i o n of the p o s i t i o n of the Soviet d e l e g a t i o n on various aspects regarding the 
t r e a t y , p a r t i c u l a r l y i t s readiness to accept such a t r e a t y f o r the present w i t h the. 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n o f the three nuclear-weapon States which were u n t i l r e c e n t l y engaged 
i n separate n e g o t i a t i o n s on t h i s question. 

The Pakistan d e l e g a t i o n has examined c a r e f u l l y the statements made i n the 
Committee on 11 March 1582 by 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 s of the United States 
and the United Kingdom on the question of a nuclear t e s t ban. Us have concluded from 
these statements that these tv/o delegations are nou prepared to accept the 
establishment of an ad hoc vrorking group on the item e n t i t l e d "Nuclear, t e s t ban"'and 
to open n e g o t i a t i o n s on t h i s s u b j e c t . I f t h i s understanding i s c o r r e c t , i t . w o u l d 
c o n s t i t u t e a most p o s i t i v e development, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n l i g h t of the contentious 
h i s t o r y o f t h i s i s s u e . 

In the present circumstances, Mr. Chairman, we b e l i e v e t h a t the most l o g i c a l 
step would be to open f o r t h w i t h i n f o r m a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s under your clmirmanship to 
formulate the mandate of an ad hoc v/orking group on a nuclear t e s t ban. We consider 
i t i n d ispensable that the mandate of such a uorking group should a l l o w i t to cou'hict 
n e g o t i a t i o n s and not be r e s t r i c t e d e i t h e r to inf o r m a l or to expert examination of the 
iss u e s i n v o l v e d . Of course, the question of the s p e c i f i c i s s u e s v/hich the ad hoc 
working group should take up f o r n e g o t i a t i o n s i n the f i r s t instance i s the c e n t r a l 
subject t h a t should be resolved through the i n f o r m a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s . 

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 United States has s a i d t h a t h i s 
d e l e g a t i o n i s prepared to take up "issues r e l a t i n g to v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance 
w i t h " a nuclear t e s t ban. 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 United Kingdom 
has a l s o suggested t h a t the Committee "concentrate on the key is s u e of v e r i l i f ^ t i o n " . 
Ну d e l e g a t i o n i s aware that v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance with a test-ban t r e a t y 
c o n s t i t u t e s one of the important i s s u e s t o be r e s o l v e d . Therefore, we would not 
be averse t o t a k i n g up t h i s i s s u e i n order to i n i t i a t e n e g o t i a t i o n s on the nuclear 
test-ban item. Of course, i t i s s e l f - e v i d e n t t h a t n e g o t i a t i o n s r e l a t i n g to 
v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance with a nuclear t e s t ban must be based on a p r i o r 
understanding, i f not agreement, on the scope of the t r e a t y . I t would appear from 
the r e p o r t of the t r i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s submitted to the Committee l a s t year that 
at l e a s t as between the three n e g o t i a t i n g powers, an agreement or understanding was 
achieved on the scope of the test-ban t r e a t y . This was, i n f a c t , r e f l e c t e d i n the 
language of paragraph 51 of the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n o f the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. I t may not be im p o s s i b l e , t h e r e f o r e , to 
reach an understanding on the scope of a nuclear t e s t ban f o r which, as a f i r s t 
s tep, v e r i f i c a t i o n and c o n t r o l arrangements should be negotiated i n an ad hoc working 
group of the Committee. 

The i n i t i a t i o n of such n e g o t i a t i o n s on aspects of a-comprehensive test-ban 
t r e a t y v/ould c o n s t i t u t e an important, even i f symbolic, c o n t r i b u t i o n to the success 
of the General Assembly's second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n on disarmament. Therefore, the 
Pakistan d e l e g a t i o n w i l l a c t i v e l y endeavour to achieve consensus on the c r e a t i o n of 
a working group on item 1 and the for m u l a t i o n o f i t s mandate. 
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My delegation hopes that the Committee w i l l also reach consensus in the near 
future on an appropriate modality for concrete examination of the item relating to 
the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. The elaboration of 
an agreed scenario for nuclear disarmament, envisaged in the proposal of the 
Group of 21 in document CD/lGO, would peruiit the identification of specific 
possibilities for negotiations. It could also help to bridge the significant 
divergences in the present positions of the two major nuclear-weapon Poxiers and 
thus make an important contribution to the success of the restricted and specific 
negotiations on various aspects of nuclear disarmament which are either under way 
or likely to be opened in the near future between the United States and the USSR. 

The widely different positions which have been reportedly taken by the two 
sides in the so-called intermediate-range nuclear force negotiations currently under 
way in Geneva illustrate the absence of agreed premises on the basis of which 
nuclear disarmament should be pursued. Иу delegation hopes that at some stage in 
the near future the two States concerned wi l l find i t possible to inform the Committee 
on Disarmament of their respective approaches to the European nuclear talks. Need 
I say that the issues involved are of concern not only to the negotiating parties, nor 
even to the European Powers alone, but the entire international community. This 
Committee and the united Nations General Assembly at i t s forthcoming special session 
are equally entitled to be informed by the two major nuclear-weapon Powers about 
their intentions regarding the resumption and objectives of negotiations on strategic 
nuclear armaments. 

lie are a l l agreed that nuclear disarmament wi l l have to be achieved through a 
slow and arduous process. At the same time, the danger of a nuclear v;ar, by design, 
miscalculation or accident, has increased alarmingly owing to the climate of tension 
and confrontation in the relations betv/een the Superpov/ers, their continuing 
accumulation of nuclear armaments, disturbing developments in technology and the 
evolution of dangerous doctrines of nuclear i/arfare. It has been our consistent 
view that while pursuing nuclear disarmament through specific negotiations in 
various foruiTis, the international community must take decisive and early steps 
significantly to raduce the danger of nucl-sar war and to neutralize, to the extent 
possible, the threat posed by the existence of nuclear weapons. 

The Pakistan delegation subscribes f u l l y to the proposition which has been 
endorsed for the past three years by the United Nations General Assembly that the 
use of nuclear weapons under any circumstances would be a violation of the 
United Nations Charter and would constitute a crime against humanity. My delegation 
i s aware of the p o l i t i c a l d i f f i c u l t i e s which are encountered by some States in 
accepting this principle at the present moment. Yet the national security of any 
State or group of States, no matter how important, cannot override the imperative of 
preserving mankind and our ci v i l i z a t i o n from annihilation. It remains our hope that 
sooner rather than later, the primordial instinct for self-preservation w i l l 
override dependence on nuclear deterrence. 

An international agreement on the non-first-use of nuclear weapons could 
form an important interim measure towards the complete prohibition of the use of 
nuclear weapons. Pakistan therefore v/elcomed the proposal initiated by the USSR at 
the last session of the United Nations General Assembly for a declaration against 
the first-use of nuclear weapons. Ue would be most gratified to receive confirmation 
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t h a t , as the proponent c f t h i s proposal, the USSR i s i t s e l f committed not t o be the 
f i r s t t o use nuclear weapons. Taken together w i t h tha d e c l a r a t i o n made by China 
over a decade ago not to.be the f i r s t to use nuclear v/eapons, such a commitment 
would i n i t s e l f c o n s t i t u t e an important c o n t r i b u t i o n to peace and s e c u r i t y i n the 
Asian context. I t may a l s o produce a b e n e f i c i a l impact on the s e c u r i t y c l i m a t e 
i n Surope and other parts of the world. 

I t i s , of course, obvious that so long as аоле States continue t o place primary 
r e l i a n c e on nuclear deterrence f o r t l i e i r s e c u r i t y , the prospects f o r the n e g o t i a t i o n 
of i n t e r n a t i o n a l agreements p r o h i b i t i n g the use of nuclear weapons or on the 
n o n - f i r s t - u s e of such weapons u i l l remain bleak. However, such d i f f i c u l t i e s should 
not a r i s e i n r e l a t i o n to the modest and reasonable a s p i r a t i o n of the non-nuclear-
weapon States t o be assured against the use or thr e a t of use of nuc l e a r weapons. 
Despite the consensus reached on t h i s question i n paragraph 59 of the F i n a l Document 
of the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e ssion of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, three 
years of n e g o t i a t i o n on the issu e have produced, u n f o r t u n a t e l y , only marginal 
progress. 

During the past two sessi o n s , work i n the ad hoc group has focused on the 
c e n t r a l question of d e v i s i n g a common formula which could be inc l u d e d i n an 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l instrument of a l e g a l l y b i n d i n g c h a r a c t e r . The Committee on Disarmaraent 
was a l s o requested by the General Assembly to continue, a t i t s . c u r r e n t s e s s i o n , the 
e f f o r t s to devise a common formula or сотлюп o b l i g a t i o n and the General Assembly 
appealed to the nuclear-weapon States i n p a r t i c u l a r to demonstrate the p o l i t i c a l 
w i l l r e q u ired to reach agreement on t h i s i s s u e . 

This appeal was d i r e c t e d at the r i g h t quarter. For the f a i l u r e of the 
ne g o t i a t i o n s t o devise a common formula or common o b l i g a t i o n on negative s e c u r i t y 
assurances a r i s e s , f i r s t and foremost, from the p o s i t i o n s taken by four o f the 
f i v e nuclear-weapon States which are designed to s a t i s f y t h e i r own s e c u r i t y concerns 
and preoccupations while conceding next to nothing to 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 non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s . 

For one t h i n g , i n t h e i r d e c l a r a t i o n s these four nuclear-weapon States demand 
that non-nuclear-weapon States commit themselves l e g a l l y and i r r e v o c a b l y not to 
acquire nuclear weapons or even "nuclear e x p l o s i v e devices" i n order to be " e l i g i b l e " 
f o r the negative assurance. On the other hand, these nuclear-weapon States themselves 
are u n w i l l i n g to give any commitment that they w i l l p r o g r e s s i v e l y reduce and 
ev e n t u a l l y give-up the possession o f nuclear weapons; nor are they prepared to 
forswear the use of such .weapons i n c e r t a i n circumstances. This aim of pres e r v i n g 
the nuclear monopoly of c e r t a i n States does not c o i n c i d e w i t h the goal of preventing 
nuclear p r o l i f e r a t i o n , both v e r t i c a l and h o r i z o n t a l , liy d e l e g a t i o n has repeatedly 
s t a t e d that a l l non-nuclear-weapon States should be e l i g i b l e f o r negative s e c u r i t y 
assurances. The acceptance or otherv/ise of l e g a l n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n commituients i s 
i r r e l e v a n t i n the determination of the non-nuclsar-vjeapon s t a t u s o f a p a r t i c u l a r 
country. To exclude any non-nuclear-uaapon State from the scope of the assurances 
i s to hold out an i m p l i c i t t h r e a t of the use of nuclear weapons against i t . Such 
d i s c r i m i n a t i o n i t s e l f could have s i g n i f i c a n t consequences f o r n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n . 

Secondly, the u n i l a t e r a l d e c l a r a t i o n s of the four nuclear-weapon States contain 
other l i m i t a t i o n s , c o n d i t i o n s or exceptions which, taken together, have the e f f e c t 
of t o t a l l y n e u t r a l i z i n g any p o s i t i v e feature i n these assurances. The p r o p o s i t i o n 
that non-nuclear-weapon States which have nuclear v/eapons on t h e i r t e r r i t o r i e s 
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dhould not enjoy security assurances, or that such assurances v.'ould cease to apply 
to any State which participates, in "alliance" or "association" with a nuclear-
weapon Pov/er, in an attack on the nuclear-weapon State extendin,'; the assurance, 
have an internal logic which v?e understand. The problems raised by these 
propositions are twofold. The f i r s t point of principle is that the pre¡ni3es upon 
v/hich these propositions are put forward arise from the security doctrines of the 
nuclear-v/eapon Pov/ers concerned and from their reliance, in the context of their 
military alliances, on the theory and practice of nuclear deterrence. Acceptance 
of tliese propositions would Í!.iply acceptance of the doctrine of nuclear deterrence. 
The second d i f f i c u l t y i s of a more practical nature. As we have learnt in the 
course of the negotiations in the Ad Hoc Uorking Group, the tx/o propositions I have 
mentioned are very d i f f i c u l t to reconcile. This is not surprising since each of the 
propositions i s geared to establishing a p o l i t i c a l and military advantaf^e for i t s 
proponents. A l l this has very l i t t l e to do v/ith the security of the majority of 
non-nuclear-weapon States v/hich are outside, and wish to remain outside, the 
alliance structure and nuclear security arrangements of the nuclear-weapon States. 

Pakistan's position of principle i s that security assurances to non-nuclear-
weapon States should be unconditional and unlimited in their scope, application and 
duration. But the Pakistan delegation has also demonstrated i t s readiness to reach 
a r e a l i s t i c compromise on the subject. While v/e deplore the prevailing doctrines 
of nuclear deterrence and their reflection in the unilateral declarations of the 
nuclear-v/eapon Powers, my delegation has attempted to take the present situation 
into account by proposing a formula which would exclude for the present those 
non-nuclear-weapon States which are parties to the nuclear security arrangements 
of the two opposing military alliances. This may not be an entirely satisfactory 
solution. It i s , nevertheless, a neutral formulation v/hich can serve as the basis 
for compromise betv/een a l l the nuclear-weapon States without prejudice to their 
respective positions. lie can, of course, understand the desire of those 
non-nuclear-weapon States uhich are involved in the nuclear security arrangements 
of the two alliance systems not to be excluded from the scope of the assurances. 
But surely, the choice is for them to make, whether they v/ish to preserve their 
security throuc^h ohe nuclear protection ;ffered by their a l l i e s , or i f they would 
like to do so by dissociating themselves from such security arrangements. 

In the Ad Hoc Uorking Group on Security Assurances, we have as yet not seen a 
positive response by the nuclear-v/eapon States to the appeal of the General Assembly 
that they demonstrate the p o l i t i c a l w i l l to reach agreement on a common formula vihich 
could be included in a legally binding instrument. On the contrary, they have once 
again reiterated their known positions on the subject. This is the stage at v/hich 
v/e, the members of the Committee on Disarmament, must collectively decide whether 
we would like to report to the General Assembly at i t s second special session our 
complete failure to make any progress on this question or v/hether other options to 
register some progress are available. If the Committee on Disarmament after three 
years of efforts cannot make any progress on the question of negative security 
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assurances, i t must not s h i r k from f r a n k l y informing the second s p e c i a l session of 
the s p e c i f i c reasons f o r i t s f a i l u r e , t h a t i s , of the r e f u s a l of the nuclear-weapon 
States concerned to r e v i e u t h e i r r e s t r i c t i v e and c o n d i t i o n a l p o s i t i o n s on t h i s 
question. The Committee should s t r o n g l y urge these States to r e v i e u t h e i r p o l i c i e s 
and t o present r e v i s e d p o s i t i o n s to the General Assembly at i t s second s p e c i a l 
session which f u l l y take i n t o account tha views of the iion-aligned and n e u t r a l 
States and are conducive to the e l a b o r a t i o n of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l instrument on t h i s 
item. 

The CHAirj-IAil ( t r a n s l a t e d froï.i French): I thank the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of 
Pakistan f o r h i s statement and f o r h i s kind words about my country. I nou give the 
f l o o r to Ambassador Harder, the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the German Democratic Republic. 

Mr. HERDER (German Democratic Re p u b l i c ) : l i r . Chairman, i t g i v e s me p a r t i c u l a r 
pleasure to violcome today i n our midst a new r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Czechoslovakia to the 
Committee on Disarmament, Ambassador ¡iilos Vejvoda, who i n h i s c a p a c i t y today i s 
t a k i n g part i n our meeting f o r the f i r s t time. Ambassador Vejvoda has f o r many years 
devoted h i s e f f o r t s to disarmamant, d i s c h a r g i n g d i f f e r e n t r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s here i n 
Geneva, i n ¿\lew York and during the l a s t years as V i c e - M i n i s t e r f o r Foreign A f f a i r s 
xn the c a p i t a l of h i s country, Prague. VJe vjish him success i n h i s new appointment 
and are l o o k i n g fon/ard t o a f r i e n d l y and f r u i t f u l co-operation w i t h him and h i s 
d e l e g a t i o n here i n t h i s body. I would a l s o l i k e to a v a i l uiyself of t h i s opportunity 
to welcome the Under-Secretary of S t a t s fro..i F i n l a n d , i-ir. iCerhonen. For many of 
us, ha i s w e l l known f o r the a c t i v i t i e s he c a r r i e d out even long before the 
Committee on Disarmaraent was e s t a b l i s h e d . 1 have p a r t i c u l a r l y i n mind h i s r o l e as 
Chairman of the 'Jerking Group of the CCD on Nuclear-'.'oapon-Frea Zones i n 1975» Ue 
w i l l l i s t e n c a r e f u l l y t o h i s statement. 

In the course of the f i r s t month of our s p r i n g s e s s i o n , great a t t e n t i o n uas 
devoted t o the question of a CTB and the c e s s a t i o n o f the nuclear arras race and 
nuclear disarmament. The overwhelming m a j o r i t y of delegations asked f o r concrete 
a c t i o n with regard to both items before the forthcoming second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of the 
General Assembly of the United i l a t i o n s devoted to disarmaraent. The d e l e g a t i o n of the 
German Democratic lîepublic welcomes the f a c t that you, r l r . Chairman, have taken up 
our proposal and have s t a r t e d c o n s u l t a t i o n s on the f u r t h e r proceedings of the 
Committee on Disarmament concerning items 1 and 2. I t i s our hope that you w i l l be 
i n a p o s i t i o n to report p o s i t i v e l y on the r e s u l t s of your c o n s u l t a t i o n s to the 
Committee very soon. 

VJe share the view of most delegations that the outcome of the c o n s u l t a t i o n s 
should be the establishment of ad hoc uorking groups uhich w i l l s t a r t r e a l negotiAtions 
on both items. Guided by the f i r m w i l l to reach t h i s end, my d e l e g a t i o n t a b l e s 
today i n \;orking document CD/259 d r a f t mandates f o r ad hoc working groups on iteras 1 
and 2. We would appreciate i t very much, Mr. Chairman, i f you could take these 
d r a f t s i n t o account i n the f u r t h e r course of your c o n s u l t a t i o n s . 

The CriAIRMAiJ ( t r a n s l a t e d from French): I thank the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the 
German Democratic [Republic f o r h i s statement. I now give the f l o o r to 
His E x c e l l e n c y Ambassador Okawa, the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Japan. 
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Mr. OKAWA"(Japan); Mr. Chairman, His Excellency President Sandro Pertini, the 
distinguished Head of State of your country, l e f t Japan yesterday after a highly 
successful State v i s i t to our country. During his one-week stay in Japan, 
President Pertini made a strong appeal in the National Diet for nuclear disarmament 
and also visited the city of Hiroshima at his own special request. It is against this 
auspicious hacls^round that I have particular pleasure in welcoming you to the chair 
of this Committee and i n pledging to you the f u l l e s t co-operation of my delegation 
during your tenure of office as our Chairman, 

At the same time I wish to express our waim appreciation of the unassuming hut 
efficient manner in which your predecessor, Ambassador Mahallati of Iran, presided 
over OUT work and overcame the d i f f i c u l t procedural problems we faced at the start of 
our 1982 session. 

Finally, I wish to welcome amongst us the distinguished Under-Secretary of State 
of Finland, Mr, Korhonen, as well as ovi new colleague from Czechoslovakia, 
Ambassador Vejvoda, 

Today, I would like to refer briefly to the second experimental exchange of 
seismic data that was conducted in November and December last year, u t i l i z i n g the 
network of the WMO global telecommunications system, I am very pleased to notice that 
Dr, Ericsson has just arrived in this room and I wish to welcome him. 

When we were discussing last year the work of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific 
Experts to Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic 
Events, I expressed on two occasions the hope that as many countries as possible would 
be able to participate i n the second experiment. Ify delegation is a l l the more 
plesised to learn that some 20 countries I believe, including five socialist countries, 
participated i n the recent e:rperiment and that, consequently, the results showed 
considerable improvement over the results of the 19SO exercise, although a number of 
problems remain to be solved, 

I understand that most of the problems that came up in the context of last year's 
experiment can be attributed to the fact that the u t i l i z a t i o n of the WMO global 
telecommunications system for the transmission of seismic data over a global network 
has not yet been o f f i c i a l l y recognized by tho Congress of the World Meteorological 
Organization, Up to the present, the t r i a l exchanges have been conducted only under 
provisional arrangements with WtiO, 

Щ- delegation i s t h e r e f o r e of the view that tho CommittoG on Disarmament should 
foimally request the World Meteorological Organization to co-operate i n tl^e global 
transmission of seismic data by authorizing the use of i t s global telecommunications 
system for that purpose} such a request should be made early enough to enable the WIÍO 
to consider i t and take the necessary decision at i t s ninth Congress which i s to be 
held in the early summer of 1983. % delegation i s convinced that even more 
satisfactory results could be achieved i f the next experimental exchange could be 
conducted with the o f f i c i a l blessing and co-opüration of the WMO, 

Dr, Ichikawa, our expert on the Ad Hoc group, informs mo that, while a certain 
degree of confidence has beon obtained with regard to the exchange of so-called Level I 
data, the exchange of Level II data remains far from satisfactory. It has apparently 
become clear that the examination of Level II data can be highly effective in the 
detection of minor seismic events, and a woiicable method for exchanging Level II data 
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would appear to be essential i n order to u t i l i z e such data to the maximum extent 
possible. According to Dr. Ichikawa, considerable progress has been achieved i n 
recent years i n the technology for data exchange of this sort and efforts should 
be made to apply such new technology to tlie exchange of Level II data. 

Before conclxiding this brief statement, I wish to express o\ir appreciation 
to the delegation of the United States for the significant one step forward i n 
connection with item 1 of our agenda that i t announced to us i n this Committee 
last Thursday, Ambassador Fields has made a laudable effort, and I wish to offer 
him my personal congratulations. We wish to make the best of what has been put 
forward smd strike while the iron i s hot, 

I therefore hope that we can quickly reach agreement on the establishment of 
an ad hoc working group to deal with issues relating to verification of compliance 
with a CTB, and that the working group can get to work immediately i n order that 
we can report some progress to the General Assembly at i t s special session i n June 
on this long overdue matter. 

The CHATBIIAII (translated from French): I thank the representative of Japan 
for his statement and for the kind and friendly words he addressed to tlie Chair. 
I am also grateful to him for his kind reference to the recent v i s i t to Japan 
of the President of the Italian Republic. 

The next speaker on my l i s t i s His Excellency Ambassador de Souza e Silva, 
the representative of Br a z i l . 

Mr. DE SOUZA E SILVA (Brazil): ll r . Chaiiman, today I would like to offer the 
preliminary views of my delegation on the proposal made last Thursday by the 
distinguished representative of the United States, Ambassador Fields, with regard 
to the long-standing c a l l of the Group of 21 for the establishment of a subsidiary 
body of the Committee on item 1 of the agenda. My second purpose i n this statement 
i s to seek additional c l a r i f i c a t i o n of the American proposal i n order to be i n a 
better position to evaluate i t s potential advantages to the progress of the work 
of this Committee, with particular attention to the pr i o r i t i e s assigned to i t by 
the General Assemblj--. I would reserve my comments on.the section of Ambassador Fields* 
statement dealing with item 2 for another opportunity. 

I w i l l not conceal that ray delegation heard the proposal on item 1 with a 
sentiment of less than enthusiasm. For several decades novr the international 
c.ommvmity has exp l i c i t l y vorged the nuclear-weapon Povrers to liv e up to their 
commitments, both of a legal and of a p o l i t i c a l natvire, to taJce seriovrs steps 
towards the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. The 
discontinuance, of a l l tests of nuclear v/eapons, to vihich those Powers also committed 
themselves, has been vmequivocally accorded the highest priority i n countless 
resolutions of the General Assembly and in the Final Document of i t s f i r s t special 
session on disarmament. In the vievr of the overwhelming majority of States, only 
the lack of p o l i t i c a l w i l l of a few stand i n the way of the achievement of a CTBT. 
P o l i t i c a l w i l l , however, seems s t i l l to be i n short supply. Since the inception 
of the Committee on Disarmament, the members of the Group of 21 and many other 
delegations have repeatedly stressed "the importance and urgency of multilateral 
negotiations on a nuclear test ban. The c a l l for the establishment of a working 
group to start negotiations on such a treaty has intensified over these three years, 
both i n this Committee and i n other forums of the United Nations and i n public 
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opinion at large. Yet such a c a l l f e l l on de?,f ears until i t Ъссате clear that 
a l l but two nienbers of the Cormittec v/ere ready to join i n a consensus on such a 
procedural decision. 

Ambassador Fields' proposal of last Thvj:sday provides, in ovjc view, the 
f i r s t indication that his Government, having considered the ar,:̂ u:aents put for\/ard 
over the span of so manj' years, has i n fact reacted i n a manner that mi^ht bring 
i t closer to the stated wish of the over\-/helming majority of btates. \!e can hardly 
dismiss the importance of tliis fact, both for the future of disamament negotiations 
and for the more immedicte hopes of achieving the discontinuance cf nuclear v/eapon 
testing i n a multilateral instrument. Although i t f a l l s a lone v/ay short of such 
stated wishes, the United States' proposal nust be examined i n detail, i n 
conjunction v/ith proposals that have been on the table for a lon/j time on the 
same subject, so that a consensus acceptable to a l l can be evolved. 

ily delegation v/elcomes, i n this regard. Ambassador Fields' references to the 
function and responsibilities of the Committee on Disarmament, the discharging of 
which must be facilitated by a l l delegations, and his reco¿-nition of the fact that 
a l l members of this Committee share the same concern. Ve look fonward, tlierefore, 
to the continuation of the process of consultations already started by you, 
Mr. Chaiiman, on the basis of the proposals put on the table, on hov/ to deal i n 
the most effective manner \/ith iten 1 of the agenda. Me also trust that the 
treatment of item 2 w i l l not be forgotten. 

It i s my delegation's firm conviction that the strengthening of the negotiating 
function of the Committee on Disarmament and the enhancement of i t s responsibility 
and competence in disarmament matters nust remain at the basis of any agreement that 
might be reached as a result of your consultations, liy deleG^ation i s confident 
that these preoccupations w i l l be present in the minds of a l l delegations during 
the consultation process, winch we hope w i l l be as brief as possible. 

It i s i n the light of the position stated above that I turn nov/, through you, 
lir. Chairman, to the delegation of the United States to seek additional c l a r i f i c a t i o n 
of i t s proposal of last Thursday, I trust that my queries v/ i l l be taken in the same 
constructive s p i r i t that I believe has guided the American delegation i n formulating 
i t s proposal. 

f i r s t concern deals i/ith the over-all purpose of the exercise which i s • 
proposed to us. The s i s n i f i c 5 i n c e of bhe American suggestion l i e s , i n our view, 
in i t s potential usefxilness in bringing the international coramunity closer to the 
achievement of a multilaterally negotiated ban on the testing of nuclear v/eapons. 
lyiy delegation rejects the proposition that the present time i s not "propitious" for 
the negotiation of sucli an acreement. Ue consider the prohibition of nuclear-v/eapon 
tests not as a long-term ¿oal but, on the contrary, as a most pressing issue. 
This opinion i s shared by a l l but ti/o members of the \/hole international community. 
Yet, i f there i s a chance tliat the Committee can usefully work tov/ard the 
achievement of that ¿cal, hoover distant i t may appear in the eyes of those t\/o 
delegations, my oi/n delegation i s f u l l y prepared to examine that possibility i n a 
positive s p i r i t . By nalcina i t possible to move for\-/ard i n the direction of the 
negotiation of a treaty, rather than merely establishin¿- the existence of a 
stalemate, v/e v/ i l l a l l be co-operating tov/ards the discharge of the responsibilities 
with which this Committee i/as entrusted. By contrast, the mere exchange of 
academic opinions on general questions relating to the test ban might have the 
opposite and harmful effect of distracting the Committee from the fulfilment of 
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i t s role, thus coEipromising i t s effectiveness and i t s a h i l i t y to achieve the 
results for v/liich i t vas created. The institutionalization of an academic role for 
the Committee i s tantamount to the negation of i t s function and ргпгрозе, i l y 
delegation would thus request the delega-^ion of the Urdted States to elaborate 
further on the relationship bet\ieen i t s proposal and the actual negotiation of a 
treaty on a nuclear test ban. 

Another set of questions that might be raised i n connection with the American 
proposal relates to the way i n \ihich i t s authors conceive the procedural aspects 
of the decision to be talcen by the Committee on the matter. Such questions w i l l 
\mdoubtedly be brought into sliarper focus during the process of consultation imder 
your guidance, ¡Ir. Chairman. I believe, however, that members of this Committee 
would benefit from a clearer understanding of the procedural implications of the 
proposal. 

For instance, document CD/131, submitted last year by the Group of 21, clearly 
provides for an appropriate mandate for an ad hoc working group on item 1. Ve 
vrould welcome the comments of the United States delegation on the terms of such 
a mandate, in'the light of their о\т viev; of the substantive and procedural 
questions involved. In this connection, i t would also be useful to knov/ what form 
they envisage their proposed subsidiary body to talce, and hov; i t s a c t i v i t i e s woviLd 
relate to those of the Committee i t s e l f , as i t s parent body. l i y delegation recalls 
the unfortvmate experience of the refusal by some delegations to peimit the 
membership of the United Nations as a vriiole to acquaint i t s e l f vdth the resvilts 
of last year's informal discussions on items 1 and 2. 

Ve also note the particular importance that the authors of the proposal attach 
to the questions of verification and canpliance, the treatment of v/hich i s also 
contemplated i n the proposal by the Group of 21. It could hardly bo othervdse, 
since those questions are crucial elements of any agreement. But i n the Americsin 
proposal, hov; v;ould the "discussion" and "definition of issues" relate to the 
scope of the prohibition that certainly constitutes the substance of any agreement 
on the cessation of nuclear-v/eapon tests? In other v/ords, are such discussions 
on verification and compliance to talce place i n the abstract? V/hat i s the linlc 
envisaged betv/een those discussions and v;hatever the parties to a future treaty 
are supposed to v e r i f y and comply '.;ith? F i n a l l y , wcvild the proposed subsidiary 
body, i n dealing with the questions we agree to entrust to i t , proceed v;ith a view 
to the specific provisions of a draft treaty tc be subsequently negotiated? 

Let me close these brief remarks on a note of cautious optimism. Since the 
t r i l a t e r a l negotiations have now been interrupted for qidte a long v;hile, they 
can no longer be said to offer "the best v/ay forv/ard" for the achievement of a 
nuclear test ban. Me can, however, assume that to proceed forv/ard i s the unanimous 
w i l l of a l l members of the Committee, In presenting hds-proposal last Thursday, 
Ambassador Fields stressed his belief that the Committee "has an obligation to 
make a substantial contribution to the disarmament process i n a l l i t s aspects". 
Following on, i n his statement of support to the American i n i t i a t i v e . 
Ambassador Svmmerhayes asserted that "tlie achievement of a comprehensive test ban 
remains an important goal". Ve are given reason to believe that both delegations 
are now prepared to seek the attainment of tliat objective by u t i l i z i n g the 
potential of this Committee, as yet vontried as regards a CTBT. Despite the 
remaining differences of opinion betv/een those tv/o delegations and the other 
thirty-eight members of this body, v/e trust that the common basic w i l l to proceed 
forward should provide adequate momentvmi for a procedural solution to be agreed 
гдроп in the shortest possible time. 

file:///ihich
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The СНА1Е1ШТ (translated from Trench); I thanic the representative of Brazil 
for his statement. I now give the floor to His Excellency Ambassador Uegener, the 
representative of the Federal Republic of Germany. 

I-Ir. \/ЕСЕ1Ш (Federal llepbulic of Germany); Ilr. Chairman, as I am taking the 
floor for the f i r s t tine imder j o v o c chairmanship, a l l c : me to express the pleasure 
of my delegation at seeing you occupying that high office. Personally, I feel 
privileged not only to work under a particularly competent and efficient Chairman 
but to be presided over by a friend of nany years' standing. 

There i s a never-ending turnover of delegates around this table — such are 
the facts of diplomatic l i f e . Among the several new distinguished members of this 
Committee, I should like to single out right acrobs the table fron me the new 
head of the ITetherlands delegation, Anbassador Franz van Doñeen, v;ho I believe 
has joined us today for the f i r s t time. I should like to welcome him particularly 
as, coning from another very important ntiltilateral forun where he has nade a 
singular contribution, I am convinced that Ambassador van Dor^en w i l l equally 
distinguish himself at this Connittee table. 

The -two plenary sessions of this week have been allocated to the subject 
of radiological weapons as the main iten. 

In my capacity as Chaiman of the Ad Hoc V/orking Group on Radiological Weapons 
I therefore thought i t wise to take the floor at an early point i n the debate to 
report to the Connittee on the progress achieved since the Group was re-established 
on 18 February, £md a neir Chaiman was nominated on 23 February. 

In preparing for his пол: assio'nnent, the Chaiman f i r s t of a l l had to take 
account of General Assembly resolution 36/97 В \,'hich urges the Conmittee on 
Disamament "to continue negotiations with a view to an early conclusion of the 
elaboration of a treaty prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and 
use of radiological v/eapons, in order that i t may be subnitted, i f possible, to 
the General Assembly at i t s second special session devoted .o disarmament, to be 
held i n 1982". This lanc'^age by the General Assembly obviously enjoins the . 
Ad Hoc Working Group and i t s Chaiman to deploy every possible effort to achieve 
progress during the current sprinj session. 

At the sane tine, a stock-talcing of the work acconplished by the Working Group 
last year revealed that in spite of the uncoasins efforts of the precedinc Chaiman, 
Ambassador Kfimives of Hungary, negotiations had become substantially blocked. It 
appeared that a major stujübling block had been the conflicting views as to how to 
handle the amendment, oricinally moved by the Sv/edish delegation, also to include 
in the text of a radiological vreapons convention a ban -on attacks on nuclear 
f a c i l i t i e s . This proposal, designed to amplify the oricinal United States/USSR 
draft (CD/32), seemed to beset the entire negotiation process with considerable 
d i f f i c u l t i e s and caused argimionts to c,o aroimd in circles. 

Under these circmotances, the Chaiman considered i t his main task to 
get negotiations procedurally unstuck at the earliest possible tiíie. 
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With this objective i n mind, and in' l i e u of holding foimal'meetings from the 
beginning of his taslc, he. schedxaled a series of extensive informal consultations 
with a l l delegations, i n order to have their views on a l l relevant problems of 
procedure and substance in the viorldLng а_"эа of the radiological weapons Group. 

A comprehensive report on these consultations i s contained in the Chairman's 
statement of 9 I-Iarch 1982 to the \/orking Group. This paper also contains his 
personal assessment of the state of negotiations, and proposals both for the 
procedure to be adopted for further negotiations and for the solution of a 
limited number of issues presently under controversy. 

At the request of delegations, the Chairman's statement has. been circulated 
as a working paper of the radiological v;eapons V/orking Group, and i s now available 
for reference also to the members of the Committee. I do net intend to restate 
the contents of that stateuent, especially since i t reflects, i n large measure, the 
Chairman's personal views. 

Rather, I sho^ald like to inform the Committee, with no l i t t l e personal 
satisfaction, that the V/orking Group has now surmounted the i n i t i a l procedural 
hurdles amd has been able to agree on a procedural formula v;hich allows i t to 
cariy on i t s negotiations with new vigour and unencumbered by the conflicting 
views v/hich had pa r t i a l l y blocked the negotiation process. 

At i t s fourth meeting, on 15 Ilarch 1 9 8 2 , the V/orking Group, taking up and 
modifying the Chaiiman's procedural proposal, adopted "the follov;ing decision: 

"The Working Group agrees, as a procedural hypothesis and v/ithout prejudice 
to later decisions, to conduct separate meetings on the traditional 
radiological ueapons subject matter, on the one hand, and on the question 
of the prohibition of attacks on nuclear f a c i l i t i e s on the other, 
according to the following programme: 

Traditional radiological vreapons subject-matter — 1 6 , 19, 23 Ilarch; 

Question of prohibition of attacks on nuclear f a c i l i t i e s — three meetings 
to be scheduled for late Ilarch and early April." 

This procedural compromise m v;hicli a l l delegations have participated, 
displaying an unusual and v/elcome degree of f l e x i b i l i t y , means that the two main 
problem areas vmder consideration a r e now separated for negotiation purposes, 
while a l l decisions on the number and form of f i n a l international legal instruments 
into which the negotiation results a r e to be incorporated are put off to a later 
moment. The Chaiiman has made clear to the V/orking Group that this procedural 
decision leaves the vievфoints of delegations on how to deal ultimately v/ith the 
question of the prohibition of attacks on nuclear f a c i l i t i e s perfectly intact. 
In consequence, a number of delegations have gone on record before the Group 
restating their basic philosophy on the underlying issues, but allov/ing i t to be 
understood that for the time being their viev/s do not impede a rapid and 
forward-looking negotiating process. 
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Uith this i n mind, the Chairman has put before the Group a detailed worlcing 
progranime for the next few \/eeks, and concrete negotiations are to begin as of 
today's meeting of the Uorking Group, A number of working papers have already 
been put before â.elegates to assist i n the process. It i s the expectation of .the 
Group's Chaiiman that within the next three formal meetings the principal remaining 
d i f f i c u l t i e s on the issues of definition of radiological weapons, scope of 
prohibition, peaceful uses, compliance and verification, and problems relating -to 
the f i n a l clauses can be cleared tip to a very lar^e extent. 

I should like to talce advantage of this opportunity to thanic a l l delegations 
for the fine co-operation they have displayed i n the early d i f f i c u l t stages of the 
Group's work, I sense a reneral feeling that the path has пог: been cleared for a 
new vigorous effort to reach consensus in the f i e l d of the traditional radiological 
weapons subject-natter. There i s reason for optimism that the Uorking Group 
may even move beyond that, and use the second half of i t s remaining time during 
the session to reach a breakthrough on the related issues of banning attacks on 
nuclear installations, vrherc substantial teclmical and legal groundv/ork has to 
be laid and nuch additional drafting may have to be acconplished. 

The Chaiman of the Ad Hoc Uorking Group has recommended that delegations 
make ample use of the plenary meetings allotted to the radiological weapons item 
to a i r their views on the remaining problems of substance, so tliat the forthcoming 
fomal and infernal meetings of the Uorking Group can be relatively free of 
statements of principle, allowing concentration on the actual drafting of texts. 
Reiterating this request, the Chaiman talcos the liberty of pointing to the second 
part of Working Paper 25 xdiere he has tried to chart a course for the solution of 
some of the remainine controversial issues. The Chaiman vrould oqvially be 
grateful i f delegations could elaborate .in more detail on their views as to the 
scope and modalities of the recommended ban on attacks on nuclear installations 
since i t appeared in his consultations that this area would seem to require a 
substantial input of additional conceptual thinlcing. 

Speaking, f i n a l l y , for my own delegation, I vrould like to state, i n a broad 
fashion, that on the subject of radiological vreapons my delegation disposes of 
a considerable margin of f l e x i b i l i t y on a l l the issues under consideration, and 
expects to nalce a good contribution to the promotion of consensus and a rapid 
pace of negotiation on a l l remaining problems. 

The СЕАШ-ШТ (translated from French); I thanic the representative of tho 
Federal Republic of Gemany for his statement. I am particularly grateftil to 
him for the kind and very friendly vrords he addressed to myself. 

I now give the floor to Ambassador Sola Vila, the representativo of Cuba. 
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Mr. SOLA VILA (Cuba) (translabsd from Spanish); Mr. Chairman, a l l o w me to 
express ray d el e gation's s a t i s f a c t i o n at seeing you p r e s i d i n g over the meetings of 
the Committee on Disarmaraent f o r the month of i l a r c h . You may f u l l y depend on the 
support of our d e l e g a t i o n i n c a r r y i n g out your t a s k s . I should a l s o l i k e , through 
you, to congratulate Mr. M a h a l l a t i , the preceding Chairman of our Coraraittee, on 
the work accomplished under h i s guidance during the month of February. I wish, too, 
to welcome to the Committee the new r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s of Czechoslovakia and the 
Netherlands with whora, we are sure, we s h a l l enjoy a f r u i t f u l co-operation towards 
the success of the work of the Committee. And I should l i k e to o f f e r a warm welcome 
to the Under-Secretary of State of F i n l a n d , who i s to address us today. 

The p r i o r i t y attached by the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community to items 1 and 2 of our 
éigenda, concerning a comprehensive nuclear t e s t ban and nuclear disarmament, has 
repeatedly been recognized, i n r e s o l u t i o n s of the United Nations General Assembly 
as i n the F i n a l Document of the 1573 s p e c i a l s e ssion of the General Assembly devoted 
to disarmament. 

I f we r e a l l y wish t c put a stop to the q u a l i t a t i v e improvement and build-up of 
nuclear weapons, there i s no b e t t e r way than the adoption of a t r e a t y f o r the general 
and complete p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear weapon t e s t s . Nevertheless, d e s p i t e the f a c t 
that the great m a j o r i t y of d e l e g a t i o n s have made countless e f f o r t s i n t h i s n e g o t i a t i n g 
body to i n i t i a t e s e r i o u s n e g o t i a t i o n s on these items, the Committee on Disarmament 
has found i t impossible to c a r r y out the requests of the General Assembly i n t h i s 
d i r e c t i o n , because of the stubborn o p p o s i t i o n of two d e l e g a t i o n s . 

I t i s c e r t a i n l y true that working groups are not magic forums, able t o r e s o l v e 
a l l the problems which may be submitted to them no matter how d i f f i c u l t they raay 
appear; nevertheless, they represent the most e f f e c t i v e means a v a i l a b l e t o the 
Committee f o r the discharge of i t s f u n c t i o n s . At the same time, and t h i s i s very 
important, they are a d i r e c t way of a l l o w i n g the Committee to play an a c t i v e r o l e 
i n the n e g o t i a t i o n of any disarmament agreement. 

This Committee has already held s e v e r a l sessions s i n c e the Group of 21 proposed 
the establishment of working groups to negotiate on items 1 and 2 of our agenda, 
t a k i n g account of t h e i r high p r i o r i t y i n view of the ever g r e a t e r accumulation and 
growing development of nuclear weapons and the i/ell-known dangers they represent 
f o r c i v i l i z a t i o n . 

These are not mere words, ^ly country belongs to the group of c o u n t r i e s f o r 
which disarmament means not only a guarantee of the s u r v i v a l of humanity but a l s o 
the p o s s i b i l i t y of greater resources being a v a i l a b l e f o r the economic and s o c i a l 
development of the peoples who are nov; s u f f e r i n g the consequences of underdevelopment. 
Viithin t h i s context, the g r e a t e s t importance undoubtedly attaches to nuclear 
disarmament. 

The group of s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s of Eastern Europe l i k e w i s e , i n a number of 
documents, has recognized the high p r i o r i t y a t t a c h i n g to these items and the need 
to s t a r t n e g o t i a t i o n s on them without delay. Viorking document CD/4 and the 
statements made by 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 s of the German Democratic Republic 
and the Soviet Union on l6 and l 3 February r e s p e c t i v e l y , eloquently confirm t h i s . 
In s p i t e of a l l the above, the Committee on Disarmament has not been able to take 
the f i r s t step towards the c o n s i d e r a t i o n of these items. VJhat has happened up to now, 
i n c l u d i n g the outcome of the i n f o r m a l d i s c u s s i o n s which were held during previous 
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ses s i o n s , has shown that i n order to negotiate i t i s necessary to e s t a b l i s h without 
f u r t h e r delay the working groups' to vihich I r e f e r r e d , with an appropriate mandate, 
as suggested by the Group of 21 f o r i t b e l i e v e s that other methods are u n l i k e l y to 
lead to s a t i s f a c t o r y r e s u l t s . 

Within t h i s context, i t raay be noted that one of the delegations that have been 
most oppo,sed t o the s t a r t i n g of n e g o t i a t i o n s on these iteras i n the l a s t two years, i s 
now proposing the s e t t i n g up of a working group to consider i s s u e s r e l a t i n g to the 
v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance with an agreement on the p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear weapon 
t e s t s . This proposal, i n ray delegation's o p i n i o n , shows that that delegation's 
o p p o s i t i o n to the s t a r t i n g of serious n e g o t i a t i o n s on these items remains unchanged. 

According to the d i c t i o n a r y , to v e r i f y means to e s t a b l i s h the t r u t h or 
correctness of something, and to bear out, make good or f u l f i l something pr e d i c t e d 
or promised. Thus, before there can be v e r i f i c a t i o n , there must f i r s t be an agreement. 
The proposed working group i s to negotiate on the v e r i f i c a t i o n of what? — to conduct 
n e g o t i a t i o n s i n order to v e r i f y — what agreements? How i s i t p o s s i b l e to attempt 
to negotiate on viays of v e r i f y i n g something which does not e x i s t ? 

I f members of the Committee are r e a l l y prepared t o negotiate, why do we not 
set up a working group on a comprehensive nuclear t e s t ban, with a mandate s i m i l a r 
to the one proposed by the Group of 21? I f the Committee were to take such a 
deçcision, matters r e l a t i n g to v e r i f i c a t i o n would undoubtedly be considered, i n t h e i r 
proper context, together with the e f f e c t i v e p r o h i b i t i o n of t e s t i n g . 

I am t a k i n g the l i b e r t y of p o i n t i n g t h i s out to the Committee because we ought 
not to give the impression t h a t we are n e g o t i a t i n g when what we are a c t u a l l y doing 
i s p u t t i n g o f f what i s urgently necessary — the p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear t e s t s . 

I t should a l s o be borne i n mind t h a t i n the course of the n e g o t i a t i o n s now 
proceeding on other items, f o r example, that of a comprehensive programme of 
disarmament, t h a t same de l e g a t i o n has opposed the use of the words " n e g o t i a t i o n s " and 
"agreements" i n the context of disarmament. In view of these f a c t s , i t i s d i f f i c u l t 
to draw any other conclusion than the one I have s t a t e d . 

In connection with the subject of nuclear disarmament, my d e l e g a t i o n would a l s o 
l i k e to make some comments with respect to the p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear neutron 
weapons. 

Document CD/225, which reproduces a statement issued by the M i n i s t r y of Foreign 
A f f a i r s of the Republic of Cuba on 19 August 19 1̂> g i v e s my Government's views on 
the d e c i s i o n t o begin production of neutron weapons and on the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y borne 
by those who produce them i n view of the dangers they represent 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 consonance with these views the Cuban d e l e g a t i o n co-sponsored General Assembly 
r e s o l u t i o n 56/92 K, which requests the Committee on Disarmaraent to s t a r t n e g o t i a t i o n s 
on the p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear neutron weapons. 
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The importance of this request l i e s in the fact that neutron weapons, by their 
very nature, are a reflection of current doctrines that envisage the possibility 
of a limited nuclear vrar, and thus further increase the danger of a nuclear holocaust. 

My delegation supports the establishment as soon as possible of a working group 
of this Committee to draw up a convention on the prohibition of the production, 
stockpiling, deployment and use of nuclear neutron weapons. This measure would help 
to eliminate real dangers confronting humanity and f a c i l i t a t e progress towards the 
goal of nuclear disarmament. 

In addition, there is document CCD/559, submitted by the group of socialist 
countries of Eastern Europe as long ago as in 1973, and i t i s to be hoped that other 
delegations would express their views and suggestions on this subject within an 
appropriate working group, and that concrete negotiations would be undertaken, in 
accordance with the wishes expressed by the world community. 

Allow me now to make a few brief comments on an item v;hich is becoming more 
and more a matter of urgency in this Committee; I am referring to that of the 
prohibition of chemical weapons. 

In the Pinal Declaration of the Sixth Conference of Heads of State or Government 
of Non-Aligned Countries, held in Havana in 1979, the Conference called for — and 
this i s the wording which ray delegation supports witn regard to the t i t l e of the 
instrument we are negotiating — the urgent conclusion of "a treaty on the prohibition 
of the development, production and stockpiling of a l l chemical weapons and their 
destruction". 

For more than two years, the Committee on Disarmament has been making great 
efforts to secure the prohibition of chemical weapons, and in fact this year, i t 
f i n a l l y proved possible to establish a Working Group with an appropriate mandate, 
which wi l l enable the Committee to attempt to f u l f i l i t s task. 

Nevertheless, this year too, we have witnessed-certain extremely dangerous 
decisions with regard to the production of a new generation of chemical weapons; 
I am referring to the so-called binary weapons. 

In the document of the Sixth Conference of Heads of State or Government of 
Non-Aligned Countries which I mentioned earlier, the heads of State deliberately and 
specifically referred to " a l l chemical weapons•', an expression which includes, without 
the slightest doubt, binary and any other type of chemical weapons. 

.The appearance of this new type of chemical armament w i l l greatly complicate 
the achievement of the proposed instrument and wi l l make the negotiation process 
concerning that instrument even more d i f f i c u l t . 

This i s something of which we should a l l be very much aware, for i t means that 
the Coimnittee i s being faced with new situations which i t must deal with, as, for 
example, those indicated by the Bulgarian delegation in working paper CD/CW/WP.29. 

In conclusion, I would like briefly to revert to item 1 of our agenda. My 
delegation considers that the time has come for this Committee to consider, at one of 
it s plenary meetings, the proposal of the Group of 21 contained in document CD/18I for 
the establishment of an ad hoc working group on this important item. 

Those were the comments my delegation wished to make at this plenary meeting 
at this stage of the work of the Committee. At later meetings we shall go into these 
and other items O; our agenda in greater j t a i l . 
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The CHAIRMAN ( t r a n s l a t e d from French) : I thank the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Cuba f o r 
hi s statement and I am g r a t e f u l to him f o r the kind words he addressed to the Chair. 

In accordance with the dec i o i o n adopted by the Coinmittee at i t s lb7th plenary 
meeting, I now give the; f l o o r to the re p r e s e n t a t i v e of F i n l a n d , His Excellency 
Mr. Korhonen, Under-Secretary of St a t e . 

Mr. KORHONEN ( F i n l a n d ) : I want to express my thanks to you, Иг. Chairman, and 
to the previous speakers f o r the warm words of welcome that have been addressed to me. 
I would a l s o l i k e to thank the Chairman of February f o r the s w i f t r e s o l u t i o n of the 
question of the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of non-members, Finland i n c l u d e d . Let mo assure you, 
Mr. Chairman, that I am very g r a t e f u l f o r t h i s unique opportunity to address t h i s 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d audience. 

At i t s f i r s t s p e c i a l session devoted to disarmament the General Assembly sta t e d 
t h a t , pending the achievement of complete nuclear disarmament, the nuclear-weapon 
States have s p e c i a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s to undertake measures aimed a t preventing the 
outbreak of nuclear war. The General Assembly c a l l e d upon the nuclear-weapon States 
to take steps to assure the non-nucldar-uoapon States against the use or t h r e a t of use 
of nuclear weapons. Thus, the question of e f f e c t i v e s e c u r i t y guarantees to the 
non-nuclear-weapon States remains an important t o p i c i n the vrork of the Committee on 
Disarmament. The Government of Finland attaches great importance to t h i s question. 
I h i s i s v/hy I have asked to speak today. F i n l a n d has, through i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
arrangements, committed i t s e l f to non-nuclear-weapon s t a t u s . Ue expect that s t a t u s 
to be respected by other S t a t e s . As f o r any other country i n a s i m i l a r p o s i t i o n , i t 
i s i n our n a t i o n a l i n t e r e s t that t h i s s t a t u s be complemented by e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
guarantees a s s u r i n g us against the use or thr e a t of use of nuclear weapons. The 
non-nuclear-weapon s t a t u s a l s o i m p l i e s that Finland should not be included i n any 
nuclear s t r a t e g i c planning which t e c h n o l o g i c a l development i n nuclear-weapon systems 
and d e l i v e r y systems may make p o s s i o l e . 

For i t s p a r t , F i n l a n d nas endaavoureo to make i t s c o n t r i b u t i o n to e f f o r t s to 
reduce the dangers and r i s k s of nuclear weapons. Vie have done so p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the 
f i e l d s of nuclear disarmaraent, nuclear n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n and nuclear-weapon-free 
zones. In previous years we have c o n t r i b u t e d to the work of the Coraraittee on the 
subject of s e c u r i t y assurances. 

Search f o r the form and content of non-use assurances t h a t would command broad 
support has so f a r not been s u c c e s s f u l . A l l nuclear-weapon States have made 
u n i l a t e r a l statements d e s c r i b i n g s i t u a t i o n s i n which they would not use nuclear 
weapons. These u n i l a t e r a l d e c l a r a t i o n s are to be welcomed and they are not without 
value. But most of them s u f f e r from d e f e c t s . Thcsy f a l l short of the goal of e f f e c t i v e 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l arrangements, not to speak of a l e g a l l y binding instrument. They are 
d i l u t e d by p o l i t i c a l and l e g a l r e s e r v a t i o n s . They are fun c t i o n s of d i f f e r i n g 
p o l i t i c a l perceptions and r e s p e c t i v e m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e s . One might say that these 
r e s e r v a t i o n s r e f l e c t more some s e c u r i t y concerns of nuclear-weapon powers than the 
s e c u r i t y needs of non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s . 
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Yet the commitment to work towards e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l arrangements holds. 
Vie have noted with s a t i s f a c t i o n the work done by the Ad Hoc yorking Group of the 
Committee on Disarmament e s p e c i a l l y during i t s d e l i b e r a t i o n s concerning the systematic 
i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of the elements contained i n t'cj und^rtaitings assumed by nuclear-weapon 
States and i n the proposals made by non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s . As a r e s u l t of these 
d e l i b e r a t i o n s , the Ad Hoc Vtorking Group has reached a deeper understanding of the 
s i m i l a r i t i e s and d i f t e r e n c e s between the various p o s i t i o n s , which w i l l s u r e l y help 
i t s v7ork i n the f u t u r e . At i t s 19ol session the Ad Hoc Vtorking Group decided to work 
out a s o - c a l l e d common formula. The Itorking Group was not able to record any 
s u b s t a n t i a l progress tov/ards an acceptable s o l u t i o n . I t i s worth noting t h a t there 
has been no o b j e c t i o n , i n p r i n c i p l e , to the idea of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l convention op 
t h i s i s s u e . 

In the view of the Government of F i n l a n d , e f f o r t s towards an e f f e c t i v e and g l o b a l 
form of s e c u r i t y assurances should continue. Furthermore, i n view of the lack of 
progress, we would see merit i n a more pragmatic and gradual approach. I f a binding 
common formula cannot be a t t a i n e d i n the present circumstances, t h a t should not block 
other methods. One acceptable method would be to el e v a t e the st a t u s of the e x i s t i n g 
u n i l a t e r a l d e c l a r a t i o n s of the nuclear-weapon States through a r e s o l u t i o n of the 
Se c u r i t y C o u n c i l . This approach deserves f u r t h e r study. 

One p a r t i c u l a r aspect o f s e c u r i t y assurances against the use or t h r e a t of use of 
nuclear weapons i s connected w i t h the concept of nuclear-weapon-free zones. Through a 
zonal approach, agreement may be e a s i e r to reach than a u n i v e r s a l guarantee comprising 
a l l nuclear-weapon S t a t e s . The equation of r e c i p r o c a l commitments i s more c l e a r l y 
defined i n a c l e a r l y l i m i t e d geographical area. 

The T l a t e l o l c o Treaty i s , without any doubt, a u s e f u l example of a zonal approach. 
Besides other aspects, t h i s i s underlined by the f a c t that tha nuclear-vreapon powers 
have been i n the p o s i t i o n to give s e c u r i t y guarantees to the L a t i n American zone as 
a whole. We th i n k t h a t , i n the context of the present item of the Committee on 
Disarmament more c o n s i d e r a t i o n should be given to bhe example of the T l a t e l o l c o Treaty. 
At the very l e a s t , i t encourages c o n s i d e r a t i o n of i n i t i a t i v e s i n other parts of the 
world. 

Pending effect-'ve nuclear disarmament, the need t o c o n t r o l nuclear weapons 
i n v o l v e s two e q u a l l y urgent and c l o s e l y i n t e r l i n k e d i m p e ratives: the prevention of 
the spread of those weapons to a d d i t i o n a l S t a t e s , and the r e s t r i c t i o n of the uses and 
fu n c t i o n s of the e x i s t i n g weapons. An i n t e r n a t i o n a l l y recognized nuclear-weapon-free 
zona together w i t h adequate non-use assurances could meet both i m p e r a t i v e s . Because 
new d e l i v e r y , technologies defy t r a d i t i o n a l concepts of t e r r i t o r i a l defence, 
geographical c o n s i d e r a t i o n s are i n c r e a s i n g l y r e l e v a n t f o r the e l a b o r a t i o n of s e c u r i t y 
guarantees. 

In May 1978, F i n l a n d proposed a Nordic arms c o n t r o l arrangement, which i s a 
f u r t h e r e l a b o r a t i o n of the idea of a Nordic nuclear-vreapon-free zone, f i r s t advanced 
i n 1963. Such an arrangement i s aimed a t i s o l a t i n g the Nordic region as completely 
as p o s s i b l e from the e f f e c t s and f u n c t i o n s of nuclear s t r a t e g y i n general and new 
nuclear weapons technology i n p a r t i c u l a r . An i n t e g r a l part of i t should be appropriate 
assurances concerning the st a t u s of the zone and the non-use of nuclear weapons given 
by the nuclear-weapon S t a t e s . 
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The Nordic region has during the whole post-war era -i'eraained largely untouched 
by international tensions. This has been achieved by the efforts of the- Nordic' 
Governments and by tho willingness of the great powers to preserve the stability of 
that region. At their meeting last autumn the foreign ministers of the Nordic 
countries reconfirmed the impoi-tance of tho stable and balanced security situation 
of the Nordic region. Its contribution to the maintenance of peace and security 
also in a wider international context was underlined. The continued absence of 
nuclear weapons in these countries i s regarded by my Government as a v i t a l element 
in this respect. 

TtiQ Government of Finland wishes to continue i t s participation in the Committee 
on Disarmament in the context of i t s effort to reacn a broadly acceptable agreement 
on effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against 
the use or threat of usá of nuclear weapons. Summing up, I v/ish to stress the 
following basic considerations: 

- Such arrangements should be designed primarily to satisfy the security interests 
of the non-nuclear-vioapon States; 

- ^tore specifically, they should be legally binding and snould adequately provide 
for the prohibition of the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons against the 
non-nuclear-weapon States, as well as for the respect of the status of those 
States; 

- Such arrangements should be of a global nature and should be carried out as an 
integral part of United Nations disarmaraent and arms limitation efforts; 

- In view of the lack of progress, i t i s primarily the responsibility of the 
nuclear-weapon States to come forward with ideas based on a more flexible 
approach; 

- In pursuing a global solution, other approaches serving the same goal should not 
be neglected, among them, in particular, the zonal approach. 

I have spoken on only one item of the agenda of thin Cor.imittee. As you агз 
aware, the interest of ray country in the work of this Committee is not limited to that 
topic, important as i t i s . '.Je have made efforts to contribute to the work of this 
Committee in many other fields by presenting statements on several subjects, by 
participating actively in certain ad hoc working groups and by presenting vrorking 
papers and studies on certain subject matters. 

We are grateful for the fact that the reform undertaken by the General Assembly 
at i t s f i r s t special session on disarmaraent and thu rules of procedure of this 
Committee have given non-members a better possibility to make their views knovm. 
However, in order to intensify and deepen our contributions in future, Finland 
continues to seek f u l l membership in this important Committee. VJe would be grateful 
i f this interest were to i>e taken into, account when the Comiaittse addresses i t s e l f 
to the question of a review of the membership of the CD in the coming weeks. 
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The -CHAIRMAN- (translated from French) : I thanic His Excellency the 
Under-Secretaury cf State of Finland for his statement and for the kind words he 
addressed to the Chair. His presence here today and the statement he has just made 
hear wi-tness to the interest — as he himself emphasized — of the Finnish Government 
in oiif work, an interest which i s well known and which has been demonstrated in 
Finland's contributions to our efforts. I should like to thank him also on behalf 
of the Committee. 

I have no fxirther speakers on my l i s t . Do any other delegations wish to take 
the floor? If not, I should like to inform the Committee that the Chairman of the 
Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical V/eapons has requested, a.fter consultations, that 
V/orking Paper Nc. 57 should be put before the Committee for approval today. This 
docimient concerns the addressing of an invitation to the World Health Organization 
and the United Nations Environment Programme to nominate representatives to attend 
certain meetings of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical V/eapons. If there axe no 
objections I shall consider that the Committee adopts the draft decision contained in 
Working Paper No. 57. 1/' 

The United States delegation has asked for the floor. 

Mr. BUSBY (United States of America): Very b r i e f l y — as you r e c a l l , my 
delegation proposed at our last plenary meeting the amendment of Working Paper 
No. 57 to include an invitation to a representative of the International Atomic 

cannot command consensus at this stage of our work on chemical v/eapons. Therefore, 
Mr. Chairman, I would like formally to v/ithdraw the amendment v/hich we put forward at 
our last meeting and my delegation w i l l join a consensus on Working Paper No. 57. 
I would note, however, that my delegation, and, we believe, others, think that the 
Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical V/eapons should examine any technical means which 
offers promise of being useful i n resolving the d i f f i c u l t and complex issues i n the 
f i e l d of verification of compliance with a complete ban on chemical weapons. V/e 
consider that the technology associated with the Recover programme offers such 
promise and we do intend to pursue i t . Further, we hope that the failure of our 
amendment to command consensus at this time does not represent, on the part of the 
objecting delegations, either an objection in principle to having a technical 
representative v i s i t the Working Group at some time in the future, or reluctance 
to consider technical means to resolve the issues that are before us. 

The СНАШ'ШТ (translated from French): I thanic the representative of the 
United States for his statement and for the f l e x i b i l i t y his delegation has shovm 
on this occasion. I give the floor'to Ambassador Lidgard, the representative of 
Sweden. 

Mr-. LIDGARD (Sweden): Last year, the experts representing the World Health 
Organization and the United Nations Envirormient Programme made quite a useful 
contribution i n prcviding technical information during tho informal consultations 

1,/ In response to the request of -the Chairman of the Ad" Hoc V/orking Group on 
Chemical V/eapons, the Committee decides to invite the Director-General of the V/orld 
Health Organization and the Director of the regional office for Europe of the 
United Nations Environment Programme to nominate representatives to attend certain 
meetings of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical V/eapons for the purpose of providing 
+ег!Ь-п1ся1 information, i n respect of establishing toxicities of chemicals and the 
international register of potentially toxic chemicals. 
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which took place under the chairmanship of the Chairman of the Chemical Weapons 
Working Group, I therefore support the draft decision which is contained i n 
Working Paper No. 57. However, we are, for objective reasons, interested i n exploring 
the possibilities of using the verification system implied in what is referred to by 
the name "Recover", within the framework of a chemical weapons convention. We would 
therefore welcome the participation of one expert or several experts from the 
international organ that has experience of this particular verification system for 
the pxrrpose of providing technical information on the subject. Consequently, my 
delegation hopes that this Committee w i l l take a decision which w i l l make i t possible 
for such expert or experts to participate i n the consultations which are going on 
this week under the leadership of the distinguished Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working 
Group on Chemical Weapons. 

The CHAIRt'iAN (translated from French); I thaiik the representative of Sweden 
for his statement. I am sure that the Committee has taken good note of the statements 
which have just been made by the delegations of the United States and Sweden. If there 
are no other comments or statements in this connection, I think that we can take a 
decision on Working Paper No. 57. líay I consider that the Committee adopts this 
draft decision? 

It was so decided. 

ffag-CHAIHMffl (translated from French) : The next plenary meeting of the Committee 
on Disarmament w i l l be held on Thursday, 18 liarch, at 10.30 a.m. 

The meeting rose at 12. 25 p.m 
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