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The С Н А Ш Ш Т ( t r a n s l a t e d from French); I declare open the l 6 4 t h plenary-
meeting of the Committee on Disarmament. 

The Committee continues today i t s consideration of item 5 of i t s agenda; 
"New types of weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n and new systems of such weapons; 
r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons". However, i n accordance with r u l e 30 of the r u l e s of 
procedure, members wishing to make statements on any other subject relevant to 
the work.of the Committee are free to do so. 

In t h i s connection, document С£)/2бО, e n t i t l e d : "Progress report to t^^e 
Committee on Disarmament on the t h i r t e e n t h session of the Ad Hoc Group of 
S c i e n t i f i c Experts to Consider I n t e r n a t i o n a l Co-operative Measures to Detect 
and I d e n t i f y Seismic Events" has been c i r c u l a t e d to you today and i s therefore 
a v a i l a b l e f o r consideration by the Committee. I t i s customary, i n a d d i t i o n to 
the statements members may make on thJ.s r e p o r t , to a l l o i i a c e r t a i n amount of 
time f o r the questions which the members of the Committee may wish to address 
to the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts, Dr. U l f E r i c s s o n of 
Sweden. I therefore intend to i n v i t e him l a t e r dxoring t h i s plenary meeting 
to r e p l y to any questions you may have on the subject of t h i s r e p o r t . 

We s h a l l f i r s t of a l l proceed simply to a consideration of the r e p o r t , which 
w i l l l a t e r be put before the Committee f o r d e c i s i o n . In the meantime, the report 
w i l l be reissued i n order to correct c e r t a i n e r r o r s . This applies i n p a r t i c u l a r 
to iwuragraph 10, which should read as f o l l o w s : 

"10. In order to a s s i s t the Committee on Disarmament i n r e p o r t i n g to the 
second s p e c i a l session on disarmament, the Group prepared the appended 
overview summary of i t s work up to I^iarch 1982". 

I have on my l i s t of speakers f o r today the representatives of Hungary, 
A u s t r a l i a , S r i Lanka, the Soviet Union, I n d i a , the German Democratic Republic, 
Sweden and the United States of America. 

I now give the f l o o r to the f i r s t speaker on my l i s t , the representative of 
Hungary, His Excellency Ambassador Komives. 

Mr. KCTIIVES (Htmgary): At the outset I would l i k e to extend a hearty 
welcome to our new colleagues i n the Committee, my good and o l d f r i e n d 
Ambassador Vejvoda of Czechoslovakia and Ambassador van Dongen of the Netherlands, 
O f f e r i n g them the co-operation.of my delegation, I wish them every success i n 
t h e i r responsible work i n our Committee. 

According to the programme of work f o r the f i r s t part of i t s session the 
Committee on Disarmament i s to discuss t h i s week the question of the p r o h i b i t i o n 
of new types of weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n and new systems of such weapons. 
The Hungarian delegation has f o r long been paying s p e c i a l a t t e n t i o n to t h i s 
subject both i n plenary and informal meetings and i n the Working Group entrusted 
w i t h the task of the p r o h i b i t i o n of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. 
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The steady devotion of my delegation i s motivated, among other t h i n g s , Ъу 
the growing awareness among world p u b l i c opinion that the ongoing s c i e n t i f i c and 
t e c h n o l o g i c a l r e v o l u t i o n and the a c c e l e r a t i n g pace of progress i n various f i e l d s 
of science harbour not only b e n e f i c i a l p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r s o l v i n g the b a s i c 
probleos of nankind, but a l s o — i f n i s u s e d ~ - a grave danger of t r i g g e r i n g a 
q u a l i t a t i v e l y new round i n the arms race, A r e a l i z a t i o n of t h i s danger, and of 
the p r e s s i n g heed t o avoid i t , are c l e a r l y r e f l e c t e d i n the F i n a l Document of 
the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted t o disamament, and i n 
a l l the relevant r e s o l u t i o n s of the United Nations General Assembly on t h i s 
subject. 

The r e a l danger-of the emergence of new weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n cannot 
be denied. The l a t e s t event s u b s t a n t i a t i n g such fears i s the d e c i s i o n on the 
production and deployment of nuclear neutron weapons. Although a number of 
delegations claim t h a t i t i s j u s t another nuclear weapon, a great amount of 
s c i e n t i f i c a l l y supported evidence Kas been compiled i n t h i s Committee as w e l l 
as i n s c i e n t i f i c , m i l i t a r y and other p u b l i c a t i o n s . They a l l prove that while 
being aui updated v e r s i o n of the nuclear weapon, i t i s a l s o a new type of nuclear 
weapon, not only i n t e c h n o l o g i c a l terms but i n i t s p o l i t i c a l and m i l i t a r y 
iüiplications as w e l l . I t i s so especieuly because i t increases the danger of 
an a l l - o u t nuclear war by i n t r o d u c i n g an "easy-to-use" nucleauc vreapon. 

That i s vhy the s o c i a l i s t delegations of t h i s Committee proposed the 
p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear neutron weapons, and submitted a d r a f t convention f o r 
that purpose as e a r l y as 1979• They continue to be steady proponents of such 
e f f o r t s . 

The question of the p r o h i b i t i o n of new types of weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n 
and new systems of such weapons was f i r s t taken up by the u n i t e d Nations 
General Assembly i n 1 9 7 5 , and has been discussed i n t h i s Committee since 1976 
f o l l o w i n g the submission by the delegation of the USSR of a d r a f t agreement on 
the p r o h i b i t i o n of new types of weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n and new systems of 
such weapons and a working paper on the d e f i n i t i o n of new types of weapons of 
mass d e s t r u c t i o n . 

I n 1977 ал expanded d r a f t agreement (CCD/511/Rev,l) was submitted t o t h i s 
Connaittee ana. served.as a basis f o r d i s c u s s i o n on the broad, is s u e of .the 
p r o h i b i t i o n of the development and manufacture of new types of weapons of mass 
d e s t r u c t i o n and new systems of such weapons. A proposal of a procedural nature 
was submitted i n document CCD/564 concerning the establishment of an ad hoc 
group o f q u a l i f i e d governmental experts to consider the question of p o s s i b l e 
areas of the development of new types of weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n . 

The exchanges of views that took place i n the CCD and l a t e r i n 
the CD bet\reen I 5 7 6 and 1982 Bhowad a d i f f a r e n c e of opinion concerning 
the e f f e c t i v e ways of preventing the emergence of new types of weapons of mass 
destruction» My delegation continues to be convinced that a comprehensive 
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approach i s the most e f f e c t i v e way to reach our aim. This implies the conclusion 
of a comprehensive eigreement banning i n a general manner the development and 
manufactuxe of new types of weapons of mass de s t r u c t i o n , accompanied Ъу a l i s t 
of s p e c i f i c typos of weapons t o Ъе p r o h i b i t e d . Such an arrangement could 
provide f o r the conclusion of separate agreements on s p e c i f i c new types of 
weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n . 

I n i t s r e s o l u t i o n 3 6 / 8 9 the General Assembly requests the Committee on 
Disarmament t o . " i n t e n s i f y n e g o t i a t i o n s , with the assistance of q u a l i f i e d 
governmental experts, with a view to preparing a dr a f t comprehensive a^eement 
on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the development and man\ifacture of new types of weapons 
of mass d e s t r u c t i o n and new systems of such weapons, and to d r a f t p o s s i b l e 
agreements on p a x t i c u l a r types of such weapons." 

Parsigraph 3 of the same r e s o l u t i o n c a l l s upon the States pemanent members 
of the S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l , and other m i l i t a r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t States, to make 
deolaxations, i d e n t i c a u i n substance, concerning the r e f u s a l t o create new 
weapons of mass de s t r u c t i o n , as a f i r s t step towards the conclusion of a 
comprehensive agreement. Such de c l a r a t i o n s would be approved subsequently by 
a d e c i s i o n of the S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l , • 

This r e s o l u t i o n gives a p o s s i b i l i t y f o r the Committee t o make e f f o r t s on 
two l i n e s . Working paper C D / 2 6 I prepared by the Hungarian delegation — which 
has been c i r c u l a t e d already by the s e c r e t a r i a t — proposes concrete a c t i o n on 
both l i n e s . I n submitting t h i s working paper the Hungarian delegation s t a r t s 
from the conclusion that no delegation has contested i n substance the r e a l 
n e c e s s i t y of preventing the emergence of nev; weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n . The 
representative of the u n i t e d Kingdom, f o r instance, stated i n 1 9 7 7 : " I need 
hard l y say that the B r i t i s h Government f u l l y supports the aim of preventing the 
development of new weapons of тал s d e s t r u c t i o n . Where there are differences 
between ourselves and others they are i n the choice of means to achieve the 
desired end," (CCD/PV , 7 5 7 ) . 

The working paper submitted by my delegation gives p a r t i c u l a r a t t e n t i o n t o 
the c a l l by the General Assembly contained i n paragraph 3 of r e s o l u t i o n 3 6 / 8 9 • 

Looking back as f a r as 1 9 7 7 oi^e may f i n d c l e a r l y expressed p o s i t i o n s of a s i m i l a r 
nature. The delegation of the United Kingdom i n 1 9 7 7 stated the f o l l o w i n g : 
".,» a more f r u i t f u l approach would be a f i r m condemnation by the world comnunity 
of the development of new weapons of mass de s t r u c t i o n , coupled with a request 
to t h i s Conference t o keep the matter under review. Such a condemnation and 
request t o the CCD m i ^ t u s e f u l l y be embodied i n a r e s o l u t i o n at the next 
General Assembly," 
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That proposal was supported Ъу a пгтЪег of delegations, anong then those of 
I t a l y , the United States and Sweden. 

The delego.ticn of Cojiada, cormionting on the proposal of the United Kingdom, 
stated: " U n t i l something more t a n g i b l e cones i n t o -/iew on -rfhich we сал focus 
i n a p r a c t i c a l way, wo v/ould support the caninon-sonse approach sгlggested r e c e n t l y 
by the United Kingdon delegation, that wt should seek 'a f i r m condennation by the 
ir a r l d conmunity of tho development of П2\,' weapons of nass d e s t r u c t i o n , coupled 
with a request t o t h i s Coriference t o keep tho n a t t e r under revievr' . Л 
United Nations r e s o l u t i o n of that k i n d could go beyond the mere expression of 
a generalized condemnation ef the unknown, and embody a f i r m undertaking by a l l 
p a r t i c i p a t i n g States to be v i g i l a n t i n and outside the CCD against the po s s i b l e 
development of new weapons c f nass destruction."(CCD/FV . 7 6O) 

Analysing the statement r e f e r r e d to above i n the context of the proposed 
c a l l by the G-eneral Assembly t o the States permanent members of the 
S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l , as w e l l as to other m i l i t a r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t States, -my delegation 
i s of the view — as contemplated i n the Hungarian working paper — that the 
Committee on Disamament could take an a c t i v e part i n working out a d r a f t text 
f o r such d e c l a r a t i o n s , i d e n t i c a l i n substance, concerning the r e f u s a l by States 
t o create nev/ types of weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n , as a f i r s t step towards the 
conclusion of Э. comprehensive agrecnent on the subject, w i t h the i d e a that such 
declarations would be approved t h e r e a f t e r by a d e c i s i o n of the S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l . 

I n t h i s statement I would l i k e to mention only a few p r e l i m i n a r y ideas 
which could be talcen up i n the co\irse of the proposed i n f o r t i a l meetings: 

A solemn r o a f f i m a t i o n of the undertaking to adhere t o the relevant 
paragraphs of the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session devoted t o 
disarnament; 

The r e a l i z a t i o n that the development and manxifacture of new types-of weapons 
of nass d e s t r u c t i o n could lead t o a q u a l i t a t i v e l y new round i n the arms 
race, and should therefore be f i m l y condemned by the world community; 

P o s s i b l e o b l i g a t i o n s to be undertaken by those States which are expected 
to make such d e c l a r a t i o n s , i n c l u d i n g the prevention of the development and 
manufacture of new weapons of nass d e s t r u c t i o n by a l l p o s s i b l e n a t i o n a l 
means ; 
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A c a l l to the Conràttee on l i s a m a n e n t to i n t e n s i f y negotiations i n order to 
prevent the emergence of new types of weapons, of r-oass d e s t r u c t i o n j _ i n c l u d i n g 
a statement of the d e t e m i n a t i o n of States to contributo to such negotiations 
i n a constructive way. 

Taking i n t o account the converging p o s i t i o n s on t h i s question, ny delegation 
t h i n k s that i t should not Ъе too d i f f i c u l t f o r the ConnrLtteo to f i n d a ccnnon 
language f o r such declaxations, even i f only i n ci p r e l i m i n a r y form, f o r transmission 
to the United Nations General Asscnoly at i t s thirty-seventh, session, and l a t e r 
to the S e c u r i t y Council, f o r f u r t h e r a c t i o n . 

Tho second part of the working paper suggests a concrete i.'ay in. which the 
Committee could — i n our vie\j- — keep the question under, continuing review. 
The u s e f u l outcome c f l a s t year's i n f e r n a l aeetings gives us an encouraging 
basis f o r proceeding f u r t h e r i n the substantive examination of the issues 
i n v o l v e d , w i t h the assistance of q u a l i f i e d goveinmental experts. I n t h i s 
respect-, delegations and t l i e i r experts could focus t h e i r a t t e n t i o r on d e f i n i n g 
the tasks that an ad hoc group of experts could be entrusted ',/ith, and perhaps 
work out a possible nandate, acceptable to a l l , f o r such a gro-ap. 

I t vrould be a step forward to summarize the proceedings, f i n d i n g s and 
conclusions of the proposed informal nieotings and sxibrit t}ien to the next session , 
of the United Nations General Assenbly. 

Concerning the t i m i n g of the informal meetings, ny delegation believes 
that informal con s u l t a t i o i i s on that subject could be held already t h i s month 
or i n A p r i l . The f i n a l dates f o r h o l d i n g tho i n f o r r i r l meetings could be agreed 
upon i n J u l y , \.'hen the Connittee prepexcs the progra:.mo of irork f o r the second 
part of i t s 1 9 8 2 session. 

Before concluding r.y statement I would l i k e to d^.'ell s h o r t l y upon the 
question of the p r o h i b i t i o n of r a d i o l o g i c a l v.'oa,pons. I'irst I would l i k e to 
express the s a t i s f a c t i o n of my delegat_ jn that the V c r k i i - . Group ch^god v i t h 
t h i s task has been able to s t a r t i t s subst^-uitive work under the dynejric 
chaimiinship of Ambass3,d.or Wegener of the Federal Republic of Germany. My 
delegation shares thw expectations of many others that negotiations on a t r e a t y 
bani-ùng r a d i o l o g i c a l v;eapons v r i l l l oad to substantive progress and that the 
Connittee on Eisarnament v i i l bo able to pr.tsr-:nt a good record on t h i s item to 
the General Assenbly at i t s second s p e c i a l session devoted to disarmai.ient, The 
Hungarian delegatior. v.-ill do i t s best to t h i s end, 

Tho СШЛ311АК-.(йжд.1:з1а1:ой froLi Fr-snch); .1 thcji!' the representative c f 
Hvingary f o r h i s statement. I now give the f l o o r to the reprusontative of 
A u s t r a l i a , His Excellency Ambassador S a d l c i r . 
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l'îr. ааРЬЕШ ( A u s t r a l i a ) : I l r . Chairman, may I b e g i n b y o f f e r i n g you the 
congratulations of my delegation on your assuming the chairmansloip of t h i s Committee 
during the key, c e n t r a l month c f our a c t i v i t y . 

I take occasion a l s o to express on behalf of the A u s t r a l i a n delegation our 
a p p r e c i a t i o n of the dedicated, capable and f r i e n d l y way i n which the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
representative of Iran, Ambassador I l a h a l l a t i , presided over the important openino 
stages of t h i s session. 

I am s T i f f i c i e n t l y new to t h i s Conriittee c l e a r l y t c r e c a l l the s p i r i t of help 
and co-operation w i t h v/liich those around t h i s table received ne anci others among 
us who were s i m i l a r l y new, \7hen f i r s t we joined the Conmittee. In that same s p i r i t 
I welcome our new colleagues Ambassador van longen cf the iietherlands and 
Ambassador Vejvoda of Czechoslovcúcia. 

I turn now to speak on two aspects of item 1 of the Committee's agenda. 

The overview summary annexed to document CD/260 which i s before us on the table 
begins w i t h a sentence that i s self-explanatory: "The Ad Кос Group of S c i e n t i f i c 
Experts to Consider I n t e r n a t i o n a l Co-operative Measures t c Detect and I d e n t i f y 
Seismic Events, so as to f a c i l i t a t e the monitoring of a comprehensive nuclear 
t e s t ban t r e a t y , was established i n 1976 by the then Conference of the Committee 
on Disarmament and has l a t e r been maintained by the Committee on Disarmament". 
A u s t r a l i a has from the v e i y outset and even before i t became a member of the 
Committee on Disarmament, played an a c t i v e r o l e i n that Group, Tlie A u s t r a l i a n 
delegation r e g u l a r l y encourages the Group to continue i t s e x c e l l e n t and important 
work under the d i s t i n g u i s h e d chairmansliip of Dr. E r i c s s o n . I need only r e f e r to 
the most recent A u s t r a l i a n statement on the matter, namely, tha.t of 10 August 19'31 
when the progress report on the t'.relfth session was submitted to the Committee, 

The progress report on the t h i r t e e n t h session, covering v/ork done i n the f i r s t 
two weeks of l l a r c h , i s sulanitted to us today. I t i s a valuable report, valuable 
as much f o r v/hat i t does not sa;5'- as f o r мЪэЛ i t does say. I t has not been possible 
to include I n the report f u l l d e t a i l s of a l l the important achievements of n a t i o n a l 
i n v e s t i g a t i o n s i n recent years. I t i s hard f o r amy group having a r e s t r i c t e d 
mandate to look at a l l the i m p l i c a t i o n s of i t s work or to speculate i n t o the f u t u r e . 
Those are l a r g e l y p o l i t i c a l tasks and therefore tasks f o r t h i s Committee.' 

'JDhere have, i n recent years, been some remarkable t e c h n o l o g i c a l advances of 
d i r e c t a p p l i c a t i o n to the work of the seismic Group. The advances open up man;'-
nexi p o s s i b i l i t i e s . In three areas alone the advances have changed our ideas of 
what i s p o s s i b l e . The areas to \:hich I r e f e r are the d i l a t a i recordina of data 
from seismographs, improvements i n computers and the development of "communications 
s a t e l l i t e s , ouch are the advances that have been made that i t i s probably f a i r to 
say that they have rendered the 1976 mandate somev/hat antique, even a n t e d i l u v i a n 
i n several respects. The mandate says, f o r example, that l e v e l 2 data 
( i . e . information v/hich i s s u b s t a n t i a l l y more d e t a i l ^ than the l e v e l 1 basic 
parameters of detected seismic s i g n a l s and which are provided i n response to 
requests f o r a d d i t i o n a l information) may be delayed f o r 4-6 weeks. I t i s now 
possible aлd, indeed, more convenient, f o r seismic s t a t i o n s to pass on at l e a s t 
some l e v e l 2 data w i t h n e g l i g i b l e delay. In the view of my delegation the Committee 
has an o b l i g a t i o n to talce f u l l advantage of the s t a r t l i n g information r e v o l u t i o n 
that I d e s c r i b e : i f seismic data can be transmitted f o r a n a l y s i s i n l a r g e r q u a n t i t i e s , 
at f a s t e r speeds and v;ith greater b e n e f i t s then t h i s w i l l be of very considerable 
value i n monitoring a comprehensive nuclear test-ban treaty. 
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I mentioned the n a t i o n a l i n v e s t i g a t i o n s c a r r i e d out vmder the auspices of 
the Group. Some of the i n v e s t i g a t i o n c , f o r example those considered by study group 4 , 
deal w i t h the format and procedures f o r exchanging l e v e l 2 data and i l l u s t r a t e the 
p o s s i b i l i t i e s I have j u s t mentioned. Aus'tralia and Japan have had r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
f o r study group 3 which has looked i n t o the p o s s i b i l i t y of exchanging seismic data 
using the World Meteorological Organization's g l o b a l telecommunication system. 
I j o i n Ambassador Okawa v:hc on I 6 March spoke of the r e s u l t s produced i n the 
second experiment with t h i s system: I share, i n p a r t i c u l a r , h i s s a t i s f a c t i o n that 
some 20 coxmtries, i n c l u d i n g f i v e s o c i a l i s t countries, took part. F i n a l l y , I drav/ 
the Committee's a t t e n t i o n to a proposal, put forvrard by A u s t r a l i a and Japan f o r 
study group 3 , and Svreden and the United States f o r study group 5 , to develop the 
experiment with the g l o b a l telecommunication system by exchanging seismic data 
through temporary data centres. The experiment would simulate таду of the f u n c t i o n s 
e n v i s a ^ f o r an eventual f u l l system and would have considerable p r a c t i c a l b e n e f i t 
both f o r the Group and f o r the v o x k of the Committee as a whole. Again i t w i l l be 
important to have good p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n t h i s experiment vihich, I understand, may 
be able to take place as e a r l y as at the end of t h i s year or the beginning of 
next year. 

I have spoken i n some d e t a i l about the work of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c 
Ebcperts, a body which I described i n тау statement of 11 February as a model of 
p a t i e n t industry. Haere i s no doubt that the Group malees a very great c o n t r i b u t i o n 
to our work. I t i s perhaps \mnecessarily hampered by aspects of i t s mandate. 
I have already suggested that i n part that mandate i s out of date. In part, too, 
i t i s ambiguous: whereas ambiguity \7as an asset i n 1976 \ihen agreement on the 
maлdate vjas reached i t i s now, i n our viev/, a d i s t i n c t l i a b i l i t y . I t seems to ne 
that the time has come f o r us to begin remedying the s i t u a t i o n . 

One more substantive r e s t r a i n t on the ra¿müate, should, however, remain. Chango 
i n the c e n t r a l p o l i t i c a l aspect of the mandate of the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts, 
as spelled out i n document CCD/55O, would change the Group's e s s e n t i a l charter 
i n the s e t t i n g up of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operative system. I r e f e r to the 
important sentence i n CCD/558 which reads, "The Group should not, however, assess 
the adequacy of such a system f o r v e r i f y i n g a comprehensive t e s t ban". 

Last week the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of the United States of America 
proposed that a subsidiary body of the Committee on DisaKiament could u s e f u l l y 
discuss and define issues r e l a t i n g to the v e r i f i c a t i o n of, and compliance with an 
agreement on a comprehensive t e s t ban. The proposal f i l l s i n a missing dimension 
i n the work of the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts. The proposal a l s o o f f e r s an 
opportunity to f i l l i n the main gap l e f t i n the work of the t r i l a t e r a l СТБ 
negotiators. We knov; from the report submitted to the Committee on the progress 
of the t r i l a t e r a l n egotiations t}iat the subject of v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance 
i s an important one and one on я/hicli s u b s t a n t i a l work i s s t i l l to- be done. Other 
documents, notably the Secretary-General's report on à comprehensive t e s t ban, 
contained i n doc\mient CD/06, place v e r i f i c a t i o n of a CïD as f i r s t among the "major 
unresolved i s s u e s " . The statement by the Group of 21 embodied i n document CD/I8I 
s i m i l a r l y draws a t t e n t i o n to the i s s u e . 

A u s t r a l i a i s unequivocally committed to the e a r l y n e g o t i a t i o n of a comprehensive 
nuclear t e s t Ьал. Our commitment al s o encompasses whatever might be done to malee 
progress to\rards sucli a ban. That, quite simply, i s why \ie supported the step-by-step 
approach put for\iarrl by Сглааа. I t i s because of oui- commitinent that v̂ e f u l l y 
support the United otates proposal. The proposal enables c\ix Committee to take up 
immediately and f o r the f i r s t time, i n a serious and d e t a i l e d v;ay, issues even more 
c e n t r a l to a comprehensive t e s t ban than those canvassed i n the Canadian proposal. 
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V/e agree w i t h those who hope f o r a dynamic i n the Committee's handling- of t M s 
is s u e , Ve agree \áth those \;ho v;ant to ensure that the ¿'oal of a t r e a t y on a 
comprehensive t e s t Ъал i s not l o s t s i g h t of. 

Ve accept, i n s i m i l a r fashion, the l o g i c of the questions; v e r i f i c a t i o n of 
vihat? Compliance w i t h what? But the ans\;ers to those questions have already been 
given. 'Ihe ans\rers are i m p l i c i t i n vniat I have a.lready had to cay about the main 
gap l e f t by the work of the t r i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t o r s . The answers are even more 
evident i n what many of those around t h i s table have already had to say on the 
question of a comprehensive t e s t ban. I take, f o r instance, two examples. The 
f i r s t i s from the statement that the di s t i n g u i s h e d representative of the Union of 
Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics, Anbassador Issraelysin, made on IQ Pebruary i n t h i s 
Committee on the subject of a nuclear \7eapons t e s t ban. In talking, of the course 
of the t r i l a t e r a l n e g otiations he s a i d : 

" I t can be a i f i i m e d that the greater p a r t of the ггогк of e l a b o r a t i n g 
the t r a a t y was done." 

I t u r n to the second of the tiío examples v/hich give us the ansvier to the 
questions of v e r i f y what? Comply w i t h what? That i s to be found i n the statement 
of the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Palcistan, Ambassador Ilcinsur Ahmad, who s a i d : 

"Of course i t i s s e l f - e v i d e n t tha.t negotiations r e l a t i n g to v e r i f i c a t i o n 
of compliéince v;ith 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 
report of the t r i l a t e r a l ne¿otiationE submitted to the Committee l a s t year 
that a t l e a s t as bet\-reen the tliree n e g o t i a t i n g Pov/ers, an agreement or 
xmderstanding was acliieved on the ссоре of the test-Ьал 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 session 

In short, there i s a s u f f i c i e n t body of est a b l i s h e d doctrine i n the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
commxmity, as shovm by the remarks of oxu: colleagues I have c i t e d , to permit t h i s 
Committee to be reasonably c l e a r on v/ha.t we are aiming to v e r i f y and \ihat v;e want 
to ensure compliance with. Hot a l l the doctrine i s there. I t could not p o s s i b l y 
be there since much of i t was established i n the negotiations betvieen the Soviet Union, 
the United Kingdom and the United btates. A l l the doctrine on the scope and 
d e f i n i t i o n of the t r e a t y cannot be there since that v/as a t r i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n 
and what t h i s Committee i s about i s a m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n . But s-officient 
of the doctrine i s there and, as I mentioned a few minutes ago, shcc.m i n our 
statements to be tl i e r e , to a l l o i ^ anyone s e r i o u s l y concerned to b r i n g about a C'TB, 
to begin i n t h i s Committee, f o r the f i r s t time, serious work on that most c e n t r a l 
of matters. The h i s t o r y of e f f o r t s at disarmament has been too much the h i s t o r y 
of unseen or l o s t o p p o r t u n i t i e s . I urge you a l l , d i s t i n g u i s h e d colleagues, to see 
cind to take w i t h both hands the opport\mity that now e x i s t s , l e s t i t i s no longer 
here tomorrov/. 

The СНАШШ'Г ( t r a n s l a t e d from French); I thanic the representative of A u s t r a l i a 
f o r h i s statement and f o r the Jcind words he addressed to the Chair. I now give 
the f l o o r to the representative of S r i Lardea, His Excellency Ambassador JayaJcoddj'. 
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Mr. JAYAKODDY ( S r i Lanka).; Mr. Chainuan, permit m-i to o f f e r you the 
f e l i c i t a t i o n s of my d,2lesation on your assui"ing the chairmanship of t h i s Committee 
for the month of i-iarch. The admii^ablj v/ay i n which yoa have already conducted the 
work of t h i s Committee during th<.. l a s t two weoka amply j u s t i f i e s the hopes and 
expectations that we held whan you assu-ned tne chairmanship. Ue are confident that 
in the remaining period of your stewardship as Chairman, the Committee w i l l succeed 
even more i n executing i t s onerous tasks, i-iy d elegation, needless to say, stands 
ready to a s s i s t you at a l l tim^s. 

I would also l i k 3 to c;.xpress our appreciation of the dedicated work of the 
previous Chairman, one di s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador m h a l i a t i of Iran i n February, under 
whose guidance the Committee took o f f on a f r u i t f u l cours>i of work. His co n s t r u c t i v e 
guidance proved most e f f e c t i v e m helping us to resolve many iss u e s . I t i s a great 
honour f o r the Committee to have i n i t s widst the d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassadors of the 
Netherlands and Czechoslovakia. ïney "oring to the Committee a wealth of experience, 
s k i l l and knowledge from víhicii v̂ e s h a l l a l l b e n e f i t . 1 welcome them on behalf of 
my delegation and u i s h them a l l success i n t h e i r nev; d u t i e s . 

I would l i k e today to address the Committee on agenda item 1 — the nuclear 
t e s t ban. r-iy delegation has always held the view that the manner i n which the 
Committee handles t h i s question and the issue of the nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disarmament w i l l demonstrate whether i t i s discharging i t s unique r o l e and heavy 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y i n matters r e l ^ i t i n g to n u c l j a r disarmament. To the extent that the 
Committee remains ineffecti»̂ -¿ on item 1, i t f a i l s short of the aims and expectations 
of the member States of t h ^ United Nations. To the extent that i t confines i t s e l f 
to debate and dialogue alone on item 1, the Committee i s not c a r r y i n g out i t s 
r o l e and r e s p o n s i b i l i t y as envisaged v;hen i t carae i n t o being. 

The long period of stalemate over a CTBÏ could give r i s e to a f e e l i n g that 
some of thos>i who carry the primary r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r nuclear disarmament i n t e r p r e t 
t h i s to mean that negotiations on nuclear disarmament i s the exclusive r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
of nuclear-Wiapon Powers alone. We must not allow t i i i s to happen. My delegation, 
l i k e many other delegations i n t h i s Coramittet:, has voiced appeals and requests f o r 
the s e t t i n g up of an ad hoc working group on a CTuT on many occasions. Up to 
11 i'larch, the response that we received from two of the nuclear-weapon Powers had 
been negative. Ue have Kspt v o i c i n g our views not merely f o r the sake of the record, 
but because we f e l t that i t was necessary to repeat and restate our point of view 
so that some movement would take place. I t now seems that our voices, i n d i v i d u a l l y 
and i n groups, have had some hc:aring. I t i s a welcome development. 

My delegation wisnes to record i t s thanks to the represtíntative of the 
United States, d i s t i n g u i s h e d ¿tóibassador F i e l d s , f o r the statement he made on 
11 March on nuclear i s s u e s , i n c l u d i n g a CÏBT. This stateratnt, i n our view, r e f l e c t s 
the desire of the United States to widen i t s co-operation i n the Committee and i s , 
of course, welcomed by us. At the same time, l e t me extend our appreciation to 
dist i n g u i s h e d Ai^bassador Summerhayes, too, who conveyed the support of h i s delegation 
for the proposal contained i n the United States delegation's statement. 

Distinguished Ainbassador F i e l d s , i n the penultimate paragraph of hi s statement 
of 11 March, demonstrating consumrûate nego t i a t i n g s k i l l , t o l d us so much and yet 
so l i t t l e . Ife were glad to hear that the United States was responding to our many 
appeals. But my.delegation has been l e f t with many doubts and questions r e l a t i n g to 
what i s r e a l l y intended. I s h a l l therefore, r a i s e a few questions through you, 
Mr. Chairman, i n the hope that before long answers w i l l be a v a i l a b l e . 
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F i r s t l y , the word "negotiations" does not appear i n the c r u c i a l penultimate 
paragraph of the United States statement. I t i s s i g n i f i c a n t l y l e f t out, because i n 
the paragraphs that preceded i t , negotiations have been ruled out. We are, therefore, 
offered ?. threshold of ?.ction, a procedure that i s f a r below tho l e v i l of ne)?oti?tion. 
'Ле are also t o l d i n the statement that the t i n e i s not p r o p i t i o u s f o r ncj-jotiations. 
But what i s l e f t unsaid i s whit conditions could .r.ake tne time p r o p i t i o u s . On the 
one hand, f o r three years, when зола of us i n t h i s Cooiinittee kept p o i n t i n g out that 
the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations uar.i s t - . l l ^ d , and no b i l a t e i - a l n egotiations were i n 
progress, v;e w^re t o l d that the t i n e vias not p r o p i t i o u s f o r CTBT negoti-.tions. V/e 
a l l Wvilcome the ongoing b i i a t d r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s , but once again we are t o l d that the 
time i s not p r o p i t i o u s f o r CT3T n t i g o t i i t i o n s . Tnis Ci''eates a serious concern i n our 
mind, u'hen w i l l ue be t o l o that the p r o p i t i o u s time has dawned and, from whom w i l l 
we hear i t ? Further, what w i l l i n f l u e n c e the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of a p r o p i t i o u s tiras? 
A l l aspects of t h i s question зесл to be out of tho hands of the Committee. No amount 
of shared concern and shared i n t e r e s t seem to a s s i s t i n bringing c l o s e r mutual 
agreement on a p r o p i t i o u s tiTie f o r negotiations on a CTBÏ. On the other hand, the 
General Assembly and M i l l i o n s around the world f e e l that the p r o p i t i o u s time had 
mrrived many years ago and that t h i s session of the Committee i s a l s o a p r o p i t i o u s 
time f o r negotiations to commence. 

Secondly, i n the United States statement i t i s proposed that a s u b s i d i a r y body 
be set up on agenda item 1 . Are the words ''subsidiary body" code vjords f o r m 
ad hoc v/orking group, or i s there any o t h j r i n t e n t i o n ? I t would be h e l p f u l i f t h i s 
could oe c l a r i f i e d . 

T h i r d l y , the United States proposal suggests that the s u b s i d i a r y body discuss 
and definí issues r e l a t i n g to v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance. I t i s evident at once 
that tne ambit of work suggested i s a l i m i t e d one — only to discuss and define but 
not to negotiate. Discussion and d e f i n i t i o n are e s s e n t i a l requirements but l i k e 
p a i n t i n i i the sky they can be endless and seamless, and where one w i l l got to i s 
t o t a l l y u n c e r t a i n , i t can oecome an e::tremcly i n t e r e s t i n g , academic ex e r c i s e , 
shedding a l o t of l i g h t on the tv/in proble¡r.s of / e r i f i c - t i o n and compliance. But 
to wh=it w i l l the exercise bo anchored and to whr-.t w i l l i t be d i r e c t e d ? 

V e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance i r e complex, e s s e n t i a l , v i t a l elements of any future 
CÏBT. They can be most e f f e c t i v e l y discussed and examined, not i n a vacuum but 
i n r e l a t i o n to a proposed t r e a t y , agree:aent or other such instrument. A t e c h n i c a l 
examination of v e r i f i c a t i o n and co.npli n c i alono cannot produce a p o l i t i c a l docum^jnt. 
Any CT3T has to be a p o l i t i c a l document i f i t i s to jtain tho favour and win the 
approval of member S t i t e s . out i n tha United States proposal v;e can f i n d no p r o v i s i o n 
that v i i l l a s s i s t i n g i v i n g the proposed discussions th.-; dimension and q u a l i t y needed 
to formulate a p o l i t i c a l document. 

Fourthly, uhat future p j r s p e c t i v s does tho United States proposal o f f e r on 
nerçotiatinî  a CTBT? Tho United States proposal suggests a s t a r t i n g point f o r 
d i s c u s s i o n s . But i t i s s i l e n t on how things could or should evolve. \h agree that 
work on n e g o t i a t i n g a CTBT cannot have a pre-planned chart or pocket guide that w i l l 
set out each future step. But the l e n s t that we need i s to have some idea of a 
process which w i l l be followed and which would lead to future stages of n e g o t i a t i o n 
on a CTBT. 

The United States proposal i s s i l e n t on t h i s aspect. Further, i t has no coraiient 
to o f f e r on iiow d i s c u s s i o n on v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance el'jments can be l i n k e d to 
other elsments of a CTBT, i n the f u t u r e . i>ty delegation would l i k e to see even f a i n t 
o u t l i n e s of the future process that can be expected. I f s t a r t on process that 
o f f e r s no perspective, there i s a danger of g e t t i n g stranded i t the s t a r t i n g point 
i t s e l f , or g e t t i n g l o s t through numerous deviation'^. 
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F i f t h l y , what i s the response of .this Committee to nearly 3 0 years of ardent, 
u n i v e r s a l clamour f o r a CTBT? On the eve of the second s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, we should be t r y i n g to formulate an adequate 
and meaningful response. On the other hand, i f we adopt the United States proposal 
made on 11 March i n the way i t was s p e l t out, we would be f a l l i n g f a r below the 
expectations of m i l l i o n s . In e f f e c t , we w i l l be announcing that t h i s Committee, i n 
the l a s t weeks of t h i s session, was able to achieve t h i s very l i m i t e d step alone on a 
CT3T. The Committee's task, i n the view of ray delegation, i s much wider and deeper 
than t h a t . We need to search .harder f o r a more comprehensive, more acceptable s o l u t i o n . 

fly delegation holds the view that every c o n s t r u c t i v e i n i t i a t i v e must be met by a 
co n s t r u c t i v e response. I have therefore t r i e d to respond c o n s t r u c t i v e l y by asking 
f o r greater elaboration and c l a r i f i c a t i o n through you, îîr. Chairman, from the 
United States delegation. I am confident t h i s w i l l be given to us before long, e i t h e r 
i n plenary or elsewhere. I f the United States proposal i s to be considered with a l l 
the a t t e n t i o n i t deserves, i t i s necessary f o r i t to be s p e l t out more e l a b o r a t e l y . 
My delegation would l i k e to know i n s p e c i f i c terms what i s envisaged.. 

y 
Ue have before t h i s Committee several i n i t i a t i v e s on agenda item 1 . The 

Group of 21 proposals are contained i n document CD/lOl. These o f f e r a comprehensive 
basis f o r w r i t i n g an e f f e c t i v e mandate f o r an ad hoc working group on item 1 of 
our agenda. There are other proposals; fror.i the s o c i a l i s t countries and from the 
Canadian delegation. Our f a i l u r e up to now to reach consensus, stems from our 
i n a b i l i t y to work out co-operative approaches which are. e s s e n t i a l i f v;e are to 
succeed. iMr. Chairman, you are holding consultations i n earnest to help the 
Committee a r r i v e at a consensus. Щ delegation's hope i s that through these 
c o n s u l t a t i o n s a tray out can be developed. We wish you success i n your e f f o r t s . 

A new opportunity has offered i t s e l f to t h i s Committee and i t should not be 
beyond us to work out an acceptable s o l u t i o n , a s o l u t i o n that caters to the deeply 
held wishes of a l l delegations. The united States delegation and the united Kingdom 
delegation have a s p e c i a l r o l e to play here. Ue f e e l that they- have made the f i r s t 
c r acks i n the freeze that e x i s t e d f o r so long i n t h i s Cominittee. I t i s very much i n 
t h e i r hands now to widen the cracks and hexp t r i g g e r a l a s t i n g spring-thaw on 
item 1 of our agenda. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French) : I thank the representative of S r i Lanka 
f o r h i s statement and f o r the kind words he addressed to the Chair. I now give the 
f l o o r to the representative of the Soviet Union, His Excellency Ambassador Issraelyan. 

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Ilepublics) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Russian): 
Allow me f i r s t of a l l to welcome the new representatives i n the Cominittee on 
Disarmament: our f r i e n d , Ambassador Milos Vejvoda of Czechoslovaki.-i, who i s w e l l 
known to a l l of us f o r h i s great competence i n matters of disarmanicnt. I believe 
that h i s p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the viork of the Committee w i l l be u s e f u l to us a l l . I 
should a l s o l i k e to welcome the now representative of the Netherlands, 
Aitibassador van Dongen. 

I should l i k e today to make some comments on a number of items on the agenda 
of the Committee on Disarmanent. I s h a l l begin with item Y of the agenda. 

This year mankind w i l l observe the t w e n t y - f i f t h anniversary of the beginning 
of the conquest of space, which i s one of the greatest achievements of science and 
technology i n our century. The progress i n t h i s area achieved today cannot be 
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separated from general progress on our planet. The use of outer space i n connection 
h communications, ..leteorology, n a y ^ i g - t i o n , the study of the earth's n a t u r a l 

resources and f o r other purposes i s of th • greatest value to mankind. 

Unfortunately i t has to ba adraitted that outer space i s becoming not nierely art 
a.'ea f o r the peaceful e f f o r t s of d i f f e r e n t countries through i t s - e x p l o r a t i o n and use, 
"j^ a l s o the arena of an evai'-grovying u i i l i t a r y confrontation.- ' 

ñ'eflecting tne concern of the world comnunity i n connection with the danger 
'.;h:ch the m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer sp-ice r4^pre3snt3 f o r the whol i of mankind, the 
•J, •'•-en Mations General Assembly at i t s t a i r t y - s i x t h session adopted a r e s o l u t i o n 
r.;]iin2 f o r the conclusion of an appropriate i n t e r n a t i o n a l t r e a t y to prevent the 

ension of the arms race to outer space and requesting the Committee on Disarmament 
to i n r t i a t s negotiations with a vievj to agreement on the t e x t of such t r e a t y . 

The outer space problem occupies a s p e c i a l place i n the spectrum of disarmament 
i . 'T.u^a. './hat i s most important here i s the prevention of a new and even more 
dan.iorous s p i r a l l i n g of the arras race i n another sphere of v i t a l i n t e r e s t to the whole 

mankind. In t h i s connection the implementation of the numerous p r o j e c t s which have 
4:/ncared i n recent years for the c r e a t i o n of a whole s e r i e s of space weapons designed 
'-o carry out s t r i k e s on targets i n outer space, i n the atmosphere and on the surface 

T h e earth would be e s p e c i a l l y dangerous. Among them the most threatening are the 
pr /jects the implementation of which might upset the s t r a t e g i c balance that e x i s t s i n 
' h i world arid thus increase tho danger of the outbrea!: of a nuclear war. Foremost of 
Miece are the plans f o r the deployment i n outer space of a n t i - m i s s i l e systems, based, 

^ a r t i c u l a r , on the use of the l a t e s t s c i e n t i f i c and t e c h n i c a l advances i n the f i e l d 
jj. l a s e r vand a c c e l e r a t i n g technology. In the opinion of an a u t h o r i t a t i v e committee of 
the American Senate, the deployment of l a s e r and s o - c a l l e d "particle-beam" weapons 
•n outer space w i l l provide "the unique p o t e n t i a l f o r changing the s t r a t e g i c balance 
;;3tween the United States and the Soviet Union". 

No l e s s dangerous are the plans f o r the c r e a t i o n of multiple-use manned spacecraft, 
. -.pable a l s o of t a r r y i n g out purely m i l i c u r y tasks such as the p l a c i n g i n o r b i t of 
reconaissance, communication, navigation and other s a t e l l i t e s f o r m i l i t a r y purposes, 
and a l s o the t e s t i n g of new types of outer space weapons and the i n s p e c t i o n and 
d e s t r u c t i o n of s a t e l l i t e s . 

I t v;ould be a dangerous e r r o r , diátinguishud colleagues, to suppose that i f 
.eapons make t h e i r appearance i n outer space, then tno l a t t e r w i l l be tho sole f i r i n g 
g.'ound and " b a t t l e f i e l d " , i n the s p i r i t of science f i c t i o n . 

Tha e s s e n t i a l l y "earth-' cbaractar of th:; outer spac2 armaments under development 
ЗГ-: evident. This v/ould s t i l l f u r t n e r increase the danger of a nuclear c o n f l i c t , " with . 
a l l i t s f r i g h t f u l consequences f o r the whole of mankind, p a r t i c u l a r l y as m i l i t a r y 
' •'?.ce programmes are accorapanied by the promulgation of doctrines and conceptsnroclairaing 

•- a d m i s s i b i l i t y and a c c e p t a b i l i t y of nuclear war,.the p e r m i s s i b i l i t y of the- use of 
-luclcar weapons. 

There i s another aspect to t h i s matter. I t i s d i f f i c u l t to imagine how much i t 
v..'uld cost to create even a small p o t e n t i a l f o r the conduct of m i l i t a r y operations i n 

area of space close to the e a r t h . According to the estimates of experts, the cost 
f launching a weapons system i n t o o r b i t i s several times greater than the cost of 
ioploying i t on the earth's surface. And a l l t h i s i s taking place when, over a 
•o.isiderable part of our planet, people lack the barest e s s e n t i a l s f o r a normal 
•¡•íristence. 
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Then, why do some c i r c l e s need a new s p i r a l of the arms race i n outer space? 

The Ai-.ierican magazine Business VJeek gives the f o l l o w i n g answer to t h i s question: 
"Whoever manages to seize c o n t r o l of outer space — the main arena f o r future v;ars — 
w i l l be able d e c i s i v e l y to change the balance of power and t h i s w i l l mean the 
establishment of world suproMacy". 

The Soviet Union has constantly opposed the conversion of outer space i n t o an 
arena for tho arms race, and i t continues to do so. On l 3 A p r i l 1 5 S I , 
President Leonid Brezhnev st a t e d : " L j t the boundless ocean of space be u n s u l l i e d and 
f r j e from weapons of any kind. Ue wish by j o i n t e f f o r t s to achieve a great and humane 
goal •— the prevention of the m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer space". 

At the t h i r t y - s i x t h session of the United nations General Assembly, the 
Soviet Union made a proposal nim;:!d at preventing tho extension of the arms race to 
outer space and the conversion of outer space i n t o a source of aggravation of the 
r e l a t i o n s between States. To that end i t urged the conclusion of a treaty on the 
p r o h i b i t i o n of the s t a t i o n i n g of weapons of any kind i n outer space. We propose that 
States undertake not to p l a c j i n o r b i t around the earth objects c a r r y i n g weapons of 
any k i n d , not to i n s t a l l such weapons on tho c e l e s t i a l bodies and not to deploy them 
i n any other manner, i n c l u d i n g on reusable manned opaco v e h i c l e s of an e x i s t i n g type 
or of other typos vrtiich may ÛO developed i n the f u t u r e . 

The d r a f t t r e a t y nlso d^als with the question of the p r o h i b i t i o n of a n t i -
s a t e l l i t e systems, th.. s o l u t i o n of '.ihich i s urged by a number of States. A r t i c l e 3 of 
the d r a f t t r e a t y propos.-d by the So/let Lhion contains an undertaking not to destroy, 
damage, d i s t u r b the nor;.ial functioning of or chang.:; the f l i g h t t r a j e c t o r y of space 
objects of other States p a r t i e s to tno t r e a t y , i f these objects were placed i n o r b i t 
i n s t r i c t accordance with the provisions of che t r e a t y . 

V/e propose tho i n i t i . : t i o n of negotiations on t h i s matter i n the Committee v/ithout 
delay and the establishment of an ad hoc working group to t h i s end. \Je would not 
object i f the aandate of the working group were to include also the recommendations i n 
r e s o l u t i o n 35/97 С of the General Assembly with i^oopoct to negotiations on the 
p r o h i b i t i o n of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems. At the samo time wo believe that the Committee's 
main aim should be to solve th ̂  problem of tho e l i m i n a t i o n of tho arms race i n outer 
space as a whole, and thoroforo tho question of a n t i - s i t e l l i t e systems should, of 
course, bo discussed i n the contoxt of othûr moasuros aimed at achieving t h i s g o a l . 

As the Committea on Disarmament i s t h i s week considering the item on new types 
and systems Oi weapons of mas: dectruction^ as '.'oll as r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, we would 
also l i k e to toucn b r i e f l y upon t h i s question. 

With respect to r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, we would l i k e f i r s t of a l l to r e c a l l that 
the basic elements of a d r a f t t r e a t y on tho 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 have 
been under discussion i n tho Commit ceo f o r about three years already, which were 
preceued üy tv/o years of b i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s . Is that not, gentlemen, too much time 
to have spent on the elaboration of a document on the p r o h i b i t i o n of a non-existent 
type of v;eapon? Of course, v/o do not i n s i s t that the d r a f t should bo ready by the 
beginning of the second s p e c i a l session on disarmament at any p r i c a , so to speak. But 
i t seems to us that the p o s i t i o n s of the p a r t i c i p a n t s i n the negotiations have so 
c r y s t a l l i z e d that the t i m i has como to f i n d s o l u t i o n s . 

understand very vio l l tho i n t e r e s t shown by a number of delegations i n the 
problem of tho prevention of attacks on c i v i l i a n nuclc.ir f a c i l i t i e s and we are not 
against th'j elaboration of appropriate i n t e r n a t i o n a l measures. I f wo can reach an 
understanding that such elaboration w i l l oe conducted outside the framcvjork of the 
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njçotiations on rnuiolo¿ic:il woapons, then wc are prepared to r-ueic T p p r o p r i a t e forms of 
arrangement to assure tne i n t e r e s t e d States that t h e i r proposals v / i l l bo the subject o f 
sorious n e g o t i a t i o n s . At the same t . - . e v/e would liî<j to declare again that t h i s problem 
h?.s nothing to do with r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. I t i s an indep-^ndcnt problem and a very 
conplicatod onj, i n c l u d i n g numerous t o c i i n i c a l , r s i l i t a r y , l ^ i . i a l and humanitarian aspects. 
Th.- proposal f o r the clnóorntion of provisionn envisaging a comiaitment not to attack 
c i v i l i a n nuclear faciliticî.? i s regarded s e r i o u s l y by our d j l e g a t i o n and that i s why 
v;3 ju -L ievo that i t Murits scrioua d i s c u s s i o n . 

As roga . 'dG the pro 'ole.:! o f t.10 p r o h i o i t i o n of ne.' types and systems of weapons of 
r:nss (i.;struction as a i-;hole, the ba^ic approach of t h o Soviet Union to t h i s matter i s 
\/eH k n o w n , a n d \ie w o u l d not w i s h t o repeat i t . This problo.i h a s been on t h _ agenda 
of /arious i n t e r n a t i o n a l bodies f o r a nunoer of yoai's now, .md the General Assembly has 
j-dcpted a nu..ibjr o f r e s o l u t i o n s on i t . I t з,,.лз t h i t i i o b o d y denies the r e a l dan.jer of 
t h e p o s s i o i l i t y t h a t t':\^ l a t . 2 s t achievements of science could be us._d f o r the cr e a t i o n 
o f P.-ÍÍ; typo . ' i o f wt-apons o f 1 is.-, d e s t r u c t i o n i f t h i 3 i s not prevented i n time, 
unfortunately the M a i n tnj.n¿; ••• the r e i d i n e s s of a пшаЬег of the leading m i l i t a r y 
ocat(-s ¿0 jolve t h i s problo.i —- i s lacicinr;. As a r e s u l t , the years z o by without any 
r o ;1 progress bein;; ;iade. '.к-; therefore consider i t a t i u e l y and p o s i t i v e development 
b h a t at i t s l a s t rj'jssion th-. United ;Ni4tions General Assembly adopted a r..solution (56/89) 
c a l l i n g upon une States permanent M e m b e r s of t h i Security Council and al s o other 
M i l i t a r i l y -significant States to ma'ie d e c l a r a t i o n s , i d e n t i c a l i n substance, concerning 
t . i ; r e f u s a l to create new types of wj.apons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n and new systems of such 
Weapon::;, as a f i r s t step tóv.'ards t h j conclusion o f a coi.iprehensive agreement on chis 
subject. As i j c l ^лг f r e n t h o r e s o l u t i o n , such àv,claratioii3 would bo approved t h e r e a f t e r 
oy .1 d e c i s i o n of th.-: Security C o u i i c i l . 

b u c h an approach, i n our /iew, would ^^ermit the placin.'i of a f i r s t o b s t a cle, of 
b o t h i.ioral and p o l i t i c a l value, i n the way of the eniergcnce of neW weapons of mass 
de s t r u c t i o n . At t t i o sa..ie time i t does not envisage thî imnediato conclusion of a 
f c r . i i l compreh-^nsive a.greement, the a d v i s a b i l i t y of which i s quoitioned by some States. 
These States, i n c i d e n t a l l y , h a v e i n the past submitted proposals whereby the s o l u t i o n 
o f t h i s problem would be .•sought i n the f l i - s t in^tanci. through the strong condemnation 
by t h e \/orld coinmunity of tho cr e a t i o n of naw types of './oapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n . VJe 
n a v e i n . i i ind i n p a r t i c u l a r t h o united Kitigdo.'i proposal of 2o J u l y 1 ? 7 7 , to wliich 
."iTiibassador Komivcs has already r o f o r r e ( ' . i n d e t a i l today. Taking t h i s i n t o account, 
I t would be usefu l i f t h e Comiiiitteo on Dicarnanent, i n which a l l tho m i l i t a r i l y 
üj ? n i f i c a n t '."ouers are ropi'osentod, could discuss oossiblo v;ays of iraplcnenting tho 
.-'.троаТ of tac - General Аззо;чЫу to uiiich I r e f e r r e d . For our part wc are ready at any 
ti.nc; to enter i n t o contact on t h i s question w i t h a l l Uv,legations concerned. 

\.'e l i s t o o e d with great i n t e r e s t to the commonto of I'linbar.t-.ador Komivos at today's 
meeting and wo consider t h a t t h e y a r e i n completo accord with the F i n a l Document of tho 
l'ir.'ît s p t i C i a l Go.jsion of Che United iJation'i General Assombly devoted to disarmament and 
w i t h other decisions of t n c Gonor.il fu-sembly. './e support h i s proposals f o r c e r t a i n 
or;;anizational measures, i n p a r t i c u l a r h i s suggestion i*or t h e holding of informal 
c o n s u l t a t i o n s i n th-: v e r y n e a r f u t u r e . 

jjy './ay of conclusion to r-j .gt^to^ient rmJ a n a p p e a l to the Committee to take 
concrete and p o e i t i v o ; 4 C t l o n j towards t h o p r o h i b i t i o n of now typoü and sysce.MS of 
w.a;>ons of mabs d e s t r u c t i o n , Ï ühoulri l i k e t o re.'jort to pla:iiariom a n d end with the 
word.': o f t h e Ai.ib ' 3sador of .'.uutrlia, a p p l y i n - t he . . i , of course, to the question of the 
•.•rohibition c f П'-^и Ьу'у.з and nyüto.Ti..-. of w.apon.s of mass do:.oruction: "The h i s t o r y of 
- f r o r t i j at di3arr:iaiiient h a s been too much t h o h i s t o r y of unseen or l o s t o p p o r t u n i t i e j . 
Í u r g e y o u a l l , diatin'juLsn. d coll^-a'^ues, to see anr. to t a ice with both hands the 
opportunity t h a t now -;:.'.sts, l o s t i t i s no longer hero tomorrow." 

The.çn_/y:%i-jj (tra.nslated_from .French) : £ thank thv. representative of the Soviet 
biiion f o r h i s statement. I now g i .'e t h o f l o o r to t h e roprooontativo of India, Mis 
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l'îr. УЕЖА.ТЕ517АБАИ ( i n d i a ) : lír. Chairman, the a r t of modem diplomacy owes a 
great deal to i t s I t a l i a n o r i g i n s . The t r a d i t i o n of s t a t e c r a f t and -̂ îiplomacy -'"-hat 
you represent has already become mэлifest i n the short period that you have been 
w i t h us. I'lay I , on behalf of the Indiai- d;. 1 сGf-tj.cn, o f f e r ycu cur warm 
congratulations on j'-our assumption of tho Chairmanship of t h i s Committee f o r the 
month of riarch, and pledge to j'-ou the f u l l support and co-operation of my delegation 
i n the discharge of your d u t i e s . 

At the same time I -i/ould l i k e to extend a wa.rm welcome to cur ne-ir colleagues 
i n the Committee from the Netherlfjids and Czechoslovakia whose c o n t r i b u t i o n to our 
work my delegation looks forv/ard to v/ith pleasant a j i t i c i p a t i c n . 

I vrould also l i l c e to extand to A.mbaEsador l- i a h a l l a t i nf Iran the sincere 
a p p r e c i a t i o n of my delegation f o r the competent and considerate manner i n which he 
guided the Committee's \;ork during the opening month of February. 

In accordance with r u l e 30 of our r u l e s of procedure, I vrould l i k e to devote 
my statement today to items 1 and 2 of our agenda, r e l a t i n g r e s p e c t i v e l y to a 
nucleaj: t e s t ban aлd nuclear disarmament. 

For the past tvro decades and more, the conclusion of a t r e a t y p r o h i b i t i n g 
the t e s t i n g of nuclear weapons has been accorded the highest p r i o r i t y by the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l commimity. In 1 9 7 8 , the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the United Nations 
General Assembly devoted to disarmajnent reaffirmed once again the highest p r i o r i t y 
and utmost urgency attached to the conclusion of a comprehensive t e s t ban t r e a t y . 
For the same reason, the very f i r s t item on tho Committee's a.genda i s e n t i t l e d 
"Nuclear t e s t ban". 

However, i n the past two and a h a l f years, t h i s Ccrnm-ittee has had to vritness 
the i n c r e d i b l e s i t u a t i o n of m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on t h i s item, of the highest 
p r i o r i t y being prevented on one pretext or another. At f i r s t -.:e т;еге t o l d that 
m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations i n the Comnitter on Disarmament ccnceming a nuclear t e s t 
ban m i ^ t have an adverse impact on tiie t r i l a t e r a l r c g o t i a t i o n s bet^/reen the 
United States, the United Kingdom and the USSR i;hich had been i n progress since 1 9 7 7 . 
Ко attempt was made to e x p l a i n to us a.£ to ho\r and \rhy the mere f a c t of t h i s 
Committee imdertalcing negotiations on a comprehensive t e s t ban t r e a t y would, i n f a c t , 
have a negative impact on these r e s t r i c t e d n e g o t i a t i o n s . Hov, c f course, even t h i s 
argument cannot be used since, as a l l are a^'are, the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations have 
been suspended over the past year and a h a l f . And there are no signs that tliey w i l l 
be resumed i n the foreseea.ble f u t u r e , oven though one of the three p?,rties has 
repeatedly declared t i i a t i t i s v ; i l l i n g to do so. 

I n any event, no one i n t h i s Committee has argued that negotiations on nuclear 
issues should not be hold among nuclear-^ieapon States. There i s nothing to prevent 
such negotiations from talcing place. In f a c t , OUT concern p r e c i s e l y i s that such 
negotiations are no longer t a k i n g place, except on a very l i m i t e d range of i s s u e s , 
invol\'-ing intermediate nuclear forces i n Europe. 

I n h i s statement of 9 í'ebruai?; 19^-2, the D i r e c t o r of the United States 
Arms Cont r o l and Disarmament Agency, I l r . Lugene Rostow,-challenged the very concept 
of a nuclear t e s t ban as эл item of tlie highest p r i o r i t y . He put for\iard an 
e n t i r e l y ne\.' and alarming argument against the conclusion of a comprehensive t e s t ban 
t r e a t y . KG argued that " i n the siany discussions of t h i s problem here, the ultimate 
d e s i r a b i l i t y of a t e s t ban has not been at l:;üue, but unanimity has been l a c k i n g on 
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questions c f approach and timing". V/c are not avrare of any differences, c f opinion 
concerning the'approach to and t i n i n g c f a t e s t ban t r e a t y . The u n i A ' e r s a l l y 
aclQT^owledged objective of such a t r e a t y wculd be tl..e ,^п9га1 and complete cessation 
cf the t e s t i n g of a l l nuclear \'eapons oy a l l otates xoi" a l l time to come. I t i i a s 
also been u n i v e r s a l l y accepted that such a tect-ban t r e a t y should be conclud(!>d a s 
e a r l y a s p o s s i b l e . 

Mr. Rostov; vent o n t c l i n l : the quastion c f a te s t ban t c the s o - c a l l e d " a b i l i t y 
of the- \.'estern nations tc r i a m t a i n cro'-JiLle deterrent f o r c e s " and stated t}-.at 
"Imu-tation on t e s t i n g must n e c e s s a r i l y be concidered -w-ithii'i the bread range of 
nu-;leai- i s s u e r " , Wliat la:. Roctow has done at one ôtrolco i s to neg^.tn- the highest 
p r i o r i t y that tho m-terri^-.tirnal о'-т-;. г.: t ;/ , i r . : l - . i : " l " " : t l ' o Initr.d '^tate'--, l i a s 
c o n s i s t e n t l j ' accorded to the conclusion of a test-ban t r e a t y cince the e a r l y 1950з. 
At p. subsequent infcrü̂ al meeting o f t h i r Corân.itt<̂ o, thn United States delegation 
cvon vent s o f a r a s i.c r.u¿,-gcot that a nuclear t e s t •':;an ccv.ld only be considered 
a f t e r s u b s t a n t i a l reductions i n e x i s t i n g c t o o l i p i l e s of nuclear л-feapons r&à Ь С Р П 
acjiicved. 

For nea.rly a qusjrter of a centurj"-, souo nuclcar-i.'eapon States i n c l u d i n g the 
United 3ta.tes and the United ICingdon have repeatedly denied that tl;cy lacle p o l i t i c a l 
• • ' i l l to a£|rce upon the cesciation of th'-- t e s t i n g of iracloar we-spons. Teclmical 
problems r e l a t i n g to v - j r i f i c a t i o n have been put fon'ard as the sole obstacle to 
progress i n ne g o t i a t i o n s , not lack c f politic-:..! nor the f a i l u r e to raco£TiizG 
the highest p r i o r i t y attached to t h i s item r\ tho e-ntire i n t e r n a L i o n a l community. 
And yet one nuclear-\.'-eapon State stoc no inconsistency or, i n d - j c d , i n c o n g r u i t y .in 
announcing to thir. Committee th?.t i t no longer believe.- that l u i d A r present 
circumstances a comprehensivo t e c t ban could be accorded pre-eminent p r i o r i t y ?jnd 
that i n i t s vie:.-, i t .should be dealt '.'ith a long-terni o b j e c t i v e and as part of a 
vi i c l e range c f nuclear i s c u c c , '.ñiL\± i n f a c t i s being imp l ÍF , d i s that a complete 
nesr'.aticn of the t e s t i n g o.f nuclc-;ar -.-e.?,pons :.'culd only be p o s c i b l e \dien the complete 
elimina.tion of nuclear veapons:; has beer achieved. 

"Je do not que-stion tho r i g ' ! : o f any S t a t ; to rovio''.- i t s p c e i t i o n on any of the 
items of the disarmament agenda. However, l e t i t э-lsc be olea.rly understood tl i a t 
C U C A L arbitrarj.- overturning of ostablifihed p r i o v i t i e s doe.? l i t t l e to eiüiance the 
c r e d i b i l i t j ' - of the commitments made by tho States concerned, to achieving nuclear 
àisarr.Tajnent or i n f a c t any other- disarnamert oV.,iectivo. Не.- can we any longer liave 
confidence nov/ tliat the nuclear-\reapon States conc,>nied are i n f a c t conaiitted to 
ach i e v i n g nuclear disarmament? lie-.' o-r-n '..'e be c e r t a i n thp.t e. fevr years from noi; те 
s h a l l not hear the argiuaert that 'luclear di.ç.amament i s r-o longc-;r a p r i o r i t y item s.nd 
ti i a t some e n t i r e l y new v^.&X'Cn system i i i t h e r t o -.mhea-rd of ohould bs dismantled on a 
s t i l l higher p r i o r i t y btusis? Ыо\/ can ve bo sure that i n the very near i u t u r e , one 
of the States possessing chemical ^••г•aponíL; ^ . ' i l l net turn агстаа and announce tc the 
Committee that a bpji on chemici^l ̂ reapono cannot Ьэ pursued аз i t might a f f e c t the 
s t a b i l i t y of the milit ? . r y balance or that the development of chemical -..'eapons i s 
e;3Sf-;ntit;.l to i t f o r the riaintcnancs of cio-c-allod "cViterrc-nce"? 

This i s not a quib^tion only of p o l i t i c a l . ' d i b i l i t y , cut a question that lias 
ver^'• grave i m p l i c a t i o n s fr.r the cjc-.'.ri.ty of otatc -s and f o r the C3,use of disarmament 
i t r . o l f . HegotiL'tions on disarmamer.t с.г:П only bi^ iaidc-rt?i:en cn the ca s i i ; r-.f ̂  r.mtual 
а'-11:ег€псе by a l l otates to c e r t a i n agreed fv(ndau:ental p r i n c i p l e s , o b j ectives and 
p r i o r i t i e s i n the f i e l d o f disarmameni., Cnco \ñi3 oasia i i : emdcd, no State could 
b>j txpectcd t c accept p a r t i a l mftaciirc a of dir.an'.iair!eno or the r o - c a l l e d ctep-bv-ctep 
c.rproach, because there vould then bo n o confJdenco that the coranitment t o the 

file:///dien


CD/PV.164 
2Ü 

( l i r . Venkateswaran, India) 

p r i o r i t y objectives uoiild continuo to remain v a l i d . Many States, i n c l u d i n g I n d i a , 
agreed to sign the p a r t i a l test-ban t r e a t y , despite i t s l i m i t e d relevance, p r e c i s e l y 
because i t was envisaged as the f i r s t step towards the e a r l y conclusion of a 
comprehensive test-ban t r e a t y . The stand псм takan by the United States has b e l i e d 
that expectation and erodes c r e d i b i l i t y even i n regard to the measures already 
concluded. 

A comprehensive t e s t ban t r e a t y has been i d e n t i f i e d year a f t e r year, by 
consensus, as the f i r s t and most urgent step toviards the h a l t i n g of the nuclear 
arms race, p a r t i c i i l a r l y i n i t s q u a l i t a t i v e aspect. The f i r s t step cannot be confused 
with some other long-term objectives i n the d i s t a n t f u t u r e . Ho, the nuclear t e s t ban 
i s f o r here and novr. I t i s not a w a l l to be b i i i l t b r i c k by b r i c k over a long p e r i o d 
of time. Ve j u s t cannot a f f o r d to vrait any longer to achieve t h i s o b j e c t i v e . 

At our plenary meeting held on 11 Ilarch, we heard statements made by the 
representative of the United States, Ambassador F i e l d s , as v;ell as the representative 
of the United Kingdom, Ambassador SvmmerlTayes, concerning the nuclear t e s t ban and 
nuclear disarmament. On that occasion, while g i v i n g cur delegation's p r e l i m i n a r y 
r e a c t i o n to the statements, I stat e d that there had been.a p o s i t i v e change i n the 
a t t i t u d e s of the United States and of the United Kingdom towards the \;ay i n which 
the Committee on Disarmament should discharge i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s v;ith respect to 
items 1 and 2 of i t s agenda. \/hile the Am.bassador of the United States r e s t a t e d 
the nevi p o l i c y of h i s Government concerning the nuclear t e s t ban as had been r e f e r r e d 
to by ]yir. Rostovr, he, nevertheless, expressed the readiness of h i s delegation to j o i n 
a consensus i n the Committee to e s t a b l i s h a s u b s i d i a r y body v/ith respect to item 1 of 
the agenda. In doing so he recognized t l i a t the Committee on Disarmament "has a 
l e g i t i m a t e i n t e r e s t i n a l l disarmament issues and an o b l i g a t i o n to malee a s u b s t a n t i a l 
c o n t r i b u t i o n to the disarmament process i n a l l i t s aspects". Therefore, despite the 
f a c t that we d i d not agree vrith the United States delegation concerning the p r i o r i t y 
to be attached to the nuclear t e s t ban and the r o l e that such a ban coxild p l a y i n the 
h a l t i n g of the q u a l i t a t i v e improvement and development of nuclear -ïreapons, we f e l t i t 
would be to the Committee's advantage to e qplore any p o s s i b i l i t i e s which could lead us 
towards a c t u a l negotiations on the t e x t of a t r e a t y . I t i s our hope that the 
consultations c u r r e n t l y being c a r r i e d out by the Chairman of the Committee on the 
formulation of an appropriate mandate f o r an ad hoc •'./orking group on item 1 v r i l l bear 
f r u i t a t a very e a r l y date. Such a vrorking group vrould n a t u r a l l y a l s o consider 
questions r e l a t i n g to v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance which appear to be of such v i t a l 
concern to the delegations of the United States and the United Kingdom. 

While attempts are being made to consign item. 1 of our agenda to the never-never 
land of the long long term, ve are s e r i o u s l y concerned that the competence of t h i s 
Committee to undertake negotiations on item 2 of our agenda, namely, nuclear disarmament, 
als o continues to be questioned. In h i s statement of 11 l l a r c h , the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
Ambassador of the United States argued that h i s delegation "continues to bel i e v e 
that e s t a b l i s h i n g a s u b s i d i a r y body to negotiate on пггс1еаг disarmament would not be 
a productive step at t h i s time, e s p e c i a l l y i n view of the f a c t that such negotiations 
have begun among c e r t a i n of the nuclear-vreapon States". Here again i s an argument 
vrhich i s made irithout ariy explanation. We vrould l i k e to ask the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
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Ambassador of the United States as to why tlie conduct of negotiations on nuclear 
disarmament i n t h i s Committee should b e precluded merely because such negotiations 
have begun among c e r t a i n of the nuclcar-veapon States? Why :::-hould r e s t r i c t e d 
negotiations ajnong some or a l l of the nuclear-\reapon States and m u l t i l a t e r a l 
n e g otiations i n the Committee on Disarmament be mutually exclusive? Could he 
e x p l a i n to us v h & t he f e a r s might b o th.e negr.tivc consequences o f л̂•!dertalcing 
m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations i n t h i s Committee on r e s t r i c t e d n e g o t i a t i o n s among c e r t a i n 
of the nuclear-v/eapon States o n the v i t a l q \ i e ? t i o n o f nuclear disarranent? ÍI3-
delegation vould a l s o look f o i v a r d to the recpcnscs of the United States delegation 
to the very relevant questions posed b y the d i s t i n g u i c h e d representative of S r i Lanlca, 
Ambassador Jayalcoddj-, t h i s morning. Periiaps i f h e could take -;s i n t o hir, confidcrce 
and t e l l us what h i s apprcha - i s i ^ r r r.rc ; n t i J . ; r r v j - ' г ray i r -ч p a c i t i r n t o 
a l l a y them. 

I t has been sta t e d b y the delegations c f t h e United States and the united Kingdom, 
both at formal and at informal meeting," of the Committee, t l i a t nuclear issues should 
i n i t i a l l y and p r i m a r i l y be d e a l t v i t h among tho nuclear-weapon States themselves, 
iimbassador F i e l d s , i n h i s statement o f 11 l l a r c h , while r e c o g n i z i n g the l e g i t i m a t e 
r o l e of the Committee, r e c a l l e d numerous occasions on which the nuclear-weapon States 
have been reminded that they have the primary r e s p o n s i b i l i t y fc3r undertaking oUch 
ne g o t i a t i o n s . As I lia-ve stated before, мс are n o t asking t h e nuclear-weapon S t a t e ; 
to d e s i s t from h o l d i n g negotiations on nuclear issues amongst themselves. In f a c t \TG 

would p o s i t i v e l y encourage such negotia.tions. vrnat wo have repeatedly asked the 
delegations of the UrJ.ted States and the United Kingdom, without g e t t i i i g an adeqioate 
and s a t i s f a c t o r y answer, i s a verj' rdmple question: i n '..i-hich forum would the concerns 
of the non-nuclear-weapon States b e addressed, i f n o t i n t h i s m u l t i l a t e r a l body? Tho 
F i n a l Document acloiowledge that a nuclear irar \-ould h a A e devastating consequences 
v:hich V70uld a f f e c t nuclear-weapon and non-nuclear-weapon States' a l i k e . Recently, tho 
head of the u n i t e d States Arms Control and Disarmament Agency also himself admitted 
before us that i n the present-day context, "the dynamics of war permit no sanctuaries". 
I t has been acknowledged i n the F i n a l Doci-mient that a l l States Ьал'е the r i g l i t to 
p a r t i c i p a t e i n dip-:rmament n e g o t i a t i o n s , e::pecially on items a f f e c t i n g t h e i r s e c u r i t y . 
Nuclear weapons pose a grave danger t c t>iG c\;rvival o f manliind, and the v i t a l seci-urity 
i n t e r e s t s of a l l States are d i r e c t l y and fiuadajnentally jeopardized b y the very 
existence of m i c l e a r v/eapons. V/lxere aire these s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s to b e considered? 
Or do the delegations of the United States -агЛ the United Kingdom deny that the v i t a l 
s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s of non-nuclear-weapon Sts.tcs a r e equallj'- i nvolved i n s i a t t e r s • 
r e l a t i n g to nuclear i^eapons and doctrines concerning t h e i r use? 

I f i t i s argued that issues concerning nuclear \/eapons ai"o t n bo d e a l t v;ith 
mainly by the nuclear-vreapon States, what i s the r o l e of the Committee on Disarmament 
i n respect of these issues? Is i t the p o s i t i o n of the United States and the 
United Kingdom that as f a r as issues r e l a t i n g to nuclear -ireapons are concerned, the 
Committee on Disarmament should not f u n c t i o n as a n e g o t i a t i n g body? I f a l l that \re 
are permitted to do i s to hold informal meetings on such questions, wotild t h i s not 
mean i n ^ e f f e c t an e f f o r t to reduce t h i s body to a m e r e debating forum vrith respect 
to items of the highest p r i o r i t y on i t s agenda? 
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Let me c l a r i f y our delegation's p o s i t i o n i n t h i s regard, Ve are not against 
h o l d i n g informal meetings f o r the exchange of views concerning item 2 of. our agenda. 
In f a c t , we welcomed as a p o s i t i v e step the informal meetings that were held on 
items 1 aind 2 of our agenda during t h i s Committee's session l a s t year. Those 
discussions were extremely u s e f u l . Ho^/ever, such discussions must lead to something. 
In our view, they must lead to negotiations on a c t u a l texts of t r e a t i e s . This i s the 
business of the Coiranittee on Disarmament as V7e understand i t . The Committee has 
before i t concrete proposals f o r d e a l i n g w i t h item 2 of i t s agenda. These can be 
found i n document CD/ieO submitted by the Group of 21 and document CD/193 submitted 
by a group of s o c i a l i s t c ountries. Instead-of r e f u s i n g to e n t e r t a i n the idea c f 
s e t t i n g up a s u b s i d i a r y bodj'- under item 2 of the Committee's agenda, perhaps the 
United States and the United Kingdom could look at the substance c f these proposals, 
and p a r t i c i p a t e i n consultations concerning the formvilation of an appropriate mandate 
f o r a s u b s i d i a r y body as they are doing already i n the case of item 1 . 

I l r . Rostov;, i n h i s statement before t h i s Committee on 9 Pebruary, pledged to 
work c o n s t r u c t i v e l y w i t h the Committee i n removing the burden of nuclear vieapons 
from world p o l i t i c s . Several delegations enquired of the United States delegation 
as to what ideas i t had to o f f e r i n g i v i n g concrete shape to t h i s pledge. I am sure 
that Ambassador F i e l d s i r i l l concede that a mere w i l l i n g n e s s to p a r t i c i p a t e "in informal 
meetir^gs of t h i s Committee on item 2 of the agenda f a l l s f a r short of g i v i n g concrete 
shape to l^Ir. Rostow's pledge. 

Before concluding, I would l i k e to dra\7 the a t t e n t i o n of the representatives 
of the nuclear-vfeapon States i n the Committee to r e s o l u t i o n 36/81 Б of the 
United nations General Assemblj-- e n t i t l e d , 'Trevention of nuclear war", which was 
adopted by consensus. V/e- appeal to them i n t h i s context to b r i n g to the 
second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to- disarmament concrete, 
proposals concerning a subject that has a bearing on the very s u r v i v a l of mankind. 
Over the past several years, the non-nuclear-weapon States, e s p e c i a l l y the 
non-aligned countries, have made constructive proposals i n t h i s regard. One such 
proposal, embodied i n General Assembly résolution 36/92 I , i s f o r the conclusion 
of an agreement on the complete p r o h i b i t i o n of the use or threat of use of nuclear 
weapons. VThile t\io nuclear-\.'eapon States have e x p l i c i t l y supported t h i s proposal, 
others s t i l l continue to oppose i t . Ve b e l i e v e , therefore, that we are e n t i t l e d to 
c a l l upon the nuclear-weapon States to come forv;ard immediately with t h e i r o\m. 
concrete proposals on t h i s i s s u e , bearing i n mind that t h i s question r e l a t e s not 
merely to the s e c u r i t y of a handful of States, but to the s u r v i v a l of mankind as 
a whole. 

The CHAIBMAIT ( t r a n s l a t e d from French): I thank the representative of I n d i a 
f o r h i s statement and f o r the k i n d words he addressed to the Chair. I now give 
the f l o o r to the representative of the German Democratic Republic, His Excellency 
Ambassador Herder. 
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I l r . HKffOER (Gernan Democratic üepublic): I n my statement today I v70xU.d l i k e 
to address myself to the item on our agenda concerning ne\/ types and systems of 
weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n , as \.'ell as to the subject of nuclear neutron weapons 
and c e r t a i n aspects of the СТБ i n the l i g h t of our ongoing exchange of views on 
• t h i s subject. 

But before e l a b o r a t i n g on these questions, allow me, I l r . Chairmn, to touch 
upon the recent proposals made by the head of State of the USSR, Leonid I . Brezhnev, 
i / i t h regard to the l i m i t a t i o n of nuclear arms. Tlie German '.Oemocratic Republic 
welcomes the l a t e s t d e c i s i o n of the Soviet Union to introduce, u n i l a t e r a l l y , a 
moratorium on the deployment of medium-range nuclear v/eapons i n the Duropean part 
of the USSR, as w e l l as i t s readiness to reduce a c e r t a i n number of those weapons 
on i t s own i n i t i a t i v e . 

We a l s o support the Soviet proposals f o r the resumption without delay of the 
SATJT negotiations and f o r the ti.-o sides tc undertake a commitment not to open a 
new channel f o r the arms build-up and not to deploy sea- and ground-based long-range 
cruise m i s s i l e s . These far-reaching i n i t i a t i v e s of the USSR are a gesture of 
g o o d w i l l . They are a f u r t h e r proof of the constructive approach of the Soviet Union 
to disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s , i n p a r t i c u l a r to the negotiations on the reduction of 
nuclear weapons i n Europe, I t i s our hope that the other side w i l l s e r i o u s l y 
examine these i n i t i a t i v e s and w i l l react p o s i t i v e l y . A p o s i t i v e r e a c t i o n would, 
there i s no doubt about i t , a l s o have a p o s i t i v e impai^t on the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
atmosphere and on the voxk of our Committee i n discharging i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s . 

Since 1 9 7 6 , vjhen the Soviet proposal on the p r o h i b i t i o n of new types and 
systems of weapons of mass dest r u c t i o n was discussed here broadly f o r the f i r s t 
time, my delegation has s t r o n g l y supported the e a r l y e l a b o r a t i o n and conclusion of 
an appropriate comprehensive agreement. 

We have been convinced and s t i l l b e l i e v e that such a step would e f f e c t i v e l y 
help to curb the q u a l i t a t i v e arms race i/hich today very s e r i o u s l y threatens 
negotiations on arms l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament. An agreement on t h i s subject 
could contribute to the r e v e r s a l of the process we are observing now, that i s , 
that disarmament negotiations are f a r outpaced by the r a p i d m i l i t a r y use of the 
l a t e s t achievements of science and technology. 

During recent years ny delegation has e::tensively and repeatedly explained 
i t s approach to t h i s question. In my statement of 9 J u l y I 9 G I I elaborated, 
i n t e r a l i a , on the urgent n e c e s s i t y of the above-m.entionod agreement as \ieli as on 
i t s scope of p r o h i b i t i o n and the v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance with i t . Today I am 
not going to repeat our arguments. 

Let me rather t r y to explain our approach to the p r a c t i c a l s o l u t i o n of the 
question of the p r o h i b i t i o n of new types anO systems of \/еаропз of m.\ss d e s t r u c t i o n . 

Taking i n t o account proposals submitted by a number of other countries \ie are 
ready to proceed i n accordance with г. step-by-ctep ripproach. Only r e c e n t l y t h i s 
\iaz once again outlined by us i n the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Comprehensive 
Programme of Disarmament. 
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Such steps could be the follo\,'ing: 

(a) Declarations by the permanent mcnbers of the S e c u r i t y Council as u e l l as 
other m i l i t a r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t States .concerning the r e f u s a l to create nev; types and 
systems of \;oapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n ; 

(b) The conclusion of a comprehensive or "umbrella" agreement which could be 
supplemented by a l i s t of s i n g l e types and cystems of pro h i b i t e d new weapons of 
nass d e s t r u c t i o n ; 

(c) Tlie conclusion of s i n g l e agreements on the p r o h i b i t i o n of s p e c i f i c new 
types and systems of \ieapons of mass de:;truction, i f t h i s i s deemed necessary. 

Tl i i s very f l e x i b l e approach war- a c t u a l l y approved by the United Nations 
General Assembly i n i t s r e s o l u t i o n 5 6 / 0 9 . Nov i t i s up to our Committee to proceed 
to business-lilce negotiations. 

In the past, informal meetings \;ith experts have played a useful r o l e i n 
throwing l i g h t cn. some of the questions involved. This should s y s t e m a t i c a l l y lead 
us to more structured forris of cur work. Therefore, my delegation favours the 
establishment of an ad hoc group of e3q:erts. buch a group could consider p o s s i b l e 
areas of development of nei' i;eapon.s of nxisa d e s t r u c t i o n and e l abo r3.te a general 
d e f i n i t i o n of such v.'eapons to be included i n en i n t e r n a t i o n a l instrument. Having 
t h i s i n mjnd, my deie^-ation f u l l y supports the proposals oontü.ined i n the working 
paper which tabled today by the IIungari..,n delegation. 

Tlie advantage of the proposed procedure i s obvious: \'hereo.s the Committee on 
Ldsarmament could concentrate on i t s nam tnzlzB — items 1 and 2 — an adequate 
approach to item 5 \,'ould be assured and ¿he ground f o r negotiations on an appropriate 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l agreement could q u i c k l y be ргер̂ .-гео. 

The development and production of nuclear neutron u'capone by the United States 
i s proof of the t o p i c a l i t y of e f f o r t s tc atop the q u a l i t a t i v e arms race. There i s 
no doubt that the neutron \;eapon i s a s p e c i f i c nev type of nuclear \.'eapon. I f i t i s 
not p r o h i b i t e d now, i t s manufacture and deployment i / i l l e n t a i l dangerous consequences 
fo r the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n and f o r disurmanent negotiations. 

In emphasizing t h i s , my delegation taketv- i n t o ccnsiderj-tion the f o l l o w i n g aspects: 

F . i r s t l Y . the production and development of nuclear neutron './eapons \ ' i l l 
i n e v i t a b l y lead to an e s c a l a t i o n of the n u c l e r r urns race. There should be no 
illu.<5ÍonG: the nuclear neutron \'eapon repreir.ents the f i r r - t type of э whole ne\j 
generation of nucleo.r weapons, sometime.'; :.alled ''opecialized nuclear I'eapons" or 
"nuclear '..'oupona designed f o r s p e c i a l pur}:'Oses". Besides the nuclear neutron 
\.'Oapon or "enhanced r a d i a t i o n weapon" there are nuclear \;eapono under development m 
\'hich each diaracterictii,,':. :'o blaat and electroinagneti.c efi^o'jc are to be enhanced, 
\;herea£, other e f f o c t c , such as nueloar r a d l j . t i o i b are to be reduced. A l l these 
\;eaponrj arc thocght to provide арргорг!̂ .'te porr.-.ibilitieo f o r t h e i r uĉ îr to 
predetermine the darauge . i n f l i c t e d on the eneny. 

Thus, bein;^ the f i r c t tjnie of v пел ;^:snoration of nuclear ueapona — the "H-bomb 
of the b a t t l e f i e l d " — the nuclear nci'iron ие^фоп ','oald only be the "c^ummit of the 
iceberg". It^: intro'.4'-..'tion у.гЬо n i l i L ту arrional.. could be u:;'Sd by the m i l i t a r y and 
indur;tria] comp]o;: c-:- .in ar^'ji-ient f o r i-ho fabüeqaent doii] oyr.4înt of other types of 
"speciali::ed nucl--or -.-•'japfnc" :.J'cc. 
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Secondly, nuclear neutron \;eapons are planned to bo stationed e s p e c i a l l y i n 
Europe, a region of d i r e c t concern to my countrjr'. According to press reports on 
НАТО plans, the i n t r o d u c t i o n of nuclear neutron \;еаропс should follow the deployment 
of such medium-range nuclear \;еаропз as the Perching 2 and land-based cruise m i s s i l e s . 
I t i s intended that the t e r r i t o r y of oar \;Gctern neighbour should become an area f o r 
the p o s s i b l e s t a t i o n i n g of nuclear neutron \/eaponc, thus enliancing the very high 
density of nuclear \/eaponc already e x i s t i n g there. 

Uhereas the ultimate r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r c r e a t i n g the nuclear neutron weapon 
l i e s \; i t h the nuclear i.jeapon State concerned, i . e . the United States, i t should not 
be overlooked that the States on i.'hose t e r r i t o r i e s these \;eapons are to be stationed 
a l s o bear a s p e c i a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . As \.'as emphasized by the delegations of Hungary 
and the German Democratic Republic i n ij c r k i n g paper CD/256, " i t i s up to the n a t i o n a l 
a u t h o r i t i e s of non-nuclear-iveapon States to take a sovereign d e c i s i o n on whether to 
accept nuclear ^jeapons on t h e i r t e r r i t o r i e s or not". 

T l i i r d l y , by lo\jering the nuclear threshold, nuclear neutron weapons are 
conceived to make a nuclear \;ar f e a s i b l e . They are part and p a r c e l of American and 
НАТО concepts of the waging of a limitée nuclear \'ar, e.g. i n Europe. Thereby 
m i l i t a r y planners p r a i s e such a l l e g e d "advantages" of nuclear neutron \;eapons as 
the f o l l o w i n g : 

Their p o s s i b l e use very near to the f r o n t l i n e , thus lo\'ering the r i s k of 
damage f o r the troops of the country using those weapons; 

Ilinor d e s t r u c t i o n at tho b a t t l e f i e l d , thus improving the p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r 
conventional forces t c e:q3loit the "advantage" c f a t a c t i c a l nuclear s t r i k e ; 

B e t t e r p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r p u t t i n g nuclea.r weapons i n t o a c t i o n i n an area where 
the density of population i s very high 3 t c . 

A c t u a l l y , a l l these m i l i t a r y considerations can be reduced to one aim: to wipe 
out the d i s t i n c t i o n s between nuclear and '••onventicnal i;eapons, thus making the 
unthinlcable — a nuclear \var — a conceivable instrument, of m i l i t a r y strategy and 
t a c t i c s , e s p e c i a l l y i n the "European theatre". But the question may a r i s e : who 
gives those m i l i t a r y planners f u l l assurance that the use of nuclear neutron weapons 
vill not lead to an a l l - o u t nuclear 'лаг? ITot to mention the f a c t that f o r Europeans 
nuclear \/as i s too dangerous a thing to be l e f t to f o r e i g n d e c i s i o n s . 

And by the i;ay, the above-mentioned problems connectée! xiith nuclear neutron 
\;eapons are not 15,mited only to Europe. V/ho \ ; i l l exclude the p o s s i b i l i t y that those 
m i l i t a r y considerations may make nuclear neutron \;eapons very a t t r a c t i v e to such 
régimes as those of South A f r i c a and I s r a e l ? I t stands to reason that t h i s i s a 
weapon par excellence f o r a \;ou!l d-be aggressor since i t s use would enable him to 
a n n i h i l a t e human beings and to take over i n t a c t m a t e r i a l c a p a b i l i t i e s such as towns, 
f a c t o r i e s and the l i k e , a f t e r a r e l a t i v e l y short time. 

Guided by the above-mentioned dangerous i m p l i c a t i o n s of the development and 
production of nuclear neutron weapons, the German Democratic Republic, a t the 
t h i r t y - s i x t h session of the United Hationc- General Assembly, sponsored 
r e s o l u t i o n 56/92 1С requesting the Committee on Disarmament to s t a r t without delay 
negotiations \;ith a vie\.' to concluding a convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the 
production, s t o c l c p i l i n g , deployment and use of nuclear neutron v;eapons. I t was very 
encouraging f o r us that t h i s concern i n Hew York and here i n the Committee on 
Disarmament \;as and i s being sliared by many delegations. 
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Some delegations stressed i n t h e i r statements that they regard the p r o h i b i t i o n 
of nuclear neutron ueapons as an important and urgent task. On the other hand, they 
consider that t h i 3 question should not be s i n g l e d out from the o v e r - a l l context o f 
the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear dicarraament. But bearing i n 
H i n d the above-mentioned s p e c i a l features of the nuclear neutron \.'eapon such a n 
approach seems to be not convincing. 

As f u r as the implementation of item 2 of our agenda i s concerned, we deem i t 
necessary t o s t a r t with negotiations on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the development and 
production of ziQV types and systems of nuclear \;eapons. V/hy could a n agreement on 
the p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear neutron \;eapons not be a f i r s t step i n t h i s d i r e c t i o n ? 
Such an appro£.'Ch would provide appropriate conditions f o r the next stages of nuclear 
disarmament: the cessation of the production of nuclear weapons and the reduction 
of stoclфiles. 

I t has become obvious that a c t u a l l y the same nuclear-weapon countries v/hich 
refused to accept the proposals to set up an ad hoc working group on item 2 a l s o 
oppose negotiations i n the Committee on iJisarmament on the p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear 
neutron weapons. Therefore my delegation asks you, I l r . Chairman, to include i n 
your consultations on the proposals to create the appropriate o r g a n i s a t i o n a l 
framework f o r such negotiations the question of the p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear neutron 
\;eapons. 

Ily delegation believes that ad hoc \iorking groups or other s u b s i d i a r y bodies 
could be the appropriate instrument to s t a r t negotiations on item 2 as w e l l a s on 
the p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear neutron weapons, b'e have great doubts whether informal 
meetings w i l l be the r i g h t means to b r i n g us c l o s e r to a so]ution of these important 
questions. 

Furthermore, wo cannot sluire the view that the Comjnittee on Disarmament i s 
only a "forum f o r dealing with the i n t e r e s t i n nuclear disarmament". At l e a s t , 
paragraph 50 of "be F i n a l jJocument as w e l l as item 2 of our agenda are proof o f the 
widespread i n t e r e s t i n nuclear disarmament. The Committee should l i v e up to i t s 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s . I t should p l a y a more a c t i v e and e f f e c t i v e r o l e i n nuclear 
disarr-iament. 

As long ago as i n 1979 the group of s o c i a l i s t countries e:фressed i n 
document Сл)/4 i t s c o n v i c t i o n that the Committee on Disarmament i s the most s u i t a b l e 
forum f o r the preparation and conduct of negotiations on nuclear disamament and 
that such negotiations aliould not be to the detriment of b i l a t e r a l and m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiations on various aspects of the l i m i t a t i o n of nuclear armaments, i n c l u d i n g 
s t r a t e g i c armaments. 

I t i s a l s o due to the absence of a complete and rçencral p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear-
wean on t e s t s that the nuclear arms race i s pro-deeding at an unprecedented pace, 
\'hich has l e d to such developments as the nuclear neutron \;eapon. This process 
cannot be stopped e i t h e r by a general discussion on СТБ matters or by-an ab s t r a c t 
debate on v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance \;ith a CTBT. Шш1 i s needed are true 
negotiations aimed at a quick e l a b o r a t i o n and adoption of a t r e a t y on the complete 
and general p r o h i b i t i c n of nuclear-i/capon t e s t s . 

In my statement of 25 February I analysed some ideas concerning our f u r t h e r 
dealing with item 1 put forvvard by de]oga tiens of the l/estern group. In that 
statement 1 expressed my deleg-ation's grave doubts about ideas whose implemen-tation 
\/ould mean nothing ether than "movement f o r the sake of movement", but no r e a l 
СТБ negotiations. 
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Recent dovelopmentc i n t h i s Committee have r e i n f o r c e d our doubts. As in 
the past, v;e faveur the establishment of an ad hoc \;orking group to negotiate on 
a CZB'f. I t should be not merely a subsidiary organ f o r d e l i b e r a t i o n s but a r e a l 
n e g o t i a t i n g body uhich should deal with a l l the issues connected w i t h a CTBT. 
'./hile г;е recognize the importance of v e r i f i c a t i o n , we b e l i e v e that t h i s question 
cannot be singled out and a l s o that i t cannot be considered i n the t i b s t r a c t . In 
GO b e l i e v i n g , \io are proceeding from the F i n a l ."Oocunient of the f i r s t s p e c i a l 
session on disarmament which i n paa?agraph 31 c l e a r l y cays that the "form and 
modalities of the v e r i f i c a t i o n to be provided f o r i n any s p e c i f i c agreement 
depend on and should be determined by the purposes, scope and nature of the 
agreement". This means t l i a t , before considering aspects of v e r i f i c a t i o n we should 
be aware of what we aro going to p r o h i b i t . . Proceeding from t h i s assumption, my 
delegation shares the considerations and doubts expressed by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
representatives of B r a z i l , Cuba and Pakistan on 16 March 1982 and today, v;ho 
stressed the l i n l c between the substance of a CTBT, i . e . the scope of p r o h i b i t i o n , 
and v e r i f i c a t i o n measures. 

As long as a CTB i s regarded by some nuclear-weapon countries only as a 
"long-tern o b j e c t i v e " , there i s the r e a l danger that a singled-out v e r i f i c a t i o n 
debate could only serve to camouflage the l a c k of p o l i t i c a l w i l l to achieve and 
implement a CTB. 

T h i s , by the way, i s by no means a new discovery made by my delegation. The 
h i s t o r y of disarmament negotiations i;ince the Second V/orld War provides s u f f i c i e n t 
proof t l i a t u n j u s t i f i e d v e r i f i c a t i o n demands have very often been used f o r the 
purpose of b l o d i i n g progress i n the negotiations concerned. V.'e have sometimes seen 
attempts to convert negotiations on disarmament i n t o negotiations or d i s c u s s i o n s 
on v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

Before concluding, allow me, I l r . Chairman, to touch upon the statement made 
by the United Kingdom delegation on 11 l i a r c h . We \;ere t o l d t l i a t , on the one hand, 
the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations i/ere useful i n c l a r i f y i n g many issues of a CTBT. On 
the other hand, the vie\; was expressed that " f o r the present, no f u r t h e r progress 
can be expected i n the t r i l a t e r a l t a l k s " . Since t h i s problem i s c l o s e l y connected 
\;i t h our work i n the Committee on Disarmament concerning item 1, ray delegation 
i s very i n t e r e s t e d i n hearing the reasons f o r t h i s assumption. In the same way 
\/e would ] ike to know why the United States delegation, v.'hile proposing a 
d i s c u s s i o n on CTB v e r i f i c a t i o n considers that n e g o t i a t i o n on an agreement on 
item 1 "may not be p r o p i t i o u s a t the time". 

On 16 llarch my delegation tabled i n working paper CD/259> a d r a f t mandate 
f o r an ad hoc working group on item 1 . The purpose of the proposed mandate i s 
fe.'ofoldl ( a j to have r e a l n e g o t i a t i o n s ; and (b) to have negotiations on a l l 
aspecjs of a CTBT. 

The CHAIRI4AH" (translated from French) : I thank the representative of 
the German Democratic HepublJ с f o r h i s statement. I now gi-"o the f l o o r to the 
representative of Sweden, His Excellency Ambassador Lidgard. 
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Mr. LIDGABD (Sweden): Itc, Chairman, on behalf of the Swedish delegation I 
wish to introduce document CD/260 containing a progress report from the Ad Hoc 
Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to Consider I n t e r n a t i o n a l Co-operative Measures to 
Detect and I d e n t i f y Seismic Events. I want to draw your a t t e n t i o n to the f a c t 
that the progress report t h i s time contains an overvieii summary of the achievements 
to date of the Ad Hoc Group. The purpose of that summary i s to be of assistance to 
the Committee on Disarmament i n i t s r e p o r t i n g to the second s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly on Disarmament. 

The overview summairy contains several paragraphs d e s c r i b i n g the envisaged 
co-operative measures to detect and i d e n t i f y seismic events, e s s e n t i a l l y by 
exchanging data from a world-wide network of seismological s t a t i o n s by means of 
the g l o b a l telecommunications system belonging to the World Meteorological 
Organization and analysing them i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l data centres, so as to a s s i s t 
States i n t h e i r n a t i o n a l evaluation of seismic events under a complete t e s t ban. 
D e t a i l s about the envisaged measures are to be foimd i n documents CCD/558 and CD/43. 

The summary report a l s o deals w i t h the e f f o r t s of the Ad Hoc Group to develop 
the s c i e n t i f i c and t e c h n i c a l aspects of the proposed system by. the i n c l u s i o n of 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 developments relevant to the matter. Several 
coimtries have made s i g n i f i c a n t c o n t r i b u t i o n s through extensive n a t i o n a l 
i n v e s t i g a t i o n s . Concerning the matter of i n t e r n a t i o n a l data centres, these 
i n v e s t i g a t i o n s r e s u l t e d i n increased understanding of t h e i r operation. The 
world-wide exchange of data has been tested i n co-operation w i t h Ш 0 , i n v o l v i n g 
a c t i v e p a r t i c i p a t i o n by altogether 20 countries. The t e s t was l e d by Mr. MacGregor 
of A u s t r a l i a and Mr. Ichikawa of Japan, to whom my delegation has a s p e c i a l reason 
to express i t s thanks, as i t was the Swedish delegation that o r i g i n a l l y proposed 
the data exchange system, as long ago as i n I 9 6 5 . 

The recent e f f o r t s of the Group to modernize the proposed system axe not yet 
concluded, as i n d i c a t e d i n the l a s t paragraph of the summary r e p o r t . The group 
has therefore proposed that i t should hold another session, t h i s coming summer, 
namely, from 9 to 20 August. 

Mr. Chairman, I propose f o r m a l l y that the Committee on Disarmament takes note 
of the progress report contained i n document CD/26O. 

I f t i r t h e r want to s t a t e that the Ad Hoc Group viould be much helped i n i t s 
endeavours to reach consensus on a proposal f o r a modernized data exchange system 
i f i t s present mandate, of 7 Avigust 1979» were amended correspondingly or i f an 
improved understanding of the present mandate could be reached. 

F i n a l l y , I want to say that the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group, I'ir. U l f Eriosson 
of Sweden, i s prepared to e x p l a i n the report to us i n more d e t a i l , as has been our 
custom i n the past. 

The С НАПШШ ( t r a n s l a t e d from French): I thank the representative of Sweden 
f o r h i s statement. I now give the f l o o r to the representative of the United States, 
His Excellency Ambassador F i e l d s . 
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Mr. FIELDS (United States of America): lîr. Chairman, I understood that we were 
to hear Xrom Dr. E r i c s s o n f i r s t , and would p r e f e r to make my remarks at the 
conclusion of h i s presentation. 

The CHAira-IAKT ( t r a n s l a t e d from French); In that case, I should l i k e to ask 
Dr. E r i c s s o n i f he would l i k e to make a statement or to reply- t c any questions 
members of the Committee may have on the subject of the r e p o r t . 

I l r . ERICSSON (Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group c f S c i e n t i f i c E xperts): Thank you 
S i r . Ladies and gentlemen, document CD/260 i s a progress report i n the customary 
f a s h i o n , t o the Committee on Disarmament, of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts. 
This tijne, the meeting v;as attended by s c i e n t i s t s from 27 co-operating States, f i v e 
of them not members of the Committee, and we a l s o again enjoyed the co-operation of 
a.representative from the V o r l d I l e t e o r o l o g i c a l Organization. In paragraph 10 of 
the progress r e p o r t , i t i s stated that the report has an appendix which i s an 
overview summary of i t s work up to llarch 1 9 6 2 . That appendix i s intended to 
a s s i s t the Committee -on Disarmament i n i t s r e p o r t i n g to the General Assembly at 
i t s second s p e c i a l session on disarmament. I f you turn your a t t e n t i o n to the f i r s t 
page of the annex t c document CD/260, you w i l l f i n d a number of paragraphs which 
o u t l i n e the h i s t o r y and the s t r u c t u r e of the data exchange which has been proposed 
and, I t h i n k , widely'accepted, to a s s i s t States i n t h e i r n a t i o n a l endeavours to 
monitor a complete nuclear t e s t ban. 

The data exchange proposed co n s i s t s of a g l o b a l system w i t h three main elements: 
f i r s t , a network c f more than 50 e x i s t i n g or planned seismological s t a t i o n s , i n c l u d i n g 
equipnent and up-graded procedures f o r the e x t r a c t i o n of data'; secondly, an 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l exchange of data from those s t a t i o n s , ever the g l o b a l télécommunications 
system of the World Meteorological Organization, and t h i r d l y , a processing of,the data 
at s p e c i a l " i n t e r n a t i o n a l data centres f o r the use of p a r t i c i p a n t States. I may say 
that the c l e a r l y imderstood purpose here i s that these i n t e r n a t i o n a l data, centres 
would only prepare the data f o r n a t i o n a l assessments as to the nature of the 
observed events. 

The Group lias made se v e r a l observations about t h i s proposed system. One which 
I think i s very important i s the d e s i r a b i l i t y c f i n c r e a s i n g the number of 
observatories i n the southern hemisphere and also g e n e r a l l y p r o v i d i n g such 
observatories w i t h modem equipment f o r what- i s c a l l e d d i g i t a l recording. The 
data t c be extracted from the earth and transm.itteà i n the fashion i n d i c a t e d to 
p a r t i c i p a t i n g States would be on two l e v e l s c f d e t a i l . Level 1 would be basic , 
parameters, that i s , b r i e f d e s c r i p t i o n s of the observations. The second l e v e l 
would be r a t h e r d e t a i l e d d e s c r i p t i o n s of what has been recorded, i n f a c t , whole 
records. In the system o r i g i n a l l j ' - proposed, and I t h i n k widely accepted, the 
g l o b a l exchange would be c f l e v e l 1 data, of the b r i e f d e s c r i p t i o n of events. And 
f o r t h i s purpose W i O has very k i n d l y given i t s p r e l i m i n a r y acceptance of such a 
scheme. I t i s a l s o foreseen that the system envisaged would exchange complete 
records, on request. The proposed i n t e r n a t i o n a l data centres would have the 
purpose of p r o v i d i n g States w i t h e a s i l y a c c e s s i b l e data on seismic events f o r the 
n a t i o n a l assessment of those events by the p a r t i c i p a t i n g States. The i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
data centres would not themselves assess the nature of the events. They would, 
however, be expected to provide quite a l o t of d e t a i l s of the mathematical treatment 
of the data, so as to make them e a s i l y under-^.tandable to the human mind. 
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1'/hat I have described now i s e s s e n t i a l l y the content of the consensus reports 
CCD/558 and CD/43 which мете submitted a few years ago. Since then, the Group has 
devoted i t s e l f e s s e n t i a l l y to the f u r t h e r development of the s c i e n t i f i c and 
t e c h n i c a l aspects of t h i s proposed g l o b a l system. This has been done by means 
of n a t i o n a l i n v e s t i g a t i o n s , a few of them of considerable volume and impact on 
the matter. Among them, a v a r i e t y of s c i e n t i f i c methods f o r the an a l y s i s of the 
data have been studied and developed. The conditions f o r r e l i a b l e data exchange 
t h r o u ^ the Ш 0 system have been studied i n t\.j-o g l o b a l experiments, the l a s t one 
l a s t year engaging not l e s s than 20 p a r t i c i p a t i n g States. As a r e s u l t of that 
experiment, these conditions are s t i l l under study and c e r t a i n l y need a d d i t i o n a l 
i n v e s t i g a t i o n . The d e t a i l s of how to operate data centres have been developed by 
vast and, I th i n k , very e f f i c i e n t e f f o r t s by p a r t i c i p a t i n g States. In summary, the 
impact of the now very f a s t development of computer and telecommunication technology 
has made i t s e l f f e l t , s t r o n g l y suggesting that the e f f i c i e n c y of the g l o b a l exchange 
system as envisaged i n the reports which I mentioned could, i n p r i n c i p l e , be g r e a t l y 
increased by the adoption of these nev; methods and t e c h n i c a l p o s s i b i l i t i e s . The 
extent of consensus i n the Group about these new developments has, however, not yet 
been es t a b l i s h e d and therefore, siiggestions from the Group as to how the o r i g i n a l 
proposal about the glo b a l system f o r i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operative measures to detect 
and i d e n t i f y seismic events might be improved i n the l i g h t of recent s c i e n t i f i c and 
tec h n o l o g i c a l progress would ha.ve to wait f o r some f i i r t h e r e f f o r t s by the A d Hoc 
Group. I might add that I would be very glad to ans^rer questions on t h i s matter. 

The С Н А Ш Ш Т ( t r a n s l a t e d from French): I thanic the Chairman of the Ad Hoc 
Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts. I now give the f l o o r , i f he so wishes, to the 
representative of the United States, His Excellency Ambassador F i e l d s . 

Mr. FIELDS (United States of America): ï'Ir. Chairman, I have l i s t e n e d x i i t h 
great i n t e r e s t to the report o f Dr. E r i c s s o n on the vrork of the Ad Hoc Group o f 
S c i e n t i f i c Experts. My delegation agrees that the Committee should take note of 
t h i s r e p o r t . My delegation a l s o agrees that the "Overviei-j summary" of t h i s r e p o r t , 
contained i n i t s annex, should be used i n reportûig on the v/ork of our Committee to 
the General Assembly at i t s second s p e c i a l session on disarmament. My delegation 
does, however, have some concerns about the re p o r t , and I would l i k e to make a few 
comments and d i r e c t a question to Dr. E r i c s s o n . 

F i r s t , the United States experts who p a r t i c i p a t e d i n the t h i r t e e n t h session 
of the Group have reported to me that they have not discerned ariy notable degree 
of disarmament among those experts vrho p a r t i c i p a t e d i n the meetings with regard to 
matters of a purely s c i e n t i f i c nature. I thinlc that t h i s i s an important point f o r 
us to recognize. On the one hand i t i s encouraging, but at the same time i t gives 
r i s e to questions as to \ihy the report i s so b r i e f . 

• 
I am al s o encouraged regarding the recent second g l o b a l experiment c a r r i e d out 

by p a r t i c i p a n t s . i n the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts. In t h i n ejrperiment the 
conditions f o r the r e l i a b l e exchange of seismic data, u s i n g the g l o b a l 
telecommimications system of the World l i e t e o r o l o g i c a l Organization, were studied. 
Tvienty States, w i t h broad geographical d i s t r i b u t i o n , p a r t i c i p a t e d i n t h i s experiment. 
My delegation looks foriirard to the continuation of such i n v e s t i g a t i o n s , and i n f a c t 
has made a proposal to t h i s e f f e c t i n the Group c f S c i e n t i f i c E::perts i n 
co-operation w i t h A u s t r a l i a , Japan and Sweden. 

A number of p a r t i c i p a t i n g States i n the Group of S c i e n t i f i c E^rperts, i n c l u d i n g 
my own, have brought before the Group information and technology which represent 
s i g n i f i c a n t advances beyond those a v a i l a b l e f o r the e a r l i e r work and reports of 
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.tbis Group, In t h i s regard I wonder i f I might address a question to Dr. E r i c s s o n . 
Having reviewed the progress report which we have before us, I have been somewhat a t 
a l o s s to f i n d r e f l e c t e d i n i t adequate i n d i c a t i o n that the Group received and 
discussed new information, except f o r b r i e f c i t a t i o n s such as that i n paragraph 10 
of the "Overview summary". Yet my delegation knov/s t h i s information was presented 
and discussed i n d e t a i l . Perhaps Dr. E r i c s s o n vrould be good eno\igh to elaborate a 
l i t t l e on why t h i s aspect of the Committee's work i s not more f u l l y r e f l e c t e d i n 
the r e p o r t . 

The CHA-IHt/IAK (trjunslgted. ûrPii..EEgIlCll}: I thank the representative c f the 
United States f o r h i s statement. I s t i l l have on my l i s t of speakers the 
representatives of the United Kingdom and the Federal Republic of Germany. I t 
would perhaps be - pref e r a b l e to give them the f l o o r before asking Dr. E r i c s s o n 
to r e p l y , so that he can take i n t o account a l l the questions put to him by 
delegations. 

Mr. SUMMERHA-YES (United ICingdom): In vievi of the hour I w i l l be very b r i e f . 
I wanted to express the a p p r e c i a t i o n of my delegation f o r Dr. Ericsson's presence 
here today and f o r the important r o l e he has played i n the work of the Ad Hoc 
Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts. I think a l l delegations are very much i n h i s debt. 
We have read the overview siommary w i t h i n t e r e s t : my delegation n a t \ i r a l l y needs 
some time to assess f u l l y , w i t h the help of appropriate advice at home, the progress 
that the Group has made, and I am not i n a p o s i t i o n to make more than p r e l i m i n a r y 
comments today. I t does seem, however, that even i f there were some d i f f e r e n c e s 
of i n t e r p r e t a t i o n over the purpose of the ejrperiment and the way i n which i t was 
c a r r i e d out, i n recent months, the experimental exchange of data was i n many ways 
s u c c e s s f u l and provides f u r t h e r u s e f u l experience on which we can b u i l d . Such 
experiments of course place very heavy demands on a l l our resources and on the 
i n d i v i d u a l s c i e n t i f i c experts who take p a r t i n the countries i n v o l v e d . I am sure 
that a l l delegations here agree t l i a t i t i s important to do everything p o s s i b l e to 
enable a l l those countries that have taken part to derive the maximum b e n e f i t at the 
most economic cost i n running these experiments. I f i t appears that the present 
mandate of the Group i s too r e s t r i c t i v e , and i s h i n d e r i n g the achievement of the 
goals which have been s e t , then my delegation would c e r t a i n l y be prepared to consider 
an expansion or m o d i f i c a t i o n of the present mandate. 

Mr. WEGEHER (Federal Republic of Germany): li y delegation has a l s o l i s t e n e d w i t h 
great i n t e r e s t to Dr. Ericsson's o r a l report on the viork of the Ad Hoc Group of 
S c i e n t i f i c Experts and i s g r a t e f u l to him. I t has a l s o c a r e f u l l y studied the 
Group's own progress r e p o r t . My delega.tion i s pleased to take note of the progress 
r e p o r t . However, while i t contains valuable m a t e r i a l f o r consideration by the 
Committee, I must share the regrets of some other delegations that the Group has 
not been i n a p o s i t i o n to adopt a more comprehensive report on the basis of the 
d r a f t before i t , and that the wealth of nevr advanced information presented and 
examined i n the Group's proceedings i s not f u l l y r e f l e c t e d i n the progress r e p o r t . 
I t i s today genera l l y acknowledged that new and i n part r e v o l u t i o n a r y t e c h n i c a l 
developments may o f f e r f u r t h e r p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r the Group's'work, and my delegation 
i s therefore somewhat at a l o s s to understand vrhy the information concerning i t , 
should be cut out. We a l s o regret that the d i s c u s s i o n about the broader mandate 
of the Group has so f a r remained i n c o n c l u s i v e . 
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(IJL-. \1ег:гпег. Federal pLepublic of Germany) 

On a d i f f e r e n t subject, Ihr. Chairman, i f you v - i l l allovi me — I noted a reference 
by one delegation to c e r t a i n arms p o l i c i e s proposals put forward seme days ago by the 
General Secretary of the Central Ccmmitt'^c of the Communist Party of the USSR, 
I i r . Brezhnev. In order to give delegaticnc a more conpreh-jnsive vievr of the 
s i g n i f i c a n c e of these proposals, I have taken tho l i b e r t y of making a v a i l a b l e to 
delegations i n an informal manner the text of a b r i e f statement r e f l e c t i n g rtiy 
Gcverriment's p o s i t i o n s on these proposals. 

The С НАШШТ (t r a n s l a t e d from French): I thanic the representative of the 
Federal Republic cf'Germany. îïa'y I ask Dr. E r i c s s o n i f he Irishes to r e p l y to the 
questions p\it to him by some members of the Committee? 

Mr. ERICSSON (Chairman of the Hp.c Croup c f S c i e n t i f i c E xperts): The 
s c i e n t i s t s , on the basis of n a t i o n a l i n v e s t i g a t i o n s , presented a nmber of пег: 
r e s u l t s , t a k i n g i n t o account recent developments i n science as I i n d i c a t e d e a r l i e r , 
brought abolit l a r g e l y by themselves; also t a k i n g i n t o account developments i n 
communication technology, v;hich i s made a v a i l a b l e nowadays at an ever-increasing 
speed. There was no disagreement about the s o - c a l l e d s c i e n t i f i c content c f these 
presentations. I t has, however, been d i f f i c u l t , and i n f a c t so f a r not p o s s i b l e , 
to reach a consensus about hov; these ne\<- developments, and the new p o s s i b i l i t i e s 
which obviously are a consequence of those developments, should be brought i n t o 
r e l a t i o n to the m a t e r i a l v;hich we have i n the reports CCD/558 and CD,'45. We have 
not yet found language d e s c r i b i n g the r e l a t i o n s h i p between these two materials i n 
a vray which i s agreeable or acceptable to everyone i n the Group. I t i s , as i n d i c a t e d 
by several distinguished delegates here, very much a matter of the i n t e r p r e t a t i o n of 
the mandate of the Group. Some f e e l that ;he mandate r e s t r i c t s the Group to consider 
modem developments and amendnients, improvements — t c something which i s e s s e n t i a l l y 
w i t h i n the framework of the o r i g i n a l proposal. Others i n t e r p r e t the same mandate as 
g i v i n g considerable lee-way i n i n t r o d u c i n g also proposals f o r fundamental changes i n 
the system. So, i t i s very much a matter of i n t e r p r e t a t i o n of the mandate and 
therefore, I think, to a large extent, a matter outside the competence of the 
Ad Кос Group of o c i e r t i f i c Experts. In order to describe t h i s i n somevihat more 
r e a l i s t i c terms — l e s s general terms — I i n d i c a t e d to you a while ago t l i a t _ there 
would be a planned exchange of l e v e l 2 data, meaning vihole seismological records 
from, the designated seismological s t a t i o n s t a k i n g part i r the data exchange. Tlii s 
can now be done very q u i c k l y and effectiл'•ely by using modem commiinication technology 
and, once the investments are made, the cost of communication i s very lo\f. That 
would ease the e f f o r t needed also to put the com.plete records i n t o the compilations 
at the i n t e r n a t i o n a l data centre, thus'improving the power of a n a l y s i s there, to my 
understanding, very considerably. Tlie reports i n document CCD/'558 and CD/:¡5 c l e a r l y 
said that the c a l c u l a t i o n s i n that data centre should be concerned only v i i t h the 
l e v e l 1 data, and that the l e v e l 2 data — t h e whole record — should merely be 
transported through the data centres to the i n t e r e s t e d p a r t i e s . Tliis i s the 
t e c h n i c a l d e s c r i p t i o n of what has been debated i n great d e t a i l by- the s c i e n t i s t s and-, 
as I s a i d , i t i s very much a matter of how the present mandate i s read and 
understood and therefore, i t i s to my understanding very much a matter outside 
the range of competence of the Gro\xp of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to decide how to go 
forward from t h i s p o i n t . 

The CHAIRMAN (t r a n s l a t e d from French); I tharJc Dr. E r i c s s o n f o r h i s statement. 
Before g i v i n g the f l o o r " t o ~ t h e representatives v:ho have asked f o r i t , those of the 
United States of America and the Soviet Union, I should l i k e to remind members of 
the Committee that they v i i l l , as I s a i d at the beginning of the meeting, liave an 
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opportunity to continue t h i s d i s c u s s i o n at one of cur future meetings, at which we 
s h a l l a l s o take whatever decisions are necessary w i t h respect to the report of the 
Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts. 

I now give the f l o o r to the representative of the United States of America, 
Ambassador F i e l d s . 

Itr. FIELDS (United States of America): I think i t would be h e l p f u l , i n the 
l i g h t c f what we have heard today from the distin/jiaished Chairman of the Ad Hoc 
Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts, to r e c a l l the terms of reference of the mandate under 
which the Group i s operating, and under which my delegation had a n t i c i p a t e d a r a t h e r 
f u l l e r report than the progress report w i t h which the Group has provided us today. 
This mandate s p e c i f i e s that the work of the Group should include " f u r t h e r development 
of the s c i e n t i f i c and t e c h n i c a l aspects of the g l o b a l system'' envisaged f o r use i n 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operative measxires to detect and i d e n t i f y seismic events. In the 
view of my delegation, t h i s i n s t r u c t i o n c l e a r l y provides guidance to the Group to 
a v a i l i t s e l f of the l a t e s t developments i n the f i e l d s of seismology, data processing 
and communications, i n order that the i n t e r n a t i o n a l exchange of seismic data might be 
as e f f i c i e n t and as productive as p o s s i b l e . I f t h i s i s i n question, then t h i s 
Committee should discuss the matter. The objections of some delegations to the use 
of the a v a i l a b l e technology have the e f f e c t of imposing a r t i f i c i a l f i l t e r s on the 
exchange of data, and c l e a r l y hamper the work of the Group. My delegation i s deeply 
concerned about t h i s . I hope that i t v.dll be p o s s i b l e f o r the Group of S c i e n t i f i c 
Experts, i n t h e i r e f f o r t s between now and t h e i r next meeting envisioned f o r t h i s 
summer, t c work c l o s e l y together on the basis of b r i n g i n g i n t o t h e i r t h i r d report 
to t h i s Committee a f u l l treatment of these developments. A number of States which 
have been p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the work of the Group have invested a considerable amount 
of time and of money w i t h a view to making t h i s system the best a v a i l a b l e . The 
United States has supported these e f f o r t s , and, as I have stated before t h i s 
Committee i n my address on 25 February, w i l l continue to do so, so long as these 
e f f o r t s are u s e f u l . I t i s our f i r m vievr that they are and should continue to be so. 

Mr. ISSRAELYAH (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Russian): 
Mr. Chairman, I should a l s o l i k e to express the g r a t i t u d e of the Soviet delegation to 
the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts, l i r . E r i c s s o n , f o r the u s e f u l 
work which has been dene. We have no o b j e c t i o n tc t a k i n g note of the report but 
would l i k e tc make an observation about the- o r g a n i z a t i o n of the vrork of the Committee, 
i n p a r t i c u l a r as regards the d i s c u s s i o n of t h i s r e p o r t . The question, as i s c l e a r from 
the statements of a пглпЬег c f delegations, i s cne of considerable importance to them 
and, obviously, t c others. For some reason \re began d i s c u s s i n g t h i s report at 
10 minutes to one, and as a r e s u l t the d i s c u s s i o n has been r a t h e r hasty and 
u n s a t i s f a c t o r y . I vrould e a r n e s t l y request "t^at f o r the f u t u r e , p r o v i s i o n should be 
made i n the Committee's plan of work f o r the d i s c u s s i o n of the report so t h a t , l i l c e 
some of my n e i ^ b o u r s , we can have behind us our experts v;ho can give us information 
cn c e r t a i n questions which have now a r i s e n i n t h e i r absence, a s i t u a t i o n which i s i n 
my view not only i n e f f i c i e n t but also even not e n t i r e l y e t h i c a l . I t i s obvious, 
t h e r e f o r e , that i n the future we must arrange f o r the d i s c u s s i o n of the report on 
t h i s subject to be held on a s p e c i f i e d date and not i n t h i s h u r r i e d , truncated way, 
and more p a r t i c u l a r l y not i n an emotional fashion, but s e r i o u s l y , and vrith the 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n of experts. We s h a l l c l e a r l y have to r e v e r t to t h i s subject. I 
have heard c e r t a i n reservations and comments being made, but f r a n k l y I d i d not 
altogether understand f o r whom they were intended. 
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The СНА1ШШ\Г ( t r a n s l a t e d from French); I thanlc the representative of the 
Soviet IFnion. I have taken good jiote c f h i s statement and I repeat that the > 
Committee can at i t s next plenary meeting, i f i t so wishes, consider and discuss 
the report f u r t h e r . I f there are no other commeats i n t h i s connection, I should 
l i k e — and I am t r y i n g to i n t e r p r e t the f e e l i n g s of the Committee — to thank 
Dr. E r i c s s o n very v;arraly f o r h i s p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n t h i s meeting and f o r .the 
e f f e c t i v e , competent and balanced wa.y i n which he has been c a r r y i n g cut. h i s 
d e l i c a t e task as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts. 

The s e c r e t a r i a t has c i r c u l a t e d among ycu today,* at тпу request, an informal 
document containing a time-table f o r the meetings of the Committee and i t s 
s u b s i d i a r y bodies next week. As u s u a l , t h i s i s p u r e l y i n d i c a t i v e , and can be 
amended l a t e r , i f necessary, i n accordance with the reqi^irements of cur v;ork. 
I should l i k e to give the Committee some explanations about c e r t a i n items i n the 
time-ta,ble. A short informal meeting could be held cn Tuesday, a f t e r our plenary 
meeting, to enable Ambassador J a i p a l , Secretary of the Committee and Personal 
Representative of the Secretary-General, to make a statement w i t h respect to 
documentation and other matters i n suspense on which the Committee w i l l l a t e r 
ha.ve to take a d e c i s i o n . 

I t i s suggested that cn F r i d a y afternoon, 26 March, we hold an informal 
meeting on the question of methods f o r the consideration of the composition of the 
Committee, which would be follov;ed by a meeting of the Ad Hoc •./orking Group on 
R a d i o l o g i c a l V/eapons, as requested by the Chairman of that Group. As you may 
r e c a l l , I had suggested that the f i r s t informal meeting on item 7 of the agenda, 
e n t i t l e d , 'Trevention o f a n arms race i n outer space", should be held on 26 March, 
but since that date w i l l be devoted to the problem c f the composition of the 
Committee, I suggest the date 50 March f o r the f i r s t informal meeting on item 7 , 
l e a v i n g the date of the second informal meeting o n that subject to be announced 
l a t e r . 

I am glad to be able to iniorm the Committee that — althoxigh up to now we 
have t r i e d to avoid having simultaneous meetings on our time-table — i n view of 
the increased pressure of our v/ork, the s e c r e t a r i a t has been able to arrange f o r 
the Committee to have at i t s d i s p o s a l , a s from next w e e k , i f the need a r i s e s , a 
f u r t h e r conference room vrith f u l l i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s e r v i c e . 

I f there are no o b j e c t i o n s , I s h a l l consider that the Committee agrees to t h i s 
time-table. 

I t was s o decided. 

The С Ш У Ш Ш Т ( t r a n s l a t e d from French): I should l i k e to inform the Committee 
that I have had informal consultations on the subject of a d r a f t i n g group to 
formulate the mandate c f a p o s s i b l e s u b s i d i a r y body on item 1 of our agenda. As a 
r e s u l t o f my c o n s u l t a t i o n I have come to the conclusion that there i s agreement on 
the establishment of a d r a f t i n g group consi.'sting of B r a z i l , B u l g a r i a , the German 
Democratic Republic, I n d i a , Japan, N i g e r i a , the United States of .America and 
Yugoslavia. A s i s the custom of the Committee, the meetings o f the d r a f t i n g group 
w i l l be open to ether members of the Committee. 
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The drafting group V 7 i l l hold i t s f i r s t meeting, under my chairmanship, 
tomorrow, Friday, 19 March, at 11 a.m. in the conference room on the sixth floor. 

The, Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of 
Disarmament hsus-asked me to announce that the contact group on measures w i l l meet 
this afternoon at 3.ЗО in conference room No, I, and that the-meeting of the 
Working Group w i l l begin at 5 o'clock this afternoon, here in the Council Chamber. 

The next plenary meeting of the Committee on disarmament w i l l be held on 
Tuesday, 23 March, at 10 a,m. because v;e already have a long l i s t of spesùcers. 
The meeting is adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 1.30 p.m. 
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The CHAIRMAN (t r a n s l a t e d from French); I declare open the 1 6 5 t h plenary 
meeting of the Committee on Disarmament. 

The Committee today begins consideration of item 4 of i t s agenda, "Chemical 
weapons". However, i n accordance with r u l e 50 of the r u l e s of procedure, members 
wishing to make statements on any other subject relevant to the work-of the Committee 
are free to do so. 

I have on my l i s t of speakers f o r today the representatives of the German 
Democratic Republic, the United Kingdom, Poland, N i g e r i a , Romania, Kenya and 
Switzerland. 

I now give the f l o o r to the f i r s t spealcer on ray l i s t , the representative of the 
German Democratic Republic, His Excellency Ambassador Herder. 

Mr. HERDER (German Democratic Republic); Today t h i s Committee takes up item 4 
of i t s a g e n d a — t h e p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons. There i s no need to elaborate 
on the necessity and importance of a ban on chemical weapons. This was done time 
and again here i n Geneva during the 1960s and 1 9 7 0 s . There i s at l e a s t one h i s t o r i c a l 
analogy: as at the beginning of the 1 9 7 0 s , we seem to be again at a crossroads. 
Owing to the a t t i t u d e of some VJestern pov/ers, the only r e s u l t 20 years ago was the 
B i o l o g i c a l Weapons Convention, while no comprehensive ban on b i o l o g i c a l and chemical 
weapons was achieved. Today, having to choose between the binary route and the 
chemical disarmament route, one important '..'estern power has embarked upon the f i r s t 
one. I t i s planned to spend b i l l i o n s of d o l l a r s on s t a r t i n g the production of a new 
generation of chemical vieapons. A f t e r years of hope, we seem to be now on the 
brink of a nei; arms race v/hich w i l l s e r i o u s l y a f f e c t disarmament ne g o t i a t i o n s . Now, 
i t i s only too obvious that the aim of a slanderous campaign on the alleged use of 
chemical weapons c a r r i e d out during recent years v;as to prepare the climate f o r a 
new turn i n the arms s p i r a l . 

The production of a new generation of chemical v/sapons i s part and parcel of the 
so - c a l l e d rearmament process i n i t i a t e d some years ago by the United States. 
A c t u a l l y , a f t e r medium-range m i s s i l e s such as the Pershing 2 and land-based c r u i s e 
m i s s i l e s , and nuclear neutron weapons, binary weapons are the t h i r d step i n t h i s 
programme. These up to now three components of the rearmament programme of NATO 
seem to have at l e a s t one t h i n g i n common: whereas these weapons are to be produced 
beyond the A t l a n t i c Ocean, i t i s planned to deploy them i n western Europe. Not to 
mention that the implementation of ideas to equip long-range c r u i s e m i s s i l e s with 
binary munitions would add a new dimension to chemical warfare. 

Already today, m i l i t a r y planners leave no doubt that the s t o r i n g of binary 
weapons on the t e r r i t o r y of i t s producer country would be of l i t t l e u t i l i t y . There 
are plans to deploy these dangerous weapons as near as possible to the future 
"theatre of chemical warfare", i . e . c e n t r a l Europe. Projects f o r the s t a t i o n i n g 
of these weapons i n the western neighbourhood of the German Democratic Republic are 
of immediate concern to ray country. 

I t i s not d i f f i c u l t to foresee the devastating r e s u l t s the use of these chemical 
weapons vrould have i n densely populated c e n t r a l Europe. Therefore i t i s only too 
understandable that not only the broad masses of the people but a l s o some Western 
Governments r e j e c t United States plans to deploy new chemical weapons on t h e i r 
t e r r i t o r i e s . 
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Let nobody be deceived by arguments a l l e g i n g that binary weapons";are"'»iTiJpaal'' 
chemical weapons to be treated on a "business as usual" way. The opposite i s t r u e . 
The production and deployment of binary weapons i s fraught with negative 
implicatiohis f o r disarmament negotiations 

Iri working paper CD/253, the delegations of seven s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , among 
them that o f the German Democratic Republic, substantiated the assessment that binary 
v/eapons w i l l create a new s i t u a t i o n with regard to our work. E s p e c i a l l y two aspects 
of binary weapons seem to be relevant i n t h i s regard: 

F i r s t l y , some s p e c i a l p r o p e r t i e s appear to make binary weapons very a t t r a c t i v e to 
m i l i t a r y planners and to enhance the general i n t e r e s t i n chemical weapons, which 
f a c t s tend to f u e l the arms build-up. And nobody r e a l l y knows what i s s t i l l i n 
"Pandora's box". 

As f a r as the "advantages" of b i n a r i e s are concerned which make them so 
a t t r a c t i v e to the m i l i t a r y and i n d u s t r i a l complex i n some c o u n t r i e s , we see the 
e a s i e r handling o f these weapons, the i n c r e a s i n g number of poisons which can 
p o t e n t i a l l y be used f o r chemical v e r f a r e , the lower costs of producing, s t o r i n g and 
t r a n s p o r t i n g binary vieapons, and others. 

Secondly, the production of binary weapons i s l i k e l y to undermine the search f o r a 
chemical weapons agreement since i t complicates or even f o i l s the e l a b o r a t i o n of 
adequate v e r i f i c a t i o n techniques. Thus, with regard to v e r i f i c a t i o n , a completely 
new s i t u a t i o n has emerged with the development and production of binary chemical 
weapons. Already some years ago, responsible s c i e n t i s t s had emphasized t h i s aspect. 
In 1975 the SIPRI p u b l i c a t i o n Chemical disarmament - new weapons f o r o l d stated t h a t 
"binary weapons are, i n e f f e c t , m i n i a t u r i z e d nerve-gas production p l a n t s . The 
problems which they represent f o r v e r i f i c a t i o n are therefore analogous to those of 
moth-balled nerve-gas f a c t o r i e s , with the important exception that t h e i r l o c a t i o n s 
are u n l i k e l y to be detectable by any form of e x t r a - t e r r i t o r i a l s u r v e i l l a n c e . 
Host of the v e r i f i c a t i o n procedures which have so f a r been proposed v / i l l thus have 
great d i f f i c u l t y i n e s t a b l i s h i n g whether b i n a r i e s do or do not e x i s t w i t h i n a 
p a r t i c u l a r country. The appearance of b i n a r i e s has therefore had the consequence 
of removing much of the value from e x i s t i n g v e r i f i c a t i o n s t u d i e s ; i t has necessitated 
an expansion of these studies i n t o areas that have not been e x t e n s i v e l y explored". 
Unfortunately, at the ti.ne when binary weapons viere s t i l l i n the developmental 
stage, the chance f o r precluding t h e i r f u l l - s c a l e production was missed because of 
only too viell-knovm reasons. Today, as i n other cases, too, we have to note that 
the m i l i t a r y use of the l a t e s t achievements of science and technology has outpaced 
our negotiations i n which we are t r y i n g to f i n d s o l u t i o n s f o r ageing weapons. 
These s o l u t i o n s are l i k e l y to be rendered meaningless by the production and 
deployment of binary vreapons. 

This process must be stopped. While continuing our negotiations on a 
m u l t i l a t e r a l chemical weapons convention as a matter of high p r i o r i t y , we should 
explore other p o s s i b i l i t i e s as w e l l i/hich could contribute to an e a r l y h a l t to the 
chemical arms race. 

Of s p e c i a l importance i n t h i s regard i s the appeal contained i n 
r e s o l u t i o n 36/96 В of the United Nations General Assembly. This r e s o l u t i o n c a l l e d 
upon a l l States to r e f r a i n from any a c t i o n which could impede negotiations on the 
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p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons. States should s p e c i f i c a l l y r e f r a i n from the 
production and deployment of binary and other new types of chemical x^eapons as 
w e l l as from s t a t i o n i n g chemical weapons i n those States where such weapons do 
not e x i s t at present. 

The Implementation of t h i s appeal would, without doubt, promote our e f f o r t s 
here In the Committee on Disarmament to deal with a l l aspects of the p r o h i b i t i o n 
of chemical weapons. 

During recent years, considerable progress has been achieved i n the Ad Hoc 
Working Group on Chemical Weapons. As a r e s u l t of the able guidance of t h i s group 
by I t s previous chairmen. Ambassador Sujka of Poland i s now i n a p o s i t i o n to b u i l d 
upon the "Elements" elaborated i n the past. We welcome and support h i s e f f o r t s to 
achieve a new q u a l i t y i n the work of the Group. Ue believe i t i s time to proceed, 
i n accordance with the mandate, to a c t u a l d r a f t i n g . The above-mentioned Elements 
as w e l l as proposals concerning the scope of p r o h i b i t i o n tabled i n recent weeks by 
d i f f e r e n t delegations provide a sound basis f o r t h i s . This endeavour should not 
be hampered by d i f f e r e n c e s of opinion w i t h regard to some questions. Moreover, a l l 
e f f o r t s should be made to a r r i v e at reasonable compromise formulas. 

This a p p l i e s to v e r i f i c a t i o n p r o v i s i o n s as w e l l . ' Sometimes we hear arguments 
that the s o c i a l i s t countries are not i n t e r e s t e d i n r e a l v e r i f i c a t i o n measures and 
are only prepared to accept measures of " s e l f - c o n t r o l " . To the contrary, as 
regards v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance with a future chemical v/eapons convention, we 
contemplate a v a r i e t y of d i f f e r e n t methods and procedures, the core of which 
co n s i s t s of the f o l l o w i n g three main elements: 

F i r s t l y , a n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n system. I t i s our b e l i e f that i t i s i n the f i r s t 
Instance up t o the States p a r t i e s themselves to enforce the o b l i g a t i o n s undertaken 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l l y on t h e i r own n a t i o n a l t e r r i t o r i e s and a l s o to give some assurance 
to other p a r t i e s that these o b l i g a t i o n s are being complied with. No I n t e r n a t i o n a l 
organization can r e l i e v e a State party of t h i s o b l i g a t i o n . In the German Democratic 
Republic, the chemical industry i s c e n t r a l l y planned and managed. This provic'es 
e x c e l l e n t conditions f o r our Government to ensure compliance with a chemical 
xieapons convention by a l l chemical e n t e r p r i s e s . 

The establishment of a n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l system i s , of course, the prerogative 
of the countries concerned. But t h i s should not prevent us from introducing some 
recommendations about such a system i n a chemical weapons convention. I t was 
s a t i s f a c t o r y to my delegation that our ideas i n t h i s connection found t h e i r 
r e f l e c t i o n i n the Elements drafted under the guidance of Ambassador Lidgard l a s t 
year. At the same time, we cannot but deplore the f a c t that i n working paper CD/244 
tabled by the United Kingdom delegation, v i r t u a l l y no r o l e has been envisaged f o r a 
n a t i o n a l . v e r i f i c a t i o n system. 

Secondly, n a t i o n a l t e c h n i c a l means of v e r i f i c a t i o n could play a u s e f u l r o l e i n 
monitoring compliance with a chemical weapons ban. These means should be used i n 
accordance with the generally recognized p r i n c i p l e s of i n t e r n a t i o n a l . l a w . 

A great body of i n t e r e s t i n g data and assessments has been assembled i n many 
working papers tabled over the years i n t h i s Committee and i t s predecessors. These 
papers show the great v e r i f i c a t i o n p o t e n t i a l inherent i n n a t i o n a l t e c h n i c a l means. 
Here I would only l i k e to draw your a t t e n t i o n to v/orking papers CCD/571 and CCD/502 
tabled by the United Kingdom, CCD/533 by the Netherlands, CCD/538 and CCD/539 by the 
USSR and CCD/344 and CCD/577 by F i n l a n d . So, i n United Kingdom document CCD/502 i t 
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was stated that once a r e l i a b l e i n d i c a t i o n of an infringement of a convention had, 
been obtained by n a t i o n a l t e c h n i c a l means, then a case f o r o n - s i t e i n s p e c t i o n would 
be g r e a t l y strengthened. 

T h i r d l y , we envisage an i n t e r n a t i o n a l complaints procedure i n v o l v i n g a c o n s u l t a t i v e 
committee, c e r t a i n i a t e r n a t i o n a l procedures o f c o n s u l t a t i o n and co-operation w i t h i n 
the united Nations, and the S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l . To e s t a b l i s h the a c t u a l s t a t e of 
a f f a i r s i n case of s u s p i c i o n concerning compliance with the convention, relevant 
information might be requested and some form of v e r i f i c a t i o n by challenge could be 
used. In g e n e r a l , p a r t i e s could exchange d i f f e r e n t kinds of data necessary f o r 
assessing compliance with the convention by other p a r t i e s . 

In view of the character of the modern chemical i n d u s t r y , regular and permanent 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l o n-site inspections can only very marginally add to the e f f e c t i v e n e s s 
of a v e r i f i c a t i o n system. But they would be connected with serious p o l i t i c a l , 
economic, t e c h n i c a l and f i n a n c i a l problems which would more than outweigh t h e i r 
l i m i t e d value. This concern was very eloquently stated i n the Committee on 
Disarmament three years ago by the former A u s t r a l i a n representative. 
Ambassador S i r James P l i m s o l l , whom I would l i k e to quote: 

"Problems of v e r i f i c a t i o n a r i s e i n acute forms because so much of 
chemical capacity and of chemicals themselves can be used f o r d i f f e r e n t 
purposes. There are going to be l i m i t a t i o n s on the value of i n s p e c t i o n . 
To inspect a l l chemical productive capacity would involve a whole army of 
people — an enormous number of people. The problems of preserving i n d u s t r i a l 
s e c r e t s , commercial secrets as w e l l as s e c u r i t y s e c r e t s , are very considerable. 
One has to ask oneself how d e t a i l e d an i n s p e c t i o n i s going to be j u s t i f i a b l e 
e i t h e r i n r e s u l t s or i n cost, because i t i s not j u s t production that w i l l have 
to be looked a t , i t i s a l s o the ultimate use. Chemicals can be stored perhaps 
f o r years and then be a v a i l a b l e f o r use i n chemical weapons." (CD/PV .44, p. 20) 

On the other hand, i t i s d i f f i c u l t to agree with the conclusion o f 
Ambassador S i r James P l i m s o l l that i t would take years to work out a l l these t h i n g s . 
This approach as w e l l as the approach that the v e r i f i c a t i o n means should determine 
the scope o f p r o h i b i t i o n would e n d l e s s l y postpone the conclusion of a chemical 
weapons convention. 

In the same way we have to recognize the problems stressed i n 1978 by the former 
representative of Japan, Ambassador Ogiso, who stated that "since the threshold t o 
be applied to chemical agents to be banned and v e r i f i c a t i o n procedures f o r d u a l -
purpose agents i n v o l v e t e c h n i c a l , s p e c i a l i z e d and complicated problems, each country 
i s concerned over the strong p o s s i b i l i t y that such v e r i f i c a t i o n procedures may 
obtrude upon i t s chemical i n d u s t r i e s f o r peaceful uses, and therefore needs t o 
conduct d e t a i l e d examinations i n r e l a t i o n t o n a t i o n a l laws and r e g u l a t i o n s " . 
(CCD/PV .8OI, pp. 2 5 - 2 6 ) 

Having these problems i n mind, one may ask i f the p r i v a t e corporations of some 
States asking f o r i n t r u s i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l i n s p e c t i o n are ready to accept these 
c o n t r o l s . The Canadian document CD/167 provides a u s e f u l a n a l y s i s of the pros and 
cons of s e v e r a l v e r i f i c a t i o n methods. This document, iry. our Judgement, very much 
shows the advantages of a v e r i f i c a t i o n system based on a combination of the three 
main elements l i s t e d above. 

I t h i n k the whole complex of v e r i f i c a t i o n methods a v a i l a b l e and p o s s i b l e , 
ranging from n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l to some i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n by challenge. 
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provides a high degree of assurance that a v i o l a t i o n of a chei.iical weapons 
convention could be detected. I t i s highly doubtful that a m i l i t a r i l y important 
v i o l a t i o n could be concealed. So, we should be very reasonable and not lose ourselves 
i n a l a b y r i n t h of t e c h n i c a l d e t a i l s , f o r g e t t i n g about our ultimate aim i n t h i s 
regard — a convention on the complete p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons containing 
adequate procedures f o r v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance with i t . 

Before concluding my statement allow me, Mr. Chairman, soma general remarks 
concerning v e r i f i c a t i o n . Certain representatives, p a r t i c u l a r l y from Uestern 
c o u n t r i e s , t h i s year again have come out with ideas to put mora emphasis on 
consideration of the s o - c a l l e d v e r i f i c a t i o n question. In t h i s connection we have 
again witnessed i n t h i s h a l l attempts to m i s i n t e r p r e t the stand of s o c i a l i s t 
countries towards v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance with agreements on arms l i m i t a t i o n and 
disarmament. I t has been all e g e d that s o c i a l i s t c o untries underrated v e r i f i c a t i o n , 
and were even not ready to j o i n far-reaching v e r i f i c a t i o n measures. As a matter of 
f a c t , we are no l e s s than other countries i n t e r e s t e d i n v e r i f i c a t i o n . The basic 
p r i n c i p l e s of our approach to these questions were c l e a r l y o u t l i n e d here on 
31 I"1arch 19З1 by the representative of the USSR, Ambassador V. I s s r a e l y a n . This 
approach i s f u l l y based on the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament which i n paragraph 31 and other parts contains 
c l e a r provisions on v e r i f i c a t i o n . Ue a l s o agree with the view of the Indian 
delegation r e f l e c t e d i n working paper CD/209 "that i t would be wrong to make a 
f e t i s h of v e r i f i c a t i o n . I t would be equally wrong to devise or e s t a b l i s h a 
machinery of c o n t r o l s i n the absence of genuine measures of arras l i m i t a t i o n or 
disarmament. To do that would be l i k e p u t t i n g the c a r t before the horse. There 
can be no merit, e i t h e r , i n s t e r i l e and abstract discussions of the complexities 
of v e r i f i c a t i o n i s s u e s , kinds of v e r i f i c a t i o n régimes, or i n s t r e s s i n g the need f o r 
some kind of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n o r g a n i z a t i o n , without reference to any 
concrete measure of r e a l disarmament or serious arms l i m i t a t i o n " . 

Yet i t i s j u s t t h i s c l e a r r e l a t i o n s h i p between disarmament and v e r i f i c a t i o n 
measures which was neglected i n recent statements about "far-reaching v e r i f i c a t i o n 
measures". A c t u a l l y we were t o l d a l o t about "balanced agreements", "transparency" 
and confidence-building measures, but v i r t u a l l y nothing was s a i d about r e a l 
disarmament measures, lie subscribe to the view stated i n the above-mentioned Indian 
liorking paper that " i t i s u n i v e r s a l l y recognized that strong p o l i t i c a l w i l l i s a 
p r e r e q u i s i t e to reaching agreement on any s i g n i f i c a n t or meaningful measure in,the 
f i e l d of disarmament. Once such p o l i t i c a l w i l l has been b u i l t up, i t v i i l l not be 
d i f f i c u l t , and c e r t a i n l y not beyond human ingenuity, to devise c o n t r o l s appropriate 
to any requirement i n the f i e l d of disarmament, no matter how complex i t may be". 

Let me b r i e f l y r a i s e two f u r t h e r p o l i t i c a l questions c l o s e l y connected with 
v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

F i r s t l y , we proceed from the c o n v i c t i o n that i t should be the o b j e c t i v e of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n measures to provide assurance that the corresponding agreement i s 
observed by a l l p a r t i e s , thus enhancing confidence i n the agreement and a t t r a c t i n g 
•other States to adhere to i t . 

On the other hand, a c e r t a i n minimum of confidence i s necessary as a basis f o r 
devising an e f f e c t i v e v e r i f i c a t i o n system. Thus, i t was not by chance that i n the 
1970s when détente p r e v a i l e d , s a t i s f a c t o r y s o l u t i o n s to some v e r i f i c a t i o n problems 
were found. Then a l l p a r t i e s agreed that these procedures worked v r e l l . 

In recent years we have heard accusations concerning the compliance of 
s o c i a l i s t States with c e r t a i n agreements on arms l i m i t a t i o n . I t i s d i f f i c u l t 
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to see how the p i c t u r e should have chanrjed i n some years' tiuie. Moreover, one may 
ask i f these accusations j u s t conceal the i n t e n t i o n to c a l l i n t o doubt the usefulness 
of curbing the arms race by mutual agreement. 

In general we proceed from the c o n v i c t i o n that norioâl r e l a t i o n s between States 
based on détente and r e c o g n i t i o n of mutual i n t e r e s t are very.conducive to the' 
elabo r a t i o n of r e l i a b l e v e r i f i c a t i o n procedures, whereas a p o l i c y aggravating 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l tension and enhancing s u s p i c i o n i s not l i k e l y to promote the 
agreement on far-reaching v e r i f i c a t i o n measures. Can vejpificàtion under these 
circumstances r e a l l y be a s u b s t i t u t e f o r t r u s t ? Furthermore, in" d i s c u s s i n g 
v e r i f i c a t i o n questions, should we not a l s o take i n t o account the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
law of t r e a t i e s ? Uhy should a given country enter i n t o a disarmament agreement 
i f i t intends to v i o l a t e i t ? Why should a party v i o l a t e a c e r t a i n agreement, thus 
r i s k i n g i t s i n t e r n a t i o n a l c r e d i b i l i t y , i f i t could e a s i l y withrlravj from i t , using 
the r e l e v a n t t r e a t y provisions? 

Secondly, i t i s obvious .that v e r i f i c a t i o n c a p a b i l i t i e s are i n a continuous race w i t h 
changing m i l i t a r y technology.which by such features as m i n i a t u r i z a t i o n , m o b i l i t y , 
deployment methods and so on undercut the p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r making s p e c i a l 
disarmament measures v e r i f i a b l e . One may c i t e , such examples as land- and sea-based 
c r u i s e m i s s i l e s , c e r t a i n plans f o r MX deployment, binary i/eapons and other systems. 
For example, land-based c r u i s e m i s s i l e s r e s i s t v e r i f i c a t i o n as the launchers are 
small and mobile. In t h i s regard one may agree \7ith John llewhouse, a former 
A s s i s t a n t D i r e c t o r of the United States Arras Control and Disarmament Agency, who 
wrote that "there i s no need f o r such weapons. They may vary i / e l l r;ive the arms 
competition another dimension,, Once deployed, there w i l l be no r e l i a b l e way f o r the 
other side to count them. The .Administration says i t will deploy s e v e r a l hundred 
c r u i s e m i s s i l e s . I f the Soviets s a i d the same t h i n g , one v/ould assume eventual 
deployment of thousands". I t should be q u i t e c l e a r that such weapon developments as-
c r u i s e m i s s i l e s threaten to undermine the very basis f o r disarraaiaent t a l k s — a f a c t 
which was so eloquently described here by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Sweden, 
¡•1rs. Thorsson, some weeks a.go. The example of the c r u i s e m i s s i l e s snows that the 
protagonists of ihe q u a l i t a t i v e arras race and of " f a r - r e a c h i n g " ' V e r i f i c a t i o n msasures 
are i d e n t i c a l . I t i s d i f f i c u l t to understand how one can, on the one hand, reduce 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l confidence by c r e a t i n g new and u n v e r i f i a b l e weapon systems and, on the 
other hand, demand " e f f e c t i v e " v e r i f i c a t i o n measures rendered impossible by the 
foregoing. Furthermore, here again there i s an attempt as usual to apply a double 
standard i n v e r i f i c a t i o n questions: v;hereas s o c i a l i s t countries could not be t r u s t e d , 
the i n s i n u a t i o n i s that one's own trustworthiness i s always out of the question. 

Let me summarize our views on v e r i f i c a t i o n : the German Democratic Republic, 
l i k e other s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , stands f o r s t r i c t v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance with 
concrete measures i n the disarmament f i e l d . V e r i f i c a t i o n measures should enhance 
confidence i n those agreements, thereby promoting the disarmament process; Iri t h i s 
sense my delegation i s ready to play an a c t i v e and c o n s t r u c t i v e part i n the 
e l a b o r a t i o n o f v e r i f i c a t i o n measures connected with concrete steps of arms l i m i t a t i o n 
and disarmament. But the Committee on Disarmament should not be involved i n an 
a b s t r a c t v e r i f i c a t i o n d i s c u s s i o n d i v e r t i n g i t s a t t e n t i o n from substantive disarmament 
problems. 
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r i r . д1ДД1Ш1АУЕЗ (United ¡ancdom): i l r . Chairman, my remarks t h i s morning w i l l 
be c h i e f l y d i r e c t e d to item 4 of our agenda, namely. Chemical weapons. But I vish, 
however, f i r s t to r e f e r b r i e f l y to items 1 and 2 of our agenda, that i s , a Nuclear 
t e s t ban and the Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disa.rm£iment. 

V/hen I spoke i n the Committee on 11 ilarch, I welcomed t h e announcement by the 
United States delegation that i t xíould be prepared to j o i n i n a consensus to set 
up a s u b s i d i a r y body to study issues connected \j±th a nuclear t e s t ban. Since that 
time a number of delegations liave sought c l a r i f i c a t i o n on a number of aspects of 
my own delegation's p o s i t i o n . The questions which have been put to us m.erit a 
considered resj « 3 n s e , a n d I hope that the delegations concerned w i l l understand when 
I say that I do not f e e l that i t \;ould be appropriate to attempt to answer them 
i n d e t a i l today wli i l e t h e mandate f o r the s u b s i d i a r y body i s s t i l l under n e g o t i a t i o n . 
As I said on 11 March, ray delegation hopes that че can proceed r a p i d l y to reach 
agreement on a mandate f o r a working group — or whatever other form of s u b s i d i a r y 
body maiy be acceptable to the Committee — i n order that i t can begin functioning' 
without delay. Having entrusted you, Hr. Chairman, and a number of our colleagues 
with the form-ulation of a mandate, I a l s o b e l i e v e that i t vrould be inappropriate 
f o r me today to make a d e t a i l e d statement concerning the p o s i t i o n of my delegation 
on these matters. 

However, these considerations need not prevent me from responding to the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of India by saying that we do indeed recognize that the 
v i t a l s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s of non-nuclear-vreapon States are a f f e c t e d by matters 
r e l a t i n g to nuclear vreapons and that we do indeed sympathize vrith and even share 
many of these concerns. The Committee on Disarmament provides an i m p o r t c U i t forum 
i n vihich the views of the non-nuclear-weapon States can be made kno\rn. But as 
CD/180, the document prepared by the Group of 21 to which the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
representative of I n d i a r e f e r r e d , i t s e l f acknowledges, "the nuclear-vreapon States, 
i n p a r t i c u l a r those among them •irhich possess the most important nuclear arsenals, 
bear a s p e c i a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y " . I t i s f o r that reason that I said i n my statement 
of 11 February that my Government attaches the highest importance to progress 
i n negotiations bet\-reen the United States of America and the Soviet Union on l i m i t i n g 
intermediate nuclear f o r c e s and that vre also looked forvrard to the opening of the 
s t r a t e g i c arms reduction t a l k s , Wo hope that progress i n these t a l k s lead to 
progress i n other areas of a r m s c o n t r o l endeavour i n which the vrork of t h i s Committee 
should f i g u r e s u b s t a n t i a l l y . 

Turning novr to the subject of chemical weapons, upon v/hich the Committee has 
j u s t concluded a vreek of i n t e n s i v e c o n s u l t a t i o n s , I intend to look at some issues 
which have come up during t h e discussions i n the Ad Hoc Workiix;; Group, and i n the 
meetings of chemical weapons experts. This pragmatic approach s e ems to be the 
appropriate one at the stage \rhen we have started vrork on the elaboration of a 
convention, 

I should l i k e f i r s t to look at the work under vray i n the Ad Hoc V/orking Group 
under Ambassador Sujka's chairmanship and to consider hovr vre envisr^e the work 
o f the Group developing i n the next fevr vreeks before our spring session comes to 
a c l o s e , I-ly delegation accepts and indeed welcomes the working method which has 
been adopted i n the Group by Ambassador Sujka, namely, that delegations should 
attempt to put t h e i r vievrs on p a r t i c u l a r p o i n t s i n t o concrete terms i n the shape 
o f d r a f t elements. I believe that t h i s i s a good method f o r the stage which we 
have now reached, since we have had ample opportunity i n the l a s t t ;ro years of 
the Working Group's l i f e to hear the argimientation behind each delegation's p o i n t 
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of view; the next step i s quite c l e a r l y to see how p a r t i c u l a r p o i n t s uiight appear 
i n a convention. I vould note, hovever, that t h i s T,"-irk nethod. d-d to' .-îor.ë"c::tbn-L 
take delegations by s u r p r i s e . I b e l i e v e t l i i s v;as to be ex2-)ected, since i t i s one 
thing to make a ;.,eneral statement, and a:iother to t\irr. i t ..ntc -orccise t r e a t y l t y p e 
language. I do not, therefore, t h i n l : that shoala be aisccuraged by the 
r e l a t i v e l y slû\/ s t a r t of the work i n the Group, and I be l i e v e that i t s l a s t few 
meetings have begun to pic k ггр speed as délégations hav? had lacre t i n e to prepare 
the concrete contribtxtions requested by the Chairnian. 'fliis i s a good sign, , and 
my delegation looks forv/ard to seeinr, fui-thor proposals f o r d r a f t elenents before 
the end of the spring session. I f \;e can achieve t h i s much, we s h a l l have reason 
to be pleased with our '.;ог-к and vo s h a l l then be i n a p o s i t i o n , -..'hen tke summer 
session begins, to smalyso the various d r a f t s put lorviard i n order to i d e n t i f y 
the common ground which e x i s t s bcti.'oen them; o,nd -.here f u r t h e r substantive d i s c u s s i o n 
v ; i l l be required before agreement can be readied. 

In t h i s connection I do not be l i e v e i t woiûd help the pace of the Group's work 
i f i t were to attempt to produce a substantive report before the end of A p r i l . 
Instead, we would support a b r i e f report by the Chairmsin on the l i n e s of that given 
by Ambassador Lidgard at the same point i n the Committee's session l a s t year. Tliere 
w i l l , of course, need to be a passage on chemical ^:eapons i n the Committee's s p e c i a l 
report to the United Nations General Assembly's s p e c i a l session on disarmament. 
The report of the Committee to the s p e c i a l session v i i l l i n any case need to look 
back over the l a s t f o u r years. As f a r as chemical weapons are concerned, I thinlc 
delegations v / i l l agree that there i s cause f o r a p o s i t i v e assessment of the pace 
of work i n those l a s t f o u r years, p a r t i c u l a r l y since the establishment of the 
Ad Hoc V/orking Сгоггр i n 1980. 

I should nov7 l i k e to turn b r i e f l y to the United ICingdom working paper on 
v e r i f i c a t i o n aspects of a chemical weapons t r e a t y , c i r c u l a t e d as CD/244 and as 
Working Paper 26 of the Working Group. I am very g r a t e f u l to delegations f o r 
the many comments which they have made'on t h i s working paper, both i n the 
Working Group and p r i v a t e l y . I look for\;ard to i t s f u r t h e r d i s c u s s i o n i n the 
remaining sessii.as of the \/orking Group Icvoted to v e r i f i c a t i o n . One point has 
emerged from the d i s c u s s i o n of the United liingdcm pap:r -.rhich I thinlc i t miglit be 
h e l p f u l to respond to here. I l a r ^ delegations c l e a r l y f e e l that the f a c t that a 
p a r t i c u l a r proposal or p a r t i c u l a r course of a c t i o n lias not been included i n the . 
d r a f t elements contained i n CD/244 meanG that my Government opposes that p a r t i c u l a r 
course of a c t i o n or proposal, T l i i s i s not the case, -Tlie purpose of CD/244 was to 
change somevihat the emphasis contained i n the dreift elements attached to l a s t year's 
report of the Working Group, because m;;,'- delegation does not b e l i e v e that those 
elements give s u f f i c i e n t emphasis to i n t e r n a t i o n a l means of v e r i f i c a t i o n , Ily 
d eleg at ion i s not opposed to the ' i n c l u s i o n of a d d i t i o n a l language i n the elements, 
f o r example, on n a t i o n a l moans of v e r i f i c a t i o n or on the c o l l e c t i o n and exchange 
of data and information under the convention, subject, of course, to the language 
being- s a t i s f a c t o r y . V e v/ould i n f a c t welcome concrete proposals from other 
delegations to deal w i t h these p o i n t s . But we attach great importance to the 
balance between n a t i o n a l sjid i n t e r n a t i o n a l measures of v e r i f i c a t i o n wliich г;е have 
described i n CD/244. 

I should a l s o t h i s morning l i k e tc malee a few comments on the meetings of 
chemical weapons experts which were held l a s t week. As alv;ays, the presence of 
t e c h n i c a l expertise proved s t i m u l a t i n g w i t h i n the delegations, and helped us to focus 
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on the sureas where f u r t h e r work i s required before we can achieve a ban on chemical 
weapons. But I want to record a view which i s perhaps shared by other delegations, 
that, at l e a s t i n i t i a l l y , the meetings of the experts appeared to have l o s t some 
of the impetus w i t h which they began t h e i r work l a s t year. This was perhaps 
because the Working Group d i d not t e l l the experts c l e a r l y enough what was wanted 
from them. However, towards the end of the week the meetings picked up momentum 
again, and the Chairman's report which has Just emerged shows a s a t i s f y i n g degree 
of progress towards f i n d i n g s o l u t i o n s to some of the t e c h n i c a l problems associated 
with t o x i c i t y determinations. In order to ensvire that the meetings of experts 
continue to maintain t h i s momentm, my delegation b e l i e v e s that the V/orking Group 
should consider very c a r e f u l l y the l i s t of suggestions put fortiard l a s t week f o r 
f u r t h e r work on the t e c h n i c a l aspects of a chemical weapons convention and recorded 
i n the Chairman's report. We b e l i e v e that we have now reached the stage where i t 
would be usef-ul to widen the scope of the experts' meetings i n order to examine 
issues other than those r e l a t e d to t o x i c i t y c r i t e r i a . For example, i t would be 
u s e f u l to have a d i s c u s s i o n of the t e c h n i c a l aspects of the most basic p r o v i s i o n 
of a convention, namely, the d e s t r u c t i o n of s t o c k p i l e s , and the v e r i f i c a t i o n of 
t h e i r d e s t r u c t i o n . As f a r as t o x i c i t y c r i t e r i a are concerned, my delegation f e e l s 
that the Ad Hoc Working Group w i l l need to consider more c a r e f u l l y the s p e c i f i c 
purposes f o r which such c r i t e r i a w i l l be used i n a chemical vreapons convention 
before reqTiesting the experts to look again a t t h i s question. I should l i k e to 
record here my delegation's gratit\ide to Professor Rump of the P o l i s h delegation 
f o r h i s endeavours as Chairman of the meetings of experts. 

F i n a l l y , my delegation would l i k e to comment on the concern expressed r e c e n t l y 
by a number of delegations that because t o x i c chemicals can be prodiiced by the 
b i n a r y process, a new dimension has been added to our discussions. I thinlc we 
should give t h i s matter c a r e f u l c onsideration before reaching any conclusion of 
t h i s s o r t . I t i s c l e a r that binary vreapons w i l l need to be d e a l t vrith i n a 
chemical weapons convention because, i n common w i t h a l l other types of chemical 
weapons, t h e i r production and s t o c k p i l i n g w i l l be p r o h i b i t e d . But we question 
whether by t h e i r natxire binary weapons make problems of v e r i f i c a t i o n more d i f f i c u l t . 
The ccnrponents of Ыпаху weapons must be chemically very h i g h l y r e a c t i v e f o r them 
to be s u i t a b l e f o r use i n such weapons systems. I f the materials to be used are 
chemically h i g h l y r e a c t i v e , then storage problems f o r a t l e a s t one of the 
precursors w i l l be j u s t as serious as f o r other chemical warfare agents, and such 
precursors w i l l not be stored i n l a r g e amounts f o r c i v i l i a n use, A system of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n which included on-site inspections of a random sample of major 
chemical i n s t a l l a t i o n s , such as the United ICingdom has proposed i n CD/244, would 
thus be adeqviate to v e r i f y the non-production of binary weapons as \ r e l l as of 
other types of chemical weapons. Thus the problems of v e r i f i c a t i o n of e s s e n t i a l 
binary precursors w i l l be s i m i l a r to those of the v e r i f i c a t i o n of other l e t h a l 
agents, and i n f a c t l e s s d i f f i c u l t than the problems of dual-purpose chemicals 
such as hydrogen cyéuúde. We must not allow imaginary problems associated vrith 
b i n a r y agents to cause an unnecessary d i v e r s i o n i n oior work on a chemical weapons 
convention. 

We s h a l l hope to contribute f u r t h e r t h i n k i n g on t h i s p a r t i c u l a r l y important 
issue during the meetings of the Working Group. 
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I l r . SÜJIC/i (Poland): Llr. Chairman, nay J begin by o f f e r i n g you, on behalf of 
the delegation of Poland, our sincere congratulations on your ussumption of the 
c hairmnship of the Coinnittee on Dicarmanent f o r the month of l i x r c h . Together v i t h 

congratulations and best u i s h e s , I pledge to you, l l r . Chairman, the f u l l 
cu-operation and support o f m y delegation in'the discharge of your d u t i e s . 

I v;ould a l s o l i k e to tolce t h i s opportunity to express to Ambassador I k h a l l a t i 
of I r a n the high a p p r e c i a t i o n c f my delegation f o r the dedicated and competent way 
i n \;liich he chaired t h i s Committee i n Fobruarj''. 

r 
In a s p i r i t of f r i e n d s h i p and co-operation I welcome i n t h i s room our new 

colleagues, junbassador van Dongen of the Iietherlands and /i.-.jba3Sac:or Vejvoda of 
Czechoslovakia, 

Tlie Committee on rjisamamcnt i s considering during t h i s \;CC1C'G plenarj-
neetings item 4 of i t s agenda, that i s . Chemical \;eaponn. I \,'ould l i k e to demote 
ray i n t e r v e n t i o n today mainly to t h i s subject. But I a l s o intend to touch upon 
item 1 of the agenda, i n the l i g h t c f tho recent exchange of viei/s on t h i s subject 

'••be Committee on jjisarmament. 

Eesolutiohs З6/96 A and 36/96 В adopted during the t h i r t y - s i x t h session of 
the General Assembly of the United nations have been r i g h t l y i n t e r p r e t e d i n t h i s 
Committee by many speakers as a gro\;ing demnd on the part of the \;liole 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l community, conscious of the dangerous consequences of a ne\.' stage i n 
the development of chemical ueapons, to advance e f f e c t i v e l y the pace of negotiations 
on the complete p r o h i b i t i o n of the development, production and s t o c k p i l i n g of a l l 
chemical weapons and on t h e i r d e s t r u c t i o n . 

This Committee considered i t wise and p o s s i b l e to commence tho el a b o r a t i o n of 
a future convention t h i s year. This task has been entrusted to the Ad Hoc .V/orlcing 
Group r e - e s t a b l i s h e d a t the beginning of t h i s session with a revised mandate, 
a u t h o r i z i n g the Group to elaborate such a convention, taking i n t o account a l l 
e x i s t i n g proposals and future i n i t i a t i v e . - ' ' , 

The Ad Hoc Uorlcing Group on Chemical Weapons has at i t s d i s p o s a l the r e s u l t s 
of years-long b i l a t e r a l and m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations and d i s c u s s i o n s , countless 
v/orlcing papers and d r a f t p r o v i s i o n s , elaborated by the Conference of the Committee 
on Disarmament and now by the Committee i t s e l f . They have been brought to t h i s 
n e g o t i a t i n g table and they r e f l e c t the d i f f e r i n g p o s i t i o n s of the p a r t i c i p a t i n g 
States, These i n c l u d e , i n t e r a l i a , the r e s u l t s of the \/ork on d e f i n i n g isi^ues and 
s t r u c t u r i n g the b a s i s f o r a future convention underti-lren by the 'Jerking Group i n 
I98O under the e f f e c t i v e l e a d e r s h i i i of iimbassador 01:а\л?. which ore, i n f a c t , 
formulated i n document C D / 2 2 0 , that i s , i n the report of the IJorking Group on i t s 
work i n 1 5 8 I under the s l c i l l e d leadership of Ambtiocador r:idg.ard. 

Document СЭ/220 contains the basic elements f o r a future convention, together 
with comments r e f l e c t i n g the d i l l e r i n g vic\'ü of •.n.'iv'.vlù: ] derogations or.groups 
oí delegations on the shape and substance of the said elements. \/hat i s important 
i s the f a c t t l i a t the s p e c i f i c dimensions of both the convergences and divergences 

views on the form and contents of the chemical \/еаропз convention's future 
^ l o v i s i o n s have thus been c l e a r l y o u t l i n e d . 
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S t a r t i n g i t s \;ork t h i s year under i t s VQM mandate, the Ucrking Group has 
decided to continue and develop f u r t h e r the r e s u l t s achieved so f a r . The Group 
i s aiming t h i s year at t r a n s l a t i n g the p o s i t i o n s eirorecsed i n the comments 
contained i n document CD/220 i n t o the language of a l t e r n a t i v e elements or various 
versions of elements. The divergences expressed i n such a way should lead to a 
narrov.'ing of the gap i n the p o s i t i o n s of p a r t i c u l a r delegations or groups of 
delegations. I гш of the opinion that the Uorking Group has not yet a r r i v e d a t 
such a stage of negotiations, hut I note \'ith s a t i s f a c t i o n t h a t , so f a r , i t has 
Ъееп a c t i v e l y engaged i n a d i s c u s s i o n of the organization of i t s uork as \.'ell as 
i n the d e t a i l e d consideration of the scope of a future convention and the e l a b o r a t i o n 
of a l t e m : i t i v e versions of the elements. Last vreek, considerable assistance to 
the Group uas provided by consultations \;ith experts i n toxicology v/ho managed to 
agree on t h e i r recommendations on standardized operating procedures f o r acute 
subcutaneous t o x i c i t y determinations and f o r acute i n l i a l a t i o n t o x i c i t y determinations. 

Î "- delegation i/ishes to express i t s conviction that the present o r g a n i z a t i o n a l 
frameuork, as s u c c i n c t l y described above, meets the requirements of the present 
stage of negotiations i n the Uorking Group under i t s ne\; mandate. Furthermore, 
the progress and r e s u l t s of our a c t i v i t i e s i n the Uorking Group on Chemical 
V/eapons may depend on ho\r soon and to uliat degree p a r t i c u l a r delegations w i l l be 
able to c l e a r up t h e i r p o s i t i o n s , i n p a r t i c u l a r , i n questionc v.'here there are 
s i g n i f i c a n t divergences. 

I t i s the considered vie\.' of my delegation t l i a t tho r e s i d t s of the \югк on 
a convention have s i g n i f i c a n t l y decreased i n the absence of the Soviet-American 
b i l a t e r a l negotiations. This comes to mind not only because oí the importance of 
the l a s t report from these negotiations published i n document CD/I12, but a l s o , 
and perhaps p a r t i c u l ^ ^ r l y , because of the r o l e these negotiations could p l a y at 
present i n f i n d i n g p ossible s o l u t i o n s to very many c o n t r o v e r s i a l problems tlie 
Uorking Group has to deal \.'ith. 

Of d e c i s i v e imijortance f o r the future convention, and p a r t i c u l a r l y f o r the 
a c c e l e r a t i o n of uork on i t s e l a b o r a t i o n , i s a clear-cut l i n e bet\;een uhat i s only 
desirable and uhat i s p o s s i b l e , r e a l and necessary i n t h i s t r e a t y . \/hat ue need 
i s not the u i l l of a p e r f e c t i o n i s t but a persevering e f f o r t towards the cessation, 
as soon as p o s s i b l e , of the dangerous chemical armaments race vdiich, i f not 
stopped, may lead to a f u r t h e r postponement, f o r many years, of any p o s s i b i l i t y 
of. reaching a u n i v e r s a l l y acceptable agreement. This vie\/ of ny delegation makes me 
me think of the f o l l o \ ; i n g analogy: as the production and equipment of ainied 
forces \.'ith neutron vreapons mean a new dangerous s p i r a l i n the nuclear arms race, 
so the production and deployisent of binai^r chemical weapons i n the same vray v r i l l 
i n e v i t a b l y lead to a nev; s p i r a l i n the chemical arms race. Let us be franlc: 
here we speak about new generations of vreapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n , vrhich increase 



CD/PV.165 
18 

(Mr. Sujka, Poland) 

the danger of the outbreak of a war w i t h the use of d i f f e r e n t types of weapons of 
nass d e s t r u c t i o n . To make i t absolutely c l e a r , I am of the opinion that v/e would 
be considerably c l o s e r to concluding the convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical 
weapons i f no binary v/eapcns e x i s t e d . I t seems to me that i f t h i s i s the case we 
should conduct the negotiations on -the question of the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical 
weapons more e n e r g e t i c a l l y , while i t i s not too l a t e . 

The questions which a r i s e i n t h i s context and which should be given a c l e a r and 
honest ansv/er are, among others, thess-; vhat ne\' problems and what kind of пе\т 
problems do binary weapons- create f o r our negotiations? which elements of the 
future convention w i l l be mostly affected by t h e i r emergence? These questions are 
j u s t i f i e d p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the l i g h t of United Nations General Assembly 
r e s o l u t i o n 36/56 В which i n i t s paragraph 5, i n t e r a l i a , "... c a l l s upon a l l States 
t o r e f r a i n from ... production and deployment of bina-.y ?nd other пел- types of 
chemical weapons, as well as from s t a t i o n i n g chemical -ieapcns i n those States where 
there are no such weapons at present". Moreover, and unfortunately, these questions 
are j u s t i f i e d i n the l i g h t of the d e c i s i o n on the -production of b i n a r y weapons already 
taJcen by the United States Government. The emergence of these v.'sapons i n arsenals 
of other countries, a f t e r the aforementioned d e c i s i o n , may be only a question of 
time. This i s why no e f f o r t should be spared by t h i s Committee i n n e g o t i a t i n g , 
'.áthout any unnecessary' delcy, a convention which would ban, i n t e r a l i a , the 
p r o l i f e r a t i o n of binary weapons. 

In our considered vie\', the emergence of binary systems v / i l l a f f e c t many 
c r u c i a l elements of the future convention, namely: i t s scope, p r o h i b i t i o n of 
t r a n s f e r , d e c l a r a t i o n s of L t o c k s , d e s t r u c t i o n and, above a l l , p r o h i b i t i o n of t h e i r 
production and s t o c k p i l i n g . 

I t i s imnortant to point .out that the deployment of binary vreapons w i l l 
complicate the already comDlicated a n d c o n t r o v e r s i a l problems of the v e r i f i c a t i o n 
of compliance vdth the p r o v i s i o n s of the future convention. In f a c t , one cannot 
cipply to binary weapons such v e r i f i c a t i o n methods as are based upon the extreme 
t o x i c i t y of the chemical agents used i n -Lraditicnal types oi' chemical vfeapons. , 
A l l t h i s , i n a nevi- way, r a i s e s the question o£ the v e r i f i c a t i o n of stocks and 
t h e i r d e s t r u c t i o n , and the question of control over the non-production of chemicals 
f o r chemical weapons. 

Coming up to the question o f t h e i r p r o l i f e r a t i o n , v;e have no doubt that the 
production o f binary vreapcns b y one country makes po s s i b l e t h e i r deployment o n 
t h e t e r r i t o r y o f another country, p r e c i s e l y because of a considerable easiness i n 
t h e i r t r a n s p o r t , stock-piling and r e t a i n i n g , -becondly, i n the case o f binary 
vreapons, there exist comparatively e a s y ways o f transforming i n d u s t r i a l production 
c a p a b i l i t i e s from peaceful purposes t o warlike ones. These questions are discussed 
i n document CD/258 o f - i ' l i i c h l o l a n d i s co-author, and furthermore, i n the 
questionnEiire presented b y the delegation o f B u l g a r i a i n document CD/GV0-JP.29. My 
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delegation i s of the opinion that r e p l i e s to the questions touched upon i n the 
s a i d documents uould f a c i l i t a t e b r i d g i n g the gap which, i n negotiations on the 
p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical v/eapons, has been created by the emergence of the b i n a r y 
systems. I n f a c t , i t i s inconceivable to elaborate a convention v/hich v/ould not 
take i n t o account a l l thé consequences brought by b i n a r y v/eapons. 

I n the V/orking Group, we have examined i n depth the questions concerning the 
scope o f . p r o h i b i t i o n , aiming at f u r t h e r narrowing the d i f f e r e n c e s . The Group, I 
have to s t r e s s , unfortunately has not managed to determine c l e a r l y the scope of 
p r o h i b i t i o n . But I would l i k e to come nov; to the question of v e r i f i c a t i o n . Trom 
the f i r s t round of discussions i t can be s a i d that a more reasonable approach seems 
to be emerging during t h i s session. However, i n our view, f u r t h e r d i s c u s s i o n shovild 
concentrate more on the aspect of the adequacy of the v e r i f i c a t i o n system i n r e l a t i o n 
to the sphere of p r o h i b i t i o n . I think that there e x i s t s a somewhat a r t i f i c i a l 
problem or c e r t a i n misunderstanding i n the discussions on v e r i f i c a t i o n . I t i s 
p o i n t l e s s to discuss v/hether n a t i o n a l means of v e r i f i c a t i o n are b e t t e r or more 
e f f i c i e n t than i n t e r n a t i o n a l mechanisms, and which ones are to be a p p l i e d , because 
i n f a c t both are needed. And the negotiations should go i n both d i r e c t i o n s . 
Moreover, the negotiations should concentrate on methods and means of v e r i f i c a t i o n 
so that they can be adjusted to the contents and form of the p r o h i b i t i o n . In other 
words, with three categories of chemical agents as s p e l l e d out i n dociiment CD/220, 
adequate forms of v e r i f i c a t i o n through n a t i o n a l and i n t e m a t i o n a l means should be 
applied to each of them i n a d i f f e r e n t i a t e d but i n t e r n a l l y balanced and mutually 
i n t e r r e l a t e d system. This could be taken i n t o account i n our f u r t h e r discussions 
on v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

As I mentioned at the beginning of щу statement, I v:ould l i l c e now to touch 
upon another question v/hich has been quite i n t e n s i v e l y discussed at the recent 
meetings of the Committee. I mean the d e c l a r a t i o n made by the United States 
delegation at the meeting of 11 March w i t h respect to the establishment of "a 
s u b s i d i a r y body to discuss and define i s s u e s r e l a t i n g to v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance 
which would have to be d e a l t with i n any comprehensive test-ban agreement". 

As you know, somev/hat e a r l i e r , to be precise on 9 February of t h i s year, the 
D i r e c t o r of the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, Mr. Rostov/, stated the 
United States p o s i t i o n on the question of a nuclear vreapons t e s t s p r o h i b i t i o n . He 
stated: "... we. do not b e l i e v e t h a t , imder present circximstances, a comprehensive 
t e s t ban could help to reduce the threat of nuclear weapons or to maintain the 
s t a b i l i t y of the nuclear balance". This statement shovrs that the United States 
refuses to study the question of the t e s t s p r o h i b i t i o n as an independent item, but 
rather l i n k s i t with the "vd.de range of nuclear problems". At the same time, the 
United States f l a t l y refuses to take any step towards m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on 
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the limitation of nuclear weapons and nuclear disarmament. In particular, the 
United States impedes the establishment of a vrorking group on this question which 
the non-aligned and socialist btates insist upon. The United btates delegation 
i n i t s statement of 11 Harch reaffirmed i t s negative position both i n respect of 
a nuclear vreapons test ban and with respect to the nuclear disarmament problem as 
a whole. 

Thus, on the one hand, the United States expresses i t s readiness to discuss 
the matters of verification connected with a nuclear weapons.test ban, and on the 
other, i t excludes the possibility of concluding an agreement on this subject i n the 
near future. In this connection, delegations have a number of questions. Our 
delegation would also like to ask some questions. The main question i s : i s there 
any reason to discuss matters of control i f the possibility of concluding an 
agreement i s being denied? If the United States delegation proposed starting the 
elaboration of an agreement on a nuclear test ban with questions of control, 
then maybe one could understand i t (although not necessarily agree). 

There i s another question: matters of control of a nuclear test ban have been 
discussed for a quarter of a century i n various bodies and in different forms; in 
T.'hat manner should the discussion of control questions differ from previous 
discussions of previous questions? Is i t a fact that previously the discussions of 
control questions vrere ceurried out i n connection v/ith the need to conclude an 
appTOpriate agreement, and now the American side proposes to indulge i n pure 
abstraction? 

Finally, we would like to ask the United States delegation the following 
questions. Does i t envisage discussing only the problems of control over a nuclear 
weapons test ban or also problems concerning peaceful nuclear explosions? \ihat 
does i t envisage doing v^ith the question of the scope of prohibition? Is the 
American delegation going to initiate the discussion of this later? Or does i t not 
see any necessity i n i t at a l l , since i t denies the possibility of the conclusion 
of an agreement on this matter? Thus, we return to the point we started from: why 
discuss questions of control i f there is no prospect of concluding an agreement? 

The СНАШ1АК (translated from French): I thank the representative of Poland 
for his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair. I now give 
the floor to the representative of Nigeria, His Excellency Ambassador Ijev/ere. 

file:///ihat
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I l r . ЦЕУЛДЕ (l-Iigeria); Mr. Chairman, f i r s t l y , l e t me seize t h i s opportunity 
to welcome our new Czechoslovak colleague, Imbassador Vejvoda, to t h i s Committee. 
My delegation looks forward to working c l o s e l y w i t h him. 

My i n t e r v e n t i o n today w i l l deal w i t h some items on the Committee's annual 
agenda. 

Item 3 of the Committee's agenda r e l a t e s to " 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 weapons", and my delegation i s p a r t i c u l a r l y pleased to see my f r i e n d and 
neighhovir, Ambassador Mansu Ahmad of Pakistan, as the Chairman of the Ad Hoc 
Vforking Group on t h i s subject. His diplomatic s k i l l s w i l l , we are confident, be 
an invaluable asset to the Working Group. 

The nximerous int e r v e n t i o n s made on item 3 have c l e a r l y demonstrated the f a c t 
that the Ad Hoc Working Group needs to make more progress. ^̂ y delegation shares 
t h i s view. We believe that a s i t u a t i o n i n which the nuclear-weapon States 
continue to show reluctance e i t h e r to undertake nuclear disarmament or even to 
renounce the use of nuclear weapons, as a f i r s t step towards h a l t i n g the arms race, 
c l e a r l y makes the means of safeguarding the s e c u r i t y of non-nuclear-weapon States 
of immediate concern. ^ I t i s therefore a matter of serious concern f o r my delegation 
that f o r three years the negotiations i n t h i s Committee on s e c u r i t y assurances f o r 
non-nuclear-weapon States have continued to reveal that the " s p e c i f i c d i f f i c u l t i e s 
r e l a t e to d i f f e r i n g perceptions", and I would s t r e s s the s e c u r i t y perceptions of 
some nuclear and non-nuclear-weapon States. Coupled w i t h the problem of d i f f e r i n g 
s e c u r i t y perceptions, the negotiations had also to take account of the "complex 
nature of the issues involved j.n e v o l v i n g a common foriauln acceptable to a l l , гпд. 
which could be included i n an i n t e r n o t i o n a l instrument of a l e g a l l y b i n d i n g 
character". The present s i t u a t i o n i s surely not satisfactory'', and the b a l l i s 
squarely i n the couxt of the nuclear-weapon States to enable the Ad Hoc Working Group 
to make the necessarj"- progress. 

\/hat needs to be stressed to the nuclear-weapon States i s that the s t r a i n e d 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l climr.te exacerbates the nuclear arz-is race, i n c r e a s i n g the number of 
nuclear weapons i n the t e r r i t o r y of the núcleor-weapon States as w e l l as on the 
t e r r i t o r i e s of t h e i r respective a l l i e s , which i n turn can only increase the f e a r 
entertained by non-nuclear-weapon States f o r t h e i r s e c u r i t y . The non-nuclear-
weapon States are a l l too w e l l awnre thct a nuclear war w i l l a f f e c t b e l l i g e r e n t s 
and non-belligerants a l i k e i n ? catastrophic manner that defies imagination. 

I t i s i n t h i s conteyt that those States which have committed themselves to 
renouncing t h e i r sovereign r i g h t to tho dovolopmont, production or a c q u i s i t i o n of 
nuclear weapons should be given binding and c r e d i b l e assurances by the nuclear-
weapon States that they w i l l not bo the v i c t i m s of a nuclear attack or blackmail. 

The problem of nuclear blaclanciil i s r e a l . The soleiim d e c l a r a t i o n of A f r i c a n 
States of t h e i r i n t e n t i o n to free t h e i r «"ontinent from nuclear weapons has been 
grossly undermined by the r a c i s t and t e r r o r i s t régime i n South A f r i c a — a country 
that has refused to append i t s signature to the nuclear n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n Treaty 
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and has p e r s i s t e n t l y threatened tho s o c u r i t y of A f r i c a n States and indeed that of 
the e n t i r e world. As nj'- delegation has stated before, wc would want to be 
assured that the far- r e a c h i n g desire of A f r i c a n States to ¡uaintain t h e i r continent 
a nuclear-free area v i i l l b-̂  respected by a l l . 

The nuclear-weapon States nust go beyond mere declarations that adequate 
consideration needs to be given tc the s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s of non-nuclear-weapon 
States. They nust give c r e d i b l e and e f f e c t i v e assurances of a l e g a l l y binding 
nature. I t i s a f a c t that the ncn-nuclcar-weapcn States have made a s a c r i f i c e i n 
the i n t e r e s t of the non-pi-ol i f o r a t i o n of nuclear vcapens, i n order to ensure world 
peace and s e c u r i t y . Their fundamental premise has been that a world free of 
nuclear weapons w i l l be a more secure and stable world f o r a l l . But as long as 
t h i s promise continues to bo refutad by the nucloar-woapon States, then what nj' 
delegation stated on 5 Harch lOGl holds true, namely, that 

"Security f o r a l l countries w i l l e i t l i e r have to be sought i n ways other 
than the possession of nuclear weapons, or a l l countries should be accorded 
the r i g h t to determine the means, i n c l u d i n g the possession of nuclear 
woapons, f o r p r o t e c t i n g t h e i r s e c u r i t y " . 

In order f o r the Ad Hoc Working Group on Securi t y Assurances to malee s u b s t a n t i a l 
progress, the nuclear-weapon States nust look beyond t h e i r narrow s e c i i r i t y i n t e r e s t s . 
The present s i t u a t i o n i s unacceptable. General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 3^/95t i n i^ts 
paragraph 3» appealed to the nucloar-woapon States to demonstrate the p o l i t i c a l w i l l 
necessary to reach agreement cn a common approach and, i n p a r t i c u l a r , on a common 
formula which could be included i n an 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 
character. I t i s the hope of ny delegation that the nuclear-weapon States w i l l 
demonstrate t h i s p o l i t i c a l w i l l , bearing i n nind that the D e c l a r a t i o n of tho 1980s 
as the Second Disarmament Decade has given a c l e a r time-frame whereby the 
General Assembly should be given agreed texts at i t s second s p e c i a l session devoted 
to disarmament. Hj/- delegation believes that the problems inherent i n a common 
approach can be overcome i f there i s "goodwill" aiaong the nucloar-weapon States. 

To our mind, the points which need to be c l e a r l y s p e l t out i n the search f o r 
a coumon approach are: 

1. vniich non-nuclear-weapon States should be e l i g i b l e f o r assxirances 
f r o u the nuclear-weapon States; and, 

2. Under what circumstances nuclear-weapon States w i l l withdraw 
t h e i r assurances. 

As a coimtry whose com i t a e n t to the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n régime has continued to be 
f i r m , and as an e a r l y signatory of the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n Treaty-, wo bel i e v e that 
i n order f o r a non-nuclear-weapon State to q u a l i f y f o r assurances, there nust be a 
l e g a l conmitnent not to develop or acciuire nuclear weapons. Wc are l i v i n g i n 
tijaes of s t r a i n e d i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s and grave tension, A country l i k e 
N i g e r i a , located i n a region whore the development of nuclear weapon c a p a b i l i t y 
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i s being c l a n d e s t i n e l y , p e r s i s t e n t l y cjid a c t i v e l y encouraged by South A f r i c a and 
i t s a l l i e s against the s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s of the countries of that continent, 
cannot j u s t presuiic that 'a country i s a non-nuclear-veapon State j u s t because i t 
says so". V i t h regard to the conditions under which the assurances should be 
withdrawn, nj- delegation believes that they should never be withdrawn, since we are 
against tho use of nuclear weapons. However, r c a l i s n should pivavail and we nust 
take i n t e account the f a c t that non-nuclear-weapon States that have nuclear weapons 
on t h e i r t e r r i t o r i e s are targets f o r nuclear attacks, since such attacks could be 
imdortaken f r o n t h e i r t e r r i t o r i e s . However, thoy could bo given sono "type of 
s c c t i r i t y guarantees with conditions whereby they would be obliged to undertake' c e r t a i n 
o b l i g a t i o n s . Wc hope that delegations w i l l r e f l e c t on these rencrks, and given the 
correct a t t i t u d e s , p a r t i c u l a r l y on the p a r t of those States that shoidd give 
guarantees, tho Ad Ho^ Working Group should be able to nako progress and report i n 
concrete terns to the General Assembly at i t s second s p e c i a l session. 

Alloii/ no now b r i e f l y to coment on the ne\; devolopaents on the issue of a 
nuclear t e s t ban, a dovolopnent which цу delegation i s pleased to note i s t a k i n g 
place during your tenure of o f f i c e . 

In ny statenent on 25 February 1 9 8 2 , I concluded by saying that we s i n c e r e l y 
hope that "the r i g i d p o s i t i o n s vmich the nuclear-weapon States have tenaciously clung 
to f o r w e l l over 25 years w i l l bond". I t i s i n t h i s perspective that ny delegation 
sees the stateuents of Ambassador F i e l d s of tho United States of America and 
Anbassador Su:anerhaycs of tho United Kingdon on 11 March 1 9 8 2 . A quick look at 
the now p o s i t i o n s socas to i n d i c a t e a p o s i t i v e step forward, and a r e c o g n i t i o n of the 
need f o r the a c t i v e p a r t i c i p a t i o n of t h i s forun i n draviing up a nuclear test-ban 
t r e a t y , but a more serious look at the proposals and the fvarthor c l a r i f i c a t i o n s that 
wo have heard so f a r i n t h i s Connittoo do not j u s t i f y tho orchestrated o p t i n i s n that 
heralded those proposals. Tho U-turn, which many delegations l i k e nine have 
p e r s i s t e n t l y c a l l e d f o r , i n the approach of those countries to tho subject of a 
nuclear test-ban t r e a t y , has continued to elude us i n t h i s Connittee. We believe 
t l i a t the t i n e i s noro than " p r o p i t i o u s " f o r negotiations on t h i s top priori'fcy item 
on the Connittee's agondr. \/hile r e c o g n i z i n g the iuportanco of v e r i f i c a t i o n and 
conpliancc (as the case aay be) i n n i l disamanent negotiations, ny delegation 
believes that the exorcise wc are about to enbark on f o l l o w i n g the United States and 
B r i t i s h proposals should not exclude other, eloncnts l i k e the scope of the tr e a t y and 
i t s f i n a l clauses. A f t e r a l l , the f i n r l goal i s a trea t y banning a l l nuclear-weapon 
t e s t s . 

My delegation welcones the i n i t i a t i v e of e s t a b l i s h i n g an open-ended d r a f t i n g 
group, imdor your able gijidance, Mr. Chaiman, to d r a f t a nandato f o r the proposed • 
subsidiary body. . Viy delügr.tion, r s a nenber of that group, pledges i t s f u l l 
co-operation. A f r u i t f u l outcono of the work of the group w i l l , of course, depend 
on tho c o l l e c t i v e w i l l of a l l tho p a r t i e s . Although wc b e l i c v o that the p o s i t i o n 
of the Group of 21 contained i n working paper CD/181 and United Hâtions 
General Assenbly r e s o l u t i o n 36/84» anong other t e x t s , provide an adequate b a s i s f o r 
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the negotiation, of a conprehensive test-Ъап tr e a t y nandate, r.jy delegation i s prepared 
to he f l e x i b l e i n adopting t h i s "brick by b r i c k " approach, but wc asstmio that the 
s o l i d ajid inporvious b r i c k should u l t i m a t e l y lead to tho completion of a formidable 
e d i f i c e that would p r o h i b i t a l l nuclear weapons t e s t i n g s f o r a l l time. 

A great statesman once stated that tho non-nuclcar-wecpon States "can only groan 
l i k e tho chorus of elders i n a Greek tragedy". I t i s r.îy b e l i e f that our "groans" are 
at l a s t being heard. Confidence among States i s an inportant. ingredient f o r a l e s s 
armed world, and perhaps we ought to seize the opportunity- of every small " b r i c k " i n 
t h i s Conmittee i n the e f f o r t s to achieve nuclear disarmcxiont. I t i s i n t h i s l i g h t 
that my delegation f e r v e n t l y hopes f o r a speedy conclusion of an e f f e c t i v e and 
meaningful r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons convention. The e a r l y establisliment of the Ad Кос 
Working Group, and the dynamic and i n t e l l e c t u a l approach of Ambassador M e g e n e r of 
the Federal Republic of Germany are a l l laudable contributions towards f i n d i n g l a s t i n g 
s o l u t i o n s to the outstanding problems r e l a t i n g to the scope and d e f i n i t i o n , , the 
peaceful use clauses, and v e r i f i c a t i o n , to mention but a few. .However, while the 
informal consultations undertaken by the Chairman served the desired purpose of 
i d e n t i f y i n g areas of convergence amongst delegations, as w e l l as p i n p o i n t i n g 
outstanding obstacles to the conclusion of a t r e a t y , ny delegation s t i l l b e l i e v e s 
that t h i s i n t e l l e c t u a l r e a l i s m shoizld- not close the door to the f u r t h e r e x p l o i t a t i o n 
of p o l i t i c a l s o l u t i o n s to the conplox problems. I t i s obvious from the present s t a t e 
of negotiations i n tho V/orking Group that, given the w i l l to negotiate and to narrow 
down d i f f e r e n c e s , considerable progress w i l l be made i n the f o m v i l a t i o n of t e x t s . 

For ny delegation, the f a c t that the rate of s c i e n t i f i c and t e c h n o l o g i c a l 
achievements heightens the arms race and f a r outpaces progress i n disarmament 
ne g o t i a t i o n s , makes tho e a r l y conclusion of a r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons convention d e s i r a b l e . 
Tho Swedish proposal on tho p r o h i b i t i o n of attacks on c i v i l i a n nuclear f a c i l i t i e s gives 
substance to the subject-matter of banning non-existent weapons. Nuclear 
i n s t a l l a t i o n s f o r peaceful purposes should not be targets f o r a t t a c k s . A гесгдггепсе 
of i n c i d e n t s such as that seen l a s t year i n the I s r a e l i a i r attacks on the Tammuz (Iraq) 
c i v i l i a n i n s t a l l a t i o n s should be prevented by the i n c l u s i o n of a p r o v i s i o n covering 
that subject i n a future r a d i o l o g i c a l woapons convention. 

We a l s o attach great importance to the peaceful uses clause i n a future 
r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons convention. E f f o r t s to p r o h i b i t the p o s s i b l e emergence and 
the use of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons should not a f f e c t tho i n a l i e n a b l e r i g h t s of a l l 
States to develop and iiaplcmcnt t h e i r prograr.i;.ies of research, and the use of 
r a d i o a c t i v e m a t e r i a l s f o r peaceful piuT>oses. My delegation b e l i e v e s that the t r e a t y 
should contain p o s i t i v e formulations r e c o g n i z i n g these third-generation r i g h t s , and 
the promotion of i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-oporation m the f i e l d of nuclear energy, t a k i n g 
i n t o account the p a r t i c u l a r needs of the developing countries. 

As we approach the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament, the problems to be solved remain complex and_monumental. I t i s only 
through genuine e f f o r t s tc close ranlcs, and also through the c o l l e c t i v e w i l l of a l l 
delegations that i t w i l l be possible to make tho desired progress i n t h i s n o n - p r i o r i t y 
but relevant disaroeLmcnt measure. 
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The CHAiniLMí (tranalated f r o n tVcnch) : I thanl: the representative of ¡ü.-eria 
fo r h i s stateuent. Before ,:;ivin'3 the f l o o r to tha representative of Romania, 
His Excellency Ambassador i l a l i t z a , I should l i k e to i n f o r n the Gor.initt3s that our 
dis t i n g u i s h e d collca::ue an-:; f r i e n d v / i l l unfortunately soon have to leave us f o r a 
nev; post. I am sure that uc s h a l l very nuch tniss the courtesy and diplomatic 
t a l e n t s of Aiabassadcr i i a l i t z a uhich v c have a l l cone to appreciate and uhich 
have been so u s e f u l to tho Connittee i n i t s uor;:. In s i vin:: hin the f l o o r , and 
I hope that i t i / i l l not be f o r the l a s t t i n e , nay I wish hin every success i n 
hi s пет/ post. You have the f l o o r , S i r . 

Il r . ilALITZA (Ronania) (t r a n s l a t e d f r o i i French); ijy purpose i n t & k i n : ; the f l o o r 
today i s to introduce uorking; paper CD/232 а'з a c o n t r i b u t i o n to our di s c u s s i o n on 
the subject of net/ typos of v/eanons of nass d e s t r u c t i o n and neu systens of such 
weapons. 

S c i e n t i s t s i n ny country, l i k e a l l those vho f o l l o w our !югк, consider that 
the Geneva Connittee on Disarnanant has an eninont r e s p o n s i b i l i t y to negotiato and 
achieve agreements capable of nakin:; an e f f e c t i v e contriLuition to the h a l t i n g of 
the arms race and the i n i t i a t i o n of a ';enuinc process of disarmanent, e s p e c i a l l y 
nuclear disarmament. 

The achievenent of an agreefient on tho I L i i t a t i o n and reduction of m i l i t a r y 
research would c o n s t i t u t e , fron t h i s point of view, a reasonable f i r s ' ; step towards 
broader agreononts aimed at tho "gradual s t i f l i n - ; ' ' of the t u c h n o l c ^ i c n l race 
through the negotiation of ncasurec f o r the reduction of a l l o c a t i o n s f o r m i l i t a r y 
research and development purposes. 

The Romanian Caanittac " S c i e n t i s t s and Peace" f e e l s that towards t h i s end 
consideration night be '•.tivcn to the ostablishnont, undor the Conuittce on 
Disarmament, of an ad hoc body of s c i c n t i c t s f o r the purpose of examining, at the 
Comnittse's request, the s c i e n t i f i c and t e c h n i c a l aspects of questions under 
negotiation and f e m u l a t i n g concrete suggestions and proposr.lo i n respect of them. 
This body, v/hich would be representative i n character, could be established by the 
Secretary-General of the United ilations on the basis of a d e c i s i o n of the 
General Asserably. The f a c t that other proposalr, uhich have bean made pursue the 
sane goal of asrsociating science with disarnanont i s a p o s i t i v e element uhich v/e 
support. 

There i s no area of Ьшлап a c t i v i t y that exorcises a .-îreater influence on 
contemporary s o c i e t y than that of n i l i t a r y research and dsvolopnent, and i t docs 
so i n two ways: on the one hand, by inpooing i t s own rhythn on the armo race and 
contributin:: towards i t s a c c e l e r a t i o n and, on the other hand, by subverting tho 
values and f a l s i f y i n g the true ends of science. A:; never before, .lodsrn science 
i s invading the universe of bian. Tha f a c t that n i l i t a r y research and development 
today occupy a dominant p o s i t i o n — absorbin~ some 50 per cent of a l l funds 
a l l o c a t e d to research — i ^ ^ a problen tîiat concerns us a l l to tho hij.hcst degree. 
This s i t u a t i o n i s having a d r a i i a t i c e f f e c t on tho arnr. race as '.'oil as on s o c i e t y 
at l a r g e . I t i s enough to have had sonc experience of tho \;ork of various 
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United Hâtions bodies to Icnoí/ how many problems s t i l l avrait a s o l u t i o n , hotr 
many remedies need to bo found and gaps f i l l e d , always with the hope that 
science and technology w i l l o f f e r t h e i r a s s i s t a n c e . Dut they keep t h e i r doors 
cl o s e d , defended as they are by tho great \ / a l l of the ¡lilitary. l l i l i t a r y 
research and devclopnent are connected with the malfunctioning of s o c i e t y as much 
as with the idea of peace and war. Their impact i o at tho s a i e time s o c i a l , 
p o l i t i c a l and c u l t u r a l . Ue seem to have reachod a now crossroads. 

'.fncn wo t a l k about pu t t i n g a stop to the arns race we should be t h i n k i n g of 
that moment of cessation that w i l l r e s u l t fron a l l the measures aimed at h a l t i n g , 
f r e e z i n g , i i x j o b i l i z i n g , p a r alysing or suspending . l i l i t a r y competition. 

Ue believe that the d o r a i l i t a r i z a t i o n of ocienca must be an i n t e g r a l part of 
t h i s package of measures because m i l i t a r y research and c'evelopnent arc the r e a l 
mainspring of the aras race, which i s e s s e n t i a l l y q u a l i t a t i v e and almost 
e:;clu3ivcly t e c h n o l o g i c a l . 

The s p e c i a l i s t s arc w e l l ai/are that no innovation i n the sphere of new 
weaponry can any longer a f f e c t the e x i s t i n g balance i n a d e c i s i v o manner, and the 
average c i t i z e n l i k e w i s e regards the f e v e r i s h e f f o r t s to achieve neir refinements of 
ever more d e s t r u c t i v e weapons as coap l o t e l y i r r e l e v a n t because i n any case he can 
only d i e once. 

I t i s therefore urgently necessary to make irMediatc e f f o r t s to introduce a 
l i m i t a t i o n and a c o n t r o l of m i l i t a r y rcosarch and development. In the Declaration 
on i t s f i r s t s p e c i a l session devoted to disarmamsnt tho United Hâtions 
General Assembly c a l l e d f o r "negotiations on the l i i i i t a t i o n and cessation of the 
q u a l i t a t i v e improvement of arnauionts, e s p e c i a l l y i/oapono o f nass d e s t r u c t i o n and 
the development of new cisans of irarfare so that u l t i m a t e l y s c i e n t i f i c and 
te c h n o l o g i c a l achievements may be used s o l e l y f o r peaceful purposes". 

Even a cursory a n a l y s i s shows t h a t , p a r a d o x i c a l l y , the d e m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of 
science and technology i s hardly more c o i.iplicatcd than the d e m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of 
n a t i o n a l economies, and t h a t , moreover, c e r t a i n oircanstanccs appear to act i n i t s 
favour. This i s due p a r t i c u l a r l y to c o r t a i n c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s \Jhich arc today 
p e r f e c t l y c l e a r . F i r s t , there i s the f a c t that m i l i t a r y research and development 
at the n a t i o n a l l e v e l are stro n g l y concentrated under governmental c o n t r o l and 
are p u b l i c l y financed i n a l l countries without exception. Secondly, there i o 
the great p o l a r i z a t i o n of m i l i t a r y research and dovclopment at the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
l e v e l . S i x countries with tiio l a r g e s t l a i l i t a r y expenditures are responsible f o r 
about o5 per cent of the world's research and development e f f o r t s f o r m i l i t a r y 
purposes. This represents ton timos tho e n t i r e s c i e n t i f i c and t e c h n o l o g i c a l 
capacity of the developing c o u n t r i e s . L a s t l y , m i l i t a r y research and development 
today are more and more oriented towards c e r t a i n fundamental s c i e n t i f i c problems 
that are the focus of a t t e n t i o n i n mathematics, physics, chemistry and biology — 
problorac the s o l u t i o n s to v/hich can contribute e i t h e r toi.'ards the i/e l l - b e i n g of our 
species o r towards itz. d e s t r u c t i o n by s t i l l more r e f i n e d means. 

I t i s f o r those reasons that we believe that the h a l t i n g of the process of the 
m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of science and technology i s not only pressing and urgent but a l s o 
p o s s i b l e . 
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I should l i l : o to s t r e s s that the a s s o c i a t i o n of s c i a n t i c c s , i n an appropriate 
nannor, u i t h our uorl: would f a c i l i t a t e n e g o t i a t i o n s . They could nake avaiJ.abla to 
us eloquent s c i e n t i f i c data conccrnin:^ the irmcnce d e s t r u c t i v e power of the stocks of 
weapons that e x i s t , and a s p a c i a l l y nuclear weapons, and the i n c r e a s i n g f r a g i l i t y of 
Liodcrn systoijs f o r preventing tha outbreak of war by accident, rÉiiscalculation or 
tnisundcrstanding. Furthcrnorc, they could be p a r t i c u l a r l y u s e f u l i n the i.'ork of 
elaborating acceptable s o l u t i o n s and of de v i s i n g methods and techniques f o r the 
v e r i f i c a t i o n of future agrecMsnts. 

The adoption of a d e c i s i o n to convene i n f e r n a l nectinris of the Connittee on 
t h i s subject, as proposed by our di s t i n g u i s h e d colleague, Ambassador Imre Komives of 
Ilunfïary, c o n s t i t u t e s a p o s i t i v e dovclopnent u h i c h conpolo uc to nake the erforfc to 
consider hou' to i n i t i a t e and organize t h i s course of a c t i o n . In our delegation's 
view, tho f o l l o w i n g c l c n c n t s , among others, could be taken i n t o consideration i n 
d c t s r n i n i n g the obj e c t i v e s of nuch i n f e r n a l nestings: 

(1) The advantages of ne'îotiatin'î a g l o b a l p r o h i b i t i o n of a l l m i l i t a r y 
research aimed at the development of new types of weapons of nass d e s t r u c t i o n and 
of new systens of such v/eapons. 

(2) The elabor a t i o n of a syoten f o r the p e r i o d i c examination of davelopnonts 
i n s c i e n t i f i c research which could be used to produce new weapons and neu systens 
of i/eapons. 

{>) The consideration of c e r t a i n s p e c i f i c ariiac i n which the adoption of 
noasures aimed at the p r o h i b i t i o n of t e c h n o l o g i c a l e s c a l a t i o n night contribute 
tot/ards the h a l t i n g of the arms race or preventing i t s spread to nei/ spheres, at 
present unknoim. 

( 4 ) The p o s s i b i l i t y of the adoption, by tho countries which play the leading 
part i n i i i l i t a r y research and developnent, of ncasures at the n a t i o n a l l e v e l \/ith a 
viev/ to f r e e z i n g n i l i t a r y research and developnent a c t i v i t i e s u n t i l the conclusion 
of a g l o b a l agreement on tbat subject. 

(5) The establishment, as proposed i n working paper CD/262 uhich I have j u s t 
introduced, o f an ad hoc body of s c i e n t i s t s \/hich i/ould have as i t s main function 
the c:xinination, at the request of the Cororaittce, of the s c i e n t i f i c and t e c l i n i c a l 
aspecto of questions on i/hich ue are conducting n e g o t i a t i o n s . In that connection, 
I should l i k e to s t r e s s that we ought at once to nake ,';reatcr and more frequent 
use of e::isting instruments such as the United ilations I n s t i t u t e f o r Dlsarmanent 
Research (UIJIDin) which has nade great s t r i d e s and can supply us with the 
s c i e n t i f i c olcnents necessary to our d i s c u s s i o n s . 

"efore concluding, I should l i k e to thank you, i l r . Chairman, f o r your kind 
and f r i e n d l y \/ords i n connection i / i t h ny departure frou t h i s Connittee. Allow me 
to say to you and to a l l ny colleagues that although the t i n e I have spent here has 
boon rather short, i t s i n t e l l e c t u a l i n t e n s i t y and the valuable experience of 
nego t i a t i o n that I have derived fron i t \ / i l l nake i t unforgettable f o r ne. 

I s h a l l always be proud of having served on the Connittee on Disarmanent, the 
so l e m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g body, among colleagues and f r i e n d s of such d i s t i n c t i o n 
and eminence. 

I can assure you that the ncnory of t h i s experience w i l l not fade as t i n e 
passes but xíill rather become a steady point of reference. 
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Mr; РОИ ИАИЛПЛ (Кзпуа): i i r . Chairman, d i s t i n g u i s h e d delegates, i/hen I 
af'.dressed t h i s C o m i t t c i on 25 Г'Ьгиагу l a s t , I focused ny remarles on those 
o r g a n i z a t i o n a l and substantive aspects of the Committee's " o r l : which my delegation 
believed the Committee should•concentrate i t s energies on during i t s current 
s e s s i o n . Ue s t i l l ' b e l i e v e that t h i s session of the Committee on Disarmament has 
an important r o l e to play, i n t e r a l i a , i n the preparation of an a n a l y t i c a l and 
co n s t r u c t i v e report f o r the use of the General Assembly at i t s second s p e c i a l session 
devoted to disarmament, and i n the elaboration of a comprehensivo progranmc of 
disarmament f o r consideration and u l t i n a t c adoption by the General Assaably at 
that s e s s i o n . 

Today, I s h a l l l i m i t my i n t e r v e n t i o n to items 1 and 2 of our a^tenda, namely, 

(a) nuclear t e s t ban; and 

(b) Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. 

Defore I do so, however, permit na, i l r . Chairman, to extend to you, and through 
you to the other members of your delegation and Dureau, as w e l l as to the 
i n t e r p r e t e r s and every other ;лгпЬсг of the Disarraanent S e c r e t a r i a t involved i n one 
way or another i n the p r o v i s i o n of assistance to us, the appr e c i a t i o n of the Kenya 
delegation f o r your orccellent s e r v i c e s . I wish a l s o to congratulate you on your 
assumption of the Connittee'o chairnanáhip f o r the nonth of iia r c h . As you know. 
S i r , e x c e l l a n t b i l a t e r a l r e l a t i o n s e x i s t between our respective c o u n t r i e s , and wo 
note with great s a t i s f a c t i o n the p o s i t i v e p o l i c y \7hich your Governnont- has 
adopted toi/ard the developing countries l i k o ny own, IConya, e s p e c i a l l y i n the f i e l d s 
of science and technology and renewable energy sources f o r tho socio-economic 
devclopnent of these c o u n t r i e s . Also, i i r . Chairman, the scat of your Govornmcnt i s 
the seat of the Papacy — that t r a d i t i o n a l s^ribol of world peace and uutual 
understanding, as t j e l l as t r u s t and g o o d w i l l . At t h i s session of the Cormittee, 
you need. S i r , the co-operation and support of a l l delectations, and Î assure you 
of my delegation's support and co-onoration. 

i l r . Chairman, ny delegation a l s o j o i n s the other delegations which have 
already expressed g r a t i t u d e and appreciation to your immediate predecessor, 
Ai'ibassador i l a h a l l a t i of I r a n , f o r tha i m p a r t i a l vianner i n wliich he :?uidcd the 
Committee during the Month of February. \ic a l s o welcome the Arnbassadors of 
Czechoslovakia and the iîcthcrlands who too!: up t h e i r respectivo r.eats i n the 
Conmittee f o r the f i r s t t i n a l a n t Tuesday, ló i i a r c h . ilo doubt, t l i e i r vast 
experience i n disarmament n a t t e r s \ r i l l r e i n f o r c e the already a c t i v e and 
con s t r u c t i v e c o n t r i b u t i o n s of t h a i r respective delegations t o t l n e vfork of tho 
Comuiittec. 

Tliis i s a c r i t i c a l -nonth i n tha '/or!: of tho Coiniiittaa on Disarnauont's current 
session, and wc look to you, i i r . Chairnan, f o r .'guidance so that wc can roach 
agrecnant particulai.-ly on how to t r e a t tlio quastions of i t c n s 1 and 2 of our 
a:.;anda. One hopas t l i a t , as a riipiomat of i n t e r n a t i o n a l d i s t i n c t i o n , you t / i l l 
continue to exert every e f f o r t to V i d g o the c:a.n that axi.ots on these i t e n s between 
tlie vox negationis and the vox p o p u l i , which i s , an thay r.ay, the vox Dei. 
Therefore, îir. Chairman, a l l that \jc need from tha fori-iar vox i s the p o l i t i c a l w i l l 
and firr.i coLïïaitment \fl i i c h , I nurjt h a s t i l y add, arc tho sine qua non conditions 
not only f o r reaching agroemant as to hoi; to deal procar'urally w i t h i n tho Comnittee 
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on Disarmament with the questions of a nuclear t e s t ban and the h a l t i n g of the 
nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, but a l s o f o r the implementation of 
the decisions and recommendations of the world Organization. Do those have any 
meaning? Can the recommendations, decisions and r e s o l u t i o n s of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
community — the General Assembly, f o r instance, and the S e c u r i t y Council — as • 
w e l l as the numerous recommendations contained i n commissioned s t u d i e s , s p e c i a l 
and other reports and agreements, arrangements, t r e a t i e s , e t c . e t c . — c a n they have 
any meaning, when there i s lack of p o l i t i c a l w i l l on the part of some countries to 
implement them? Why, then, adopt them, i n the f i r s t place, i f they are not to be 
c a r r i e d out promptly and e f f e c t i v e l y by every State v/hich p a r t i c i p a t e s i n t h e i r 
adoption? By signing the Treaty Banning Nuclear lieapon Tests i n the Atmosphere, 
In Outer Space and Under Water (better known as the P a r t i a l Test-Ban Treaty) on 
5 August 1963» and depositing t h e i r instruments of r a t i f i c a t i o n on 10 October of 
the same year when the Treaty came i n t o f o r c e , the o r i g i n a l P a r t i e s t o that 
Treaty agreed to undertake a f i r m p o l i t i c a l commitment to pursue a comprehensive 
t e s t ban, when they i n s c r i b e d the f o l l o w i n g provisions i n the Treaty: 

"The Governments of the United States of America, the United Kingdom of 
Great B r i t a i n and Northern I r e l a n d , and the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t 
Republics, ... seeking to achieve the discontinuance of a l l t e s t explosions 
of nuclear weapons f o r a l l time, determined to continue negotiations to 
t h i s end, and d e s i r i n g to put an end t o the contamination of man's 
environment by r a d i o a c t i v e substances, have agreed as f o l l o w s : ... 
Each of the P a r t i e s to t h i s Treaty undertakes to p r o h i b i t , t o prevent, 
and not to carry out any nuclear vjeapon t e s t explosion, or any other 
nuclear explosion, at any place under i t s j u r i s d i c t i o n or c o n t r o l ... 
[and] ... to r e f r a i n from causing, encouraging, or i n any way 
p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n , the c a r r y i n g out of any nuclear weapon t e s t explosion ... 
anywhere v/hlch would take place i n any of the environments described ... i n 
paragraph 1 of t h i s A r t i c l e . . . " 

I t Is most r e g r e t t a b l e t h a t , although I n i t i a l l y believed to be an occurrence 
of h i s t o r i c s i g n i f i c a n c e , the emergence of that P a r t i a l Test-Ban Treaty d i d not, 
and has not up to now, slowed down the nuclear arms race among the major 
nuclear-weapon powers. On the contrary, and i r o n i c a l l y , that Treaty seems to 
have served as an e x c e l l e n t l i c e n c e f o r accelerated nuclear t e s t i n g , and t h i s 
despite the existence of more than 25 General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n s banning such 
t e s t i n g i n a l l environments! Furthermore, the e x i s t i n g competent studies on 
t h i s question c l e a r l y i n d i c a t e that the o r i g i n a l P a r t i e s to the Treaty alone 
account f o r more than 90 per cent of a l l nuclear explosions conducted between 
5 August 1963 and 31 December 1979. Moreover, the f i r m commitment of the 
P a r t i e s "to pursue a comprehensive t e s t ban" v/as shelved f o r more than 10 long 
years Î 

As we a l s o a l l know, the question of the cessation of nuclear-weapon t e s t s 
has been the t o p i c of annual d e l i b e r a t i o n and a c t i o n i n decisions and r e s o l u t i o n s 
of the General Assembly f o r the l a s t quarter of a century. These r e s o l u t i o n s 
have, i n t e r a l i a , expressed the c o n v i c t i o n t h a t , whatever the d i f f e r e n c e s on the 
issue of v e r i f i c a t i o n — and judging from the statements made during t h i s session 
of the Committee on Disarmament, both formally and i n f o r m a l l y , t h i s i s one of the 
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greatest concerns of some delegations — there i s no serious reason f o r delaying 
the conclusion ,of a comprehensive t e s t ban. This sentiment found a s p e c i a l place 
i n , aojong others. General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n s 2954 С (XXVII) and 5078 A (XXVIII), 
adopted r e s p e c t i v e l y at the tijenty-seventh and twenty-eighth sessions of the 
General Assembly. I cannot help but r e i t e r a t e . t h a t sentiment'and c o n v i c t i o n 
today. Other r e s o l u t i o n s of the General Assembly have stressed the "highest 
p r i o r i t y " treatment which must be accorded to the achievement of a comprehensive 
t e s t ban. General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n s 53/60 of 14 December 1978 (paragraph '2) , 
54/75 of 11 December 1979 (paragraph 2 ) , 56/84 of 9 December 198I (paragraph 2) 
and 56/92 E of 9 December 1981 (paragraph 1) are among the good examples of 
the a c t i o n of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community i n t h i s regard. 

Thus, despite the General Assembly's earnest and repeated appeals, a look 
back on the implementation of the aforeiftentioned r e s o l u t i o n s , as w e l l as of other 
General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n s and studies on the implementation of the 
recommendations and decisions of the General Assembly adopted at i t s tenth s p e c i a l 
session — f o r example, those contained i n r e s o l u t i o n s 54/85 and 56/92 M and i n 
documents A/54/752 and A/36/752, reveals that very l i t t l e indeed has been done 
toviard t h e i r implementation. Resolution 54/85 <J on "Nuclear weapons i n a l l 
aspects" s t a t e s i n i t s paragraph 2: 

"Requests the Cominittee on Disarmament t o i n i t i a t e n e g o t i a t i o n s , as a 
matter, pf high p r i o r i t y , \; i t h the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l nuclear-weapon 
States, on the question of the cessation of the nuclear arms race and 
nuclear disarmament, i n accordance with the p r o v i s i o n s of paragraph 50 
of.the F i n a l Document of the Tenth S p e c i a l Session". 

General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 56/92 E s t a t e s i n i t s paragraph 3' 

" C a l l s upon the Committee on Disarmament, as a matter Of high p r i o r i t y 
and f o r the purpose of an e a r l y commencement of the negotiations on 
the substance of the problem, to continue c o n s u l t a t i o n s i n which to 
consider, i n t e r a l i a , the establishment of an ad hoc ííorkin-; groupi 
on the c e s s a t i o n of the nuclear-arms race and on nuclear disarmament 
with a c l e a r l y defined mandate". 

I f i n d no fun i n quotins these r e s o l u t i o n s of the General Assembly. They 
are meaningless unless they are implemented i n good f a i t h , and promptly. And 
t h i s prompts me to turn to the recent pronouncements of those members of the 
Committee on Disarmament vjho have h i t h e r t o expreâ'sed serious doubts not only 
with regard to the competence of the Committee on Disarmament to negotiate 
l e g a l l y binding i n t e r n a t i o n a l instruments on items 1 and 2 of our agenda, but 
a l s o as to the need to create ad hoc working groups to commence negotiations on 
these highest p r i o r i t y items. My delegation has noted the p o s i t i v e sentiments 
already expressed by some delegations on the s a i d pronouncements. ' I wish I could 
share these sentiments; I wish I knew that the pronouncements were representative 
of the f l e x i b i l i t y and p o l i t i c a l and f i r m commitment so e s s e n t i a l i n our 
n e i j o t i a t i o n s . My delegation has consequently s c r u t i n i z e d the âtatements of the 
s a i d delegations, and the more vje have read them, the more vje have been 'convinced 
that the authors of those p o l i c y statements owe the Committee a c l a r i f i c a t i o n . 
Ue "need to be more educated — i f only j u s t i n order to better understand the 
p o s i t i o n s of those delegations. 
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In the circumstance, I pose the follov/ing questions to those delegations 
vího s t i l l disagree v/ith the vox populi c a l l f o r the c r e a t i o n of ad hoc v/orking 
groups on items 1 and 2: 

In t h e i r opinion, then, 

Is the time r i p e f o r negotiation on problems of the nuclear t e s t ban and 
nuclear disarmament? I f not, then líhen and under what conditions v f i l l i t be 
opportune f o r us to negotiate these highest p r i o r i t y items? 

Is the Committee on Disarmament an appropriate, or the appropriate forum f o r 
negotiations on items 1 and 2? In other words, has the Committee on Disarmament 
the r i g h t and corresponding duty to negotiate these items, or would the 
delegations favour smaller forums, preferably of a b i l a t e r a l , t r i l a t e r a l or even 
q u a d r i l a t e r a l nature? 

Is the preference of some nuclear-weapon States to allow the Committee on 
Disarmament merely to generally debate, perhaps only i n f o r m a l l y , and d i s p l a y 
i n t e r e s t i n problems of nuclear weapons but to leave serious negotiations only to 
"those who matter because of t h e i r nuclear s t a t u s " , or viould they c o n d i t i o n the 
commencement of serious negotiations on items 1 and 2 w i t h i n the Committee on 
Disarmament upon the conclusion f i r s t of a t r e a t y on these items outside of the 
Committee on Disarmament? 

How on earth can the theories and p o l i c i e s of nuclear balance and nuclear 
deterrence be r e c o n c i l e d with the ultimate goal of the disarmament process, 
namely, the achievement of absolute, comprehensive 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 o c . i t r o l , as unanimously agreed by a l l Members of the world 
community i n the F i n a l Document adopted by the General Assembly on 30 June 197o? 

I f a s ubsidiary organ or s u b s i d i a r y organs v/ere to be created w i t h i n the 
Committee on Disarmament to deal with items 1 and 2 of i t s agenda, what terms of 
reference vrould such s u b s i d i a r y bodies have? Uould they be l i m i t e d or comprehensive 
i n scope? 

Genuine responses to the above questions would a s s i s t my delegation, at l e a s t , 
to understand better the t h i n k i n g of the s a i d delegations on items 1 and 2 of our 
agenda. For ray d e l c j a t i o n , t h i s i s our t h i n k i n g : 

(1) The Committee on Disarmament has the r i g h t and corresponding duty to 
negotiate on items 1 and 2 . The Committee i s the r i g h t , and most appropriate, 
and s i n g l e organ' f o r the conduct of m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations f o r the h a l t i n g 
of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament because: 

(a) The consensus F i n a l Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament says so, e.g., i n i t s 
paragraph 120, and others. S i m i l a r l y , other competent documents 
say so, e.g. Л/36/592. 

(b) The only nuclear-weapon States on earth, i . e . , the United States, the 
Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics, the United Kingdom, France and 
China, are members of the Committee on Disarmament. They decided 
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to j o i n the Comnittee on Disarmament w i l l i n g l y and u n c o n d i t i o n a l l y . 
They a l s o happen to be the permanent members of the S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l , 
upon vihom and upon which the vrorld cooiaunity has entrusted, .under i t s 
Charter, the primary r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r tho maintenance of 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y . And there i s no question that these 
very permanent members of the S e c u r i t y Council and sole possessors 
of nuclear weapons have, under the p r o v i s i o n s of Chapters V, VI and VII 
of the United Mations Charter, the a d d i t i o n a l and heaviest duty of being 
the de f a c t o keepers of i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y . These very 
States, e s p e c i a l l y those aiijong them which possess the most important 
nuclear arsenals have, under paragraphs 4З and 50 of the F i n a l Document, 
al s o been given s p e c i a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r the attainment of nuclear 
disarmament. 

In the circumstances, I must therefore h a s t i l y s t r e s s that the days are gone, 
and gone f o r ever, when some members of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community, v/hether 
because o f t h e i r m i l i t a r y might or t h e i r vast wealth, used to get away unchallençed 
with the nuanipulation of i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n s and the monopoly i n "closed 
c i r c l e s " of v i t a l and c r i t i c a l i n t e r n a t i o n a l i s s u e s . Tho e v o l u t i o n of 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s has brou.'îht about a r e v o l u t i o n i n the systems and behaviour 
of States among themselves, and.this f a c t has found expression, i n t e r a l i a , i n 
paragraphs 14, I 8 , 19, 20, 28, 56, 42 and 47 of the F i n a l Document. Therefore, 
"primary r e s p o n s i b i l i t y " cannot and does not mean "exclusive or monopolistic 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y " , of the nuclear-weapon States vis-à-vis the non-nuclear-weapon 
States. 

(2) Time i s indeed overdue f o r the c r e a t i o n of two s u b s i d i a r y bodies to 
deal viith the primary items on our agenda, i . e . , items 1 and 2 . Such bodies, once 
esta b l i s h e d w i t h i n the Committee on Disarmament, should be given separate 
comprehensive terras of reference to encompass a l l the issues of the nuclear t e s t 
ban on the one hand, and of the h a l t i n g c f the nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disarmament, on the other. I note with s a t i s f a c t i o n at t h i s juncture and support, 
i n p r i n c i p l e , the proposal of the delegation of the German Democratic Republic 
contained i n document CD/259 f o r the c r e a t i o n of ad hoc working groups on items 1 
and 2 . 

(3) Items, once i n s c r i b e d i n the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament, 
deserve and must be given a thorough treatment. This p a r t i c u l a r l y a p p l i e s to th-î 
afore-mentioned items of the highest p r i o r i t y on our agenda. 

(4) Once ad hoc liorking groups have been established w i t h i n the Committee on 
Disarmament, we should move f a s t to c l e a r the o r g a n i z a t i o n a l aspects of t h e i r v7ork 
and then concentrate our energies on the substantive a s p e c t s . ~ such as problems of 
mandates, scope and measures to be evolved. I believe i t i s high time that formal 
as w e l l as informal meetings \iere scheduled v/eekly and as appropriate i n order to 
receive and discuss proposals and counter-proposals on the establishment of, and 
n e g o t i a t i o n v/ithin, v;orking groups and t h e i r contact groups and v/orking p a r t i e s 
i f necessary, on items 1 and 2 and the various issues under them, i n c l u d i n g the 
question of v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

(5) B i l a t e r a l , t r i l a t e r a l , q u a d r i l a t e r a l and any other "latèralist" 
negotiations can take place outside the Committee on Disarmament, provided they are 
complementary to those c a r r i e d out w i t h i n the Committee on Disarmament. The former 
should not c o n t r a d i c t the l e t t e r and s p i r i t of the F i n a l Document as i n d i c a t e d i n 
paragraphs 51 and 121 of the s a i d Document, and i n General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 34/85 В 
of 11 December 1979 (paragraph 2 ) . In t h i s context, one liould urge an e a r l y 
resumption and conclusion of the t r i p a r t i t e ne.'jotiations which should r e s u l t i n the 
achievement of a comprehensive nuclear t e s t ban i n a t r e a t y of a permanent character. 
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(6) The nain reason uhy i.iany delegations r e j e c t the theory of deterrence i s 
because i t pronotes the arns race bctucon the Super-Powers through improvanants i n 
the q u a l i t y and quantity of arns, i n ccchnological development of nuclear-weapon 
systens, and the l i k e . 

In short, ad hoc i.'orking groups on i t c n s 1 and 2 of our agenda should be 
S3tablir>hcd i n i . i c d i a t c l y ; no t i n e should be v.-astod on procedural n a t t e r s ; tho 
Connittee on Disaruanent should formally take up t h i s n a t t e r and the newly created 
working group or groups t/ould ironediataly begin t a c k l i n g , i n t e r a l i a , the f o l l o w i n g 
fundamental issues of substance: 

I . Problens of the scope of a CTD 

( i ) Sources of nuclear t e s t s f o r peaceful purposes only; 

( i i ) liinds of nuclear ejcplosions f o r peaceful purposes only; 

( i i i ) Problems of research and te c h n o l o g i c a l developnent i n the f i e l d of 
nuclear t e s t s f o r peaceful purposes only; 

( i v ) Probleiiio of the protection of non-nuclcar-T7eapo»i States and regions; 

(v) E t c . 

I I . Problems of v e r i f i c a t i o n of a СТБ 

( i ) Kinds and l e v e l s of v e r i f i c a t i o n ; 

( i i ) Forms and procedures of v e r i f i c a t i o n ; 

( i i i ) V e r i f i c a t i o n measures; 

( i v ) I n s t i t u t i o n a l arrangements f o r v e r i f i c a t i o n ; 

(v) Problems of on-site i n s p e c t i o n and i t s n o d a l i t i e s ; 

( v i ) Problems of s t r i c t adherence to agreements; 

( v i i ) Problems of p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the process of v e r i f i c a t i o n ; 

( v i i i ) E t c . 

I I I . Problems of the duration of a CTD 

Examination of the proposals f o r : 

( i ) Unlimited d u r a t i o n — i . e . , permanent and i n d e f i n i t e , or " f o r a l l 
e t e r n i t y " ; and 

( i i ) Limited duration f o r agreed short or long f i x e d periods of t i n e . 
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The concept of l i m i t e d duration líould not be acceptable to шу do l e s a t i o n 
because to accept i t uould bo, i n t e r a l i a , to r i s k the s e c u r i t y of both the 
non-nuclear-v/eapon States l i k e иу ovm, Kenya, and of a l l the P a r t i e s to the 
n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n Treaty. 

IV. Problens of the f i n a l " clauses of a CTD 

and 

V. Problens of the review and a p p r a i s a l of the i n p l e n e n t a t l o n o f a CTD 

These are a l s o s i g n i f i c a n t , and should be s e r i o u s l y discussed and .negotiated. 

In c o nclusion, I nust s t r e s s that the idea of the uaintenance of i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
peace and s e c u r i t y through deterrence i s a paradox. I t i s a very bad paradox, f o r 
i t \rould Indeed be t r a g i c f o r the nuclear-weapon powers, o s p o c i a l l y those w i t h the 
l a r g e s t a r s e n a l s , to use t h e i r vast econoulc resources and t e c h n o l o g i c a l s k i l l s t o 
t e r r o r i z e and Intiraidatc the basic human i n s t i n c t f o r s u r v i v a l , which i s tho common 
heritage of humankind. Secondly, paragraphs 6 , 15 and 99 et seq. of the 
F i n a l Document s t r e s s the importance of p u b l i c opinion which should be s y s t e m a t i c a l l y 
mobilized f o r the purposes of disarnariient. ily delegation attaches spoat importance 
to t h i s matter because we believe that tho n o b i l i z a t i o n of p u b l i c opinion can be 
an e f f e c t i v e instrument e s p e c i a l l y i n s i t u a t i o n s where an lapasse r e i g n s . The 
Cotamlttee on Disarmanent nust therefore give due consideration and emphasis t o t h i s 
Issue i n the near futui-e. T h i r d l y , ue have entered a stage where the patience of 
the Cooiaittee night be at stake, and the temperature of our d o l l b o r a t l o n c might 
s t a r t to be I r r e g u l a r and f l u c t u a t e . I do not knoif lihcthcr you are aware of t h i s 
but the t r a d i t i o n a l way of t r e a t i n g a patient with high fever (temperature), i n 
sone of the hot parts of A f r i c a , say the K a l a h a r i Desert, i s to cover him/her with 
as nany clo t h e s and blankets as p o s s i b l e , because the higher the temperature, the 
colder the p a t i e n t becomes. In the United States, most,doctors advise p a t i e n t s , 
e s p e c i a l l y babies w i t h very high temperature, to undress to the bone and l i e i n 
very cold viater. U e l l , the tvjo nethods of t r e a t i n g high fevers nay be extrciae, 
but f o r the purposes o f i t e n s 1 and 2 of our agen.ia and tho proposed c r e a t i o n of 
ad hoc uorking groups of the (k>mnitteo on Disaraaiient, I uould h e s i t a t e to accept 
working groups \ i l t h half-mandates because, as i t uas once s a i d and w r i t t e n , i f the 
V i a t e r i s lukc\;arra, s p i t i t out, f o r i t u i l l not quench your t h i r s t . 

L a s t l y , vre should be c a r e f u l l e s t our patience should run out. I f such a 
s i t u a t i o n viere to occur e s p e c i a l l y \/ith regard to items 1 and 2 of our agenda, 
then not even Rudyard Kiplin'î's advice i n h i s " I f " would be of any assistance to us. 
For, v/ho uould keep h i s or her head, \/hen a l l around h i n or her i n t h i s Connittee 
were l o s i n g t h e i r s over items 1 and 2? Only Cicero, that mighty Roman ancestor 
and greatest orator of a l l t i n e , uould best advise us i n h i s "Quo usque tandem 
abutere, Catina, p a t i e n t i a nostra ...7' He uould say: "Пои long, oh C a t a l i n a , 
how long w i l l you t r y our patience ...?" Tlio patience of the Senate of Rome had 
run out. I viould hate to be the C a t a l i n a of the. Connittee on Disarnanent, but 
who viould l i k e to be the Ca t a l i n a or Catallnae, of the Conr.iittee on Dlsaroamcnt? 
This i s the question that i s before us at t h i s nonont i n t i n e of our 
d e l i b e r a t i o n s . 
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The CHAIHIAIT ( t r a n s l a t e d from Frencli)! I thanic the representative of Kenya f o r 
h i s statement and I am g r a t e f u l to him f o r the k i n d vrords he addressed both to the 
Chair and to my country. 

I n accordance v/ith the d e c i s i o n taken by the Committee at i t s 1591;Ь plenary 
meeting, I погг give the f l o o r to the representative of our host country, Svátzerland, 
H i s E x c e l l e n c y Ambassador P i c t e t . 

Hr PICTBÏ (Switzerland) ( t r a n s l a t e d from French); Thanic you, I i r . Chairman, f o r 
g i v i n g me the f l o o r . I should l i k e to assure you that i t i • a great pleasure f o r cie 
t o tales the f l o o r i n the Committee on Disarmament \ i h i l e i t i s meeting imder your 
chairmanship* 

I n the yeñ,r that has elapsed since i t vra.s f i r s t authorized to p a r t i c i p a t e i n the 
meetings of the Ad Hoc l/orking Group on Chemical Ueapons, Sv/itzerland has noted with 
a great deal of i n t e r e s t and a t t e n t i o n the modest but nevertheless genuino progress 
made i n the consideration of t h i s d i f f i c u l t question. The i s s u e s involved are 
beginning to emerge more c l e a r l y and t h e i r formulation, i n the form of elements, by 
the p r i o r Chaiiman of the Vorlcing Group, Ambassador Lidgard, has g r e a t l y helped to 
c l a r i f y ideas. IJy Government therefore welcomes the re-establishment of the V/orking 
Group and more p a r t i c u l a r l y the f a c t that i t has been given a таем najidate a l l o w i n g i t 
t o proceed now, under the chairmanship of Ambassador Sujka, to the a c t u a l e l a b o r a t i o n 
of a convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons. S^jitzerland w i l l continue to 
be represented at the meetings of the Working Group, and my Government s i n c e r e l y hopes 
that i t v d l l prove p o s s i b l e during the current session, i n s p i t e of i t s b r e v i t y , to 
achieve f u r t h e r i j o s i t i v e r e s u l t s . 

I wish f i r s t of a l l to r e c a l l t h a t , as I stated i n your Conmittee on 14 J u l y 1981, 
the Sviiss p r i v a t e chemical i n d u s t r y , váoich i s , as you кпог/, h i g h l y developed, does not 
and V7Í11 not under any circumstances manufacture chemical \:eapons. The Confederation, 
f o r i t s p a r t , produces no chemical weapons :^or m i l i t a r y purpc"es i n i t s o\m e s t a b l i s h 
ments. Furthermore, Sxiitzerland has not acquired chemical \/eapons from other cotmtries; 
i t has no stoclc of chemical weapons and no such \7eap0ns are stored on i t s t e r r i t o r y . 
The equipment possessed by the army i s designed s o l e l y to protect combatants against 
the e f f e c t s of t o x i c chemicals, should those be used i n a c o n f l i c t . 

I n making t h i s statement, \diich i s a l s o a commitment as regards the f u t u r e , 
Switzerland i s demonstrating t h a t , \d.th respect to the conclusion of a convention on 
the complete p r o l i i b i t i o n of chemical weapons, i t has no m i l i t a r y chemical capacity 
whatever to defend. Ify Government nevertheless attaches very great importance to a 
convention i n t h i s sphere because of the inhuman character of chemical weapons and 
of the serious threat i d i i c h they represent a l s o f o r c i v i l i a n popvilations. Ify 
country's i n t e r e s t i n the conclusion of such a convention i s twofold; cn the one 
hand, from the standpoint of i t s s e c u r i t y , wliich i m p l i e s i n p a r t i c u l a r that the 
convention should include adequate v e r i f i c a t i o n procedures, a sine qua non c o n d i t i o n 
f o r the r e n u n c i a t i o n of c o s t l y n a t i o n a l measures of p r o t e c t i o n and defence; and on 
the other, from the standpoint of the development of i t s chemical i n d u s t r y f o r peaceful 
purposes, which ought not to be hampered. 

I should l i k e today to malee some observations concerning c e r t a i n of the elements 
submitted t o the Worlcing Group by i t s Chairman l a s t year, since they are s t i l l serving 
as a b a s i s f o r the Committee's d i s c u s s i o n s . 
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The question whether i t would Ъе a p p r o r r i a t e to repeat i r the convention the 
p r o h i b i t i o n o f the use of chemical weapons " h i c h appears i n the 1925 P r o t o c o l f o r the 
P r o h i b i t i o n o f the Use i n V/ar o f Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and of 
B a c t e r i o l o g i c a l Methods of Warfare (Geneva P r o t o c o l ) has been the subject of a great 
many comments r e l a t i n g to Element I ("General p r o v i s i o n " ) . On the one hand, i t can be 
argued that such a p r o h i b i t i o n vrould have the advantage o f beinfj more comprehensive 
than that contained i n the P r o t o c o l , since the l a t t e r does not cover a l l chemical 
vreapons and p r o h i b i t s only t h e i r f i r s t use. Furthermore, i t would be a means o f malcing 
up f o r the absence i n the P r o t o c o l o f any c o n t r o l machinery, a h i g h l y r e g r e t t a b l e 
shortcoming v;hen a l l e g a t i o n s are made concerning the use o f chemical vreapons, as has 
been the case on several occasions r e c e n t l y . On the other hand, the f e a r has been 
expressed that to r e a f f i r m the p r o h i b i t i o n o f use i n the convention vrould i n the f i n a l 
a n a l y s i s l e a d to a weakening o f the P r o t o c o l , v/hich must, o f course, be avoided. Upon 
r e f l e c t i o n , vre b e l i e v e that t h i s i s to a great extent a f a l s e problem. In f a c t the 
future convention and the 1925 Geneva P r o t o c o l v r i l l , we b e l i e v e , together form a set o f 
complementary o b l i g a t i o n s , such that i t seems ex t r e n e l y u n l i k e l y that a State vrould 
become a party to the convention vrithout being bound by the P r o t o c o l . I f that view i s 
accepted, the convention should not only not "be intejrp'reted as i n any way l i m i t i n g o r 
d e t r a c t i n g from ... the P r o t o c o l " R e c o r d i n g to the vrording proposed i n Element V I I 
e n t i t l e d "Relationship vrith other t r e a t i e s " ) but should r a t h e r express the idea of an 
otganic l i n k between the tvro instruments. That the p a r t i e s to the convention should 
also be p a r t i e s to the P r o t o c o l i s important from three p o i n t s o f vievr: f i r s t , during 
the t r c a i s i t i o n a l p e r i o d , which v r i l l be e s p e c i a l l y c r i t i c a l , i n the course o f which 
States v r i l l proceed to the dismantling of t h e i r stocks of chemical vreapons, secondly, 
vrith regard to the amounts of super-toxic chemicals the possession of which vrould be 
authorized f o r non-hostile m i l i t a i y purposes (as provided i n Element V l ) ; cind, l a s t l y , 
i n the event o f vrithdrawal from the convention. With these considerations i n mind, my 
delegation viishes u r g e n t l y to r e i t e r a t e the hope that a l l States v r i l l f o rthvrith become 
p a r t i e s to the Geneva P r o t o c o l . U n i v e r s a l adherence to the P r o t o c o l , combined vrith 
the making of u n i l a t e r a l d e c l a r a t i o n s o f the non-possession o f chemical vreapons and 
the i n t e n t i o n never to possess any, l i k e the d e c l a r a t i o n vrhich Svritzerland has made on 
tvro occasions, vrould c o n s t i t u t e confidence-building measures that could not but help to 
create a climate favourable to the ne g o t i a t i o n of the convention. 

With regard to the general d e f i n i t i o n of chemical weapons, vrhich i s the subject of 
Element I I . my a u t h o r i t i e s are o f the opinion that i t vrould be prefe r a b l e i f the 
convention covered only chemical vreapons i n the s t r i c t and c l a s s i c a l sense of the term, 
i . e . super-toxic and t o x i c substances vihich are produced expressly f o r m i l i t a r y purposes 
and have l e t h a l e f f e c t s on man or cause l a s t i n g p h y s i o l o g i c a l harm. We are aware that 
such a d e f i n i t i o n has the e f f e c t of l e a v i n g outside the scope of the convention dual-
purpose chemicals and substances intended f o r c i v i l i a n use even i f they can be employed 
f o r h o s t i l e purposes, such as c e r t a i n h e r b i c i d e s and i n s e c t i c i d e s . True, chemicals i n 
t h i s category c o n s t i t u t e a d e f i n i t e danger from the m i l i t a r y standpoint, but i t i s a 
danger that is..incomparably l e s s serious than that represented by chemical vreapons 
proper. 

Furthermore, various d i f f i c u l t i e s , such as the need to use hugh q u a n t i t i e s vrhen 
they are employed f o r m i l i t a r y purposes make t h e i r u t i l i z a - l i o n i n h o s t i l i t i e s u n l i k e l y . 
However, the main reason víhy Svritzerland advocates the ex c l u s i o n of these substances 
from the scope of the convention i s tha.t v e r i f i c a t i o n measures i n respect of them would 
pose immense problems. In f a c t , an e f f e c t i v e c o n t r o l vrould a l l f o r the p l a c i n g under 
s u r v e i l l a n c e of v i r t u a l l y a l l c i v i l i a n chemical manufacturing concerns because i t vrould 
be p o s s i b l e , i n c e r t a i n c o n d i t i o n s , f o r a very vride range of chemical products to be 
used f o r m i l i t a r y purposes. Even though c e r t a i n v e r i f i c a t i o n techniques used i n the 
matter of n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n could be app l i e d , i t vrould hardly be possible to place a 
country's e n t i r e chemical i n d u s t r y under c o n t r o l , i n the vray the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n 
Treaty has placed a l l m c l e a r i n s t a l l a t i o n s under c o n t r o l . 
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Ibreover, as regards the -use of h e r b i c i d e s and i n s e c t i c i d e s f o r h o s t i l e purposes, 
v;e may r e c a l l a r t i c l e s 54 and 55 of the f i i . - t A d d i t i o n a l P r o t o c o l tc the 
Geneva Conventions and a r t i c l e 13 of the second P r o t o c o l , r e l a t i n g to the p r o t e c t i o n 
of property e s s e n t i a l to the s u r v i v a l o f the c i v i l i a n population and the p r o t e c t i o n of 
the n a t u r a l environment. 

Other terms used i n Element I I ought a l s o , we thinlc, to bo c l a r i f i e d . For example, 
the meaning of "other l e t h a l , and other harmful chemicals" vrould be c l e a r e r i f the text 
read "other l e t h a l chemicals or chemicals causing l a s t i n g p h y s i o l o g i c a l harm to man 
vihich are capable of b e i n ^ used f o r m i l i t a r y purposes". V/ith regard to precursors, we 
believe that t h i s term should be used only to designate the component elements of 
s o - c a l l e d binary weapons and not the chemical substances used as s t a r t i n g m a t e r i a l s or 
intermediate products, v;ith no d i s t i n c t i o n being made betv/een the c i v i l i a n and m i l i t a r y 
sectors. L a s t l y , the "means of production of chemical weapons", the p r o h i b i t i o n o f 
which i s envisaged i n Elements I , IV and V, can, ме b e l i e v e , only r e f e r to the 
f a c i l i t i e s that carry out the operations v/hich render capable of m i l i t a r y use chemical 
substances to which the convention would be app l i c a b l e (loading or f i l l i n g f a c i l i t i e s ) . 

Element V I , to which I r e f e r r e d e a r l i e r , provides that each party to the convention 
should undertake not to possess super-toxic l e t h a l chemicals f o r non-hostile m i l i t a r y 
purposes i n an aggregate q u a n t i t y which exceeds 1,000 kilogrammes. Ve have serious 
reservations about t h i s p r o v i s i o n . I t amounts i n e f f e c t to perpetuating, and i n f a c t 
l e g a l i z i n g , through the very convention that i s designed to banish chemical v/eapons 
from the arsenals of States, the de facto i n e q u a l i t y at present e x i s t i n g betvreen the 
States which possess such weapons and those which do not. A. State v;hich possesses no 
chemical vieapons at the time of i t s adherence to the convention v r i l l i n f a c t be unable 
to acquire any quantity v/hatever of super-toxic l e t h a l chemicals f o r non-hostile 
m i l i t a r y purposes without v i o l a t i n g the undertalcing under Element I "never under any 
circumstances to develop, produce, other\;ise acquire, stoclcpile [ o r j r e t a i n ... chemical 
weapons". 

Consequently, stocks intended f o r "non-hostile m i l i t a r y " purposes vrould be h e l d 
only by the powers, happily few i n number, which novr possess, or w i l l possess, at the 
time of t h e i r adherence to the convention, chemical weapons i n the form of super-toxic 
l e t h a l chemicals. Thus the impi-ession of e q u a l i t y created by the f a c t that, unde^ 
Element V I , each State party vrould be able to possess the ваше q u a n t i t i e s of these 
chemicals f o r such purposes i s , \те b e l i e v e , a f a l s e one, concealing víhat i s i n r e a l i t y 
the d i s c r i m i n a t o r y nature of t h i s p r o v i s i o n . 

In any event, the quantity permitted appears to my delegation to be altogether 
excessive since these are substances intended f o r purposes of research i n the matter 
of defence and p r o t e c t i o n . Consequently, the possession of such q u a n t i t i e s of these 
chemicals by c e r t a i n Governments would continue, i n spite of c o n t r o l mea.sures intended 
to ensure that the authorized c e i l i n g i s not exceeded to co n s t i t u t e a threat to the 
s e c u r i t y of other States. 

Allow mc, before concluding, to say a fev; vrords about the measures f o r v e r i f i c a t i o n 
of compliance v.'ith the convention. Svritzerland continues to be f i r m l y of the viev/ that 
i n order to provide adequate guarantees of s e c u r i t y , the v e r i f i c a t i o n system w i l l have 
to be based on a combination of n a t i o n a l and i n t e r n a t i o n a l measures and to include the 
p o s s i b i l i t y of on-site inspections. We have read viith great i n t e r e s t the vrorking paper 
presented on 18 February by the United Kingdom delegation (document CD/244), which seems 
to us to be one of the most d e t a i l e d texts presented on t h i s subject. With regard to 
on-site inspections, i t i s e s s e n t i a l that an explanation should be given f o r anj' r e f u s a l 
to authorize s-uch an i n s p e c t i o n , and that p r o v i s i o n should be made f o r a complaints or 
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recourse procedure i n such a case. In t h i s connection Sviitzerland, f a i t h f u l to the 
general p r i n c i p l e of the peaceful settlement of disputes, i s of the view that every 
party should have the r i g h t , i n the event of disagreement regarding the i n t e r p r e t a t i o n 
of a p r o v i s i o n of the convention, to b r i n g the matter before the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Court of 
J u s t i c e , the r e c o g n i t i o n of v/hose competence should be compulsory. However, i t seems 
to us somevrhat premature to consider i n d e t a i l at t h i s stage tho methods f o r 
v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance w i t h the convention. The m o d a l i t i e s of c o n t r o l v / i l l i n 
f a c t depend i n part on the scope of the convention and, i n p a r t i c u l a r on the d e f i n i t i o n 
of chemical weapons given i n i t . As I i n d i c a t e d e a r l i e r , Switzerland would see many 
advantages i n c o n f i n i n g the convention to a l i m i t e d range of chemicals, produced 
s p e c i f i c a l l y f o r m i l i t a r y purposes. The broader the scope of the convention, the more 
extensive the v e r i f i c a t i o n measures w i l l have to be and, consequently, the more complex 
and d i f f i c u l t to apply. 

Unlike other measures of disarmament or arms c o n t r o l , a convention on the complete 
p r o h i b i t i o n o f chemical weapons \rould at present concern only a small number of States, 
those possessing such vreapons. These States therefore bear a .special r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
s i m i l a r to that of the nuclear-weapon States. I t i s as necessary to t r y to prevent the 
p r o l i f e r a t i o n of chemical weapons as i t i s to prevent that of nuclear vreapons. But 
chemical vreapons, vrhich are r e l a t i v e l y easy and inexpensive to produce, are vrithin the 
reach of a very large number of States, i f they vrish to possess them. Hence the very 
r e a l threat vrhich such vreapons represent. In these circumstances, therefore, i t i s 
p e r f e c t l y understandable that many States should vrish to be associated vrith the 
n e g o t i a t i o n o f a convention on t h i s subject. They are a l l e n t i t l e d to s t r e s s t h e i r 
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 as vrell as the i n t e r e s t s of t h e i r c i v i l i a n chemical 
ind u s t r y and t h e i r technology, vrhich should be protected. I t i s , i n auy event, these 
considerations vrhich l e d the Svriss Government to seek permission to p a r t i c i p a t e i n the 
v-rork of the Committee on Disarmament vrith respect to t h i s very important item on i t s 
agenda, and i n p a r t i c u l a r to present to you again today i t s vievís on t h i s subject. 

Tlie СНАШМАК ( t r a n s l a t e d from Trench); I thank the representative of Sviitzerland 
f o r h i s statement and f o r the k i n d vrords he addressed to tlie Chair. I have no f u r t h e r 
speakers on my l i s t . Do any other delegations v.dsh to take the f l o o r ? 

I f not, I should l i k e to r e c a l l t h a t , as vre decided l a s t vreek, vre s h a l l , 
immediately a f t e r t h i s plenary meeting, hold a short informal meeting: so that 
Ambassador J a i p a l , Secretary of the Committee and Personal Representative of the 
Secretary-General, can make a statement on the subject of documentation and other 
questions i n suspense. 

The next plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament v r i l l be h e l d on 
Thursday, 25 Ilarch, at 10 a.m, as i n d i c a t e d on our time-table f o r t h i s vreek. 

The meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 12.55 n.m 
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The CHAIRMAN ( t r a n s l a t e d from French): I declare open the l 6 6 t h plenary meeting 
of the Committee on Disarmament. 

The Committee continues today i t s consideration of item 4 of i t s agenda: 
"Chemical weapons". However, members wishing to make statements on any other subject 
relevant to the work of the Committee are free to do so, i n accordance with r u l e 30 
of the r u l e s of procedure. 

I should l i k e to welcome today to the meeting of the Committee two d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
v i s i t o r s , the representative of the Federal Republic of Germany and the representative 
of Hungary. 

His Excellency Ambassador Ruth has already made statements before our Committee 
several times i n the past. As you know, he i s the Commissioner f o r Disarmament and 
Arms Control of the Government of the Federal Republic of Germany. He has been very 
a c t i v e i n matters of disarmament, not only i n t h i s Committee but a l s o i n New York, 
where he has attended the regular sessions of the General Assembly. 

His Excellency Mr. Imre H o l l a i , Deputy M i n i s t e r f o r Foreign A f f a i r s of Hungary, 
i s a l s o an experienced diplomat who has already twice served i n h i s present post. 
From 1974 to I98O he was the permanent representative of h i s country to the 
United Nations i n New York. As a s p e c i a l i s t i n m u l t i l a t e r a l diplomaoy, he has 
p a r t i c i p a t e d i n a number of i n t e r n a t i o n a l conferences, some of them on disarmament. 

I know that members of the Committee w i l l l i s t e n with great i n t e r e s t to the 
statements our two v i s i t o r s are going to make to us and that t h e i r presence here 
i s g r e a t l y appreciated. 

I have on my l i s t of speakers f o r today the representatives of the Federal Republic 
of Germany, Hungary, the United States, Mongolia, B u l g a r i a , the Soviet Union, 
Kenya, Argentina and China- A f u r t h e r member of the Committee has expressed a wish 
to speak today and I hope that I s h a l l be able to give him the f l o o r . However, 
since we already have nine speakers on the l i s t f o r t h i s morning, he has k i n d l y 
agreed to speak only i f we have s u f f i c i e n t time when the above l i s t of speakers i s 
exhausted. 

I now give the f l o o r to the f i r s t speaker cn яу l i s t , , the representiitive of the 
Federal Repuolic of Germany, the Federal Government Commissioner f o r Disarmament 
and Arms Control, His Excellency Ambassador Ruth. 

Mr. RUTH (Federal Republic of Germany): Mr. Chairman, i t i s a very great honour 
fo r me to address the Committee on Disarmament again. The l a s t time I had t h i s 
p r i v i l e g e was on 6 August 1 9 8 1 . On that occasion I explained my Government's p o s i t i o n 
on the d r a f t comprehensive programme of disarmament (CD/*205) j o i n t l y submitted by 
A u s t r a l i a , Belgium, Japan, the United Kingdom and the Federal Republic of Germany. 
At the same time I was able to obtain a personal impression of the great sense of 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y , the dedication to serious n e g o t i a t i o n and the expertise which 
charac t e r i z e the Committee's work. In my address I v/arned against e i t h e r euphoria or 
r e s i g n a t i o n and stated that I was p a r t i c u l a r l y encouraged by the negotiations w i t h i n 
the working groups f o r chemical and r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. I note with s a t i s f a c t i o n 
that the work on a convention banning chemical and r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons has been 
i n t e n s i f i e d . 
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The work on the comprehensive programme of disarmament has entered a d e c i s i v e 
phase. We s h a l l continue to p a r t i c i p a t e c o n s t r u c t i v e l y ' i n the wo'rk of the Committee 
aimed a t presenting a product to the forthcoming s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly 
that i s capable oi" gaining the support of аГ.1 s i d e s . 

As we a l l know, the prospects f o r t a n g i b l e success of the Committee's e f f o r t s 
depend to a large extent on whether there i s an improvement i n the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
c l i m a t e , e s p e c i a l l y between East and West. Unfortunately there has been a deplorable 
reverse trend: since 13 December 1 9 8 I a dark shadow has been l y i n g over the r e l a t i o n s 
between East and West as the consequence of an event that runs counter to the 
o b j e c t i v e s and r e s u l t s of the CSCE process i n Europe. Several delegations, i n c l u d i n g 
my own, have stressed t h i s i n the general debate at the beginning of t h i s s e s s i o n . 

R e a l i s t i c and concrete arms c o n t r o l continues t o be an urgent task of i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
s e c u r i t y p o l i c y . I t i s therefore g r a t i f y i n g that the Committee has been able to 
agree on an e f f e c t i v e programme of work, that a new extended mandate has been 
foimulated f o r the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons, and that progress has 
been made towards the establishment of a new working group on the subject of nuclear 
te;sting with a focus on problems of v e r i f i c a t i o n of the observance of a comprehensive 
t e s t ban. 

My Government, which has attached, great importance to the Committee's work i n 
the f i e l d of a chemical weapons ban from the very outset, i s ready to make i t s 
c o n t r i b u t i o n so that success can be achieved, with t h i s i n mind my delegation i s 
submitting a new working paper on the question of v e r i f y i n g compliance with a 
convention p r o h i b i t i n g the development, production and s t o c k p i l i n g of chemical 
weapons and s t i p u l a t i n g the d e s t r u c t i o n of e x i s t i n g stocks and production p l a n t s . We 
do so knowing that a large measure of agrefiment has already been achieved on the 
convention's scope and on d e f i n i t i o n s . Unfortunately t h i s p o s i t i v e development has 
unûil now not been accompanied by corresponding progress i n r e s o l v i n g the c r u c i a l 
issue of vérification. 

The p o s i t i o n of my Government i s c l e a r : 

The Federal Republic of Germany i s a c o n t r a c t i n g party to the Geneva Protocol 
of 1925, to which i t adheres without r e s e r v a t i o n s . Furthermore, i n 1954 i t became the 
only country u n t i l now to commit i t s e l f — vis-à-vis i t s a l l i e s — not to produce 
nuclear, b i o l o g i c a l or chemical weapons. When s i g n i n g the B a c t e r i o l o g i c a l Weapons 
Convention i n 1972 my Government declared t h a t " i n the sphere of chemical weapons, i t 
w i l l n e i t h e r develop nor acquire nor s t o c k p i l e under i t s own c o n t r o l any of the 
warfare agents which i t has already undertaken not to manufacture". My country a l s o 
agreed, i n connection with i t s commitment, to i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n of the 
non-production of chemical weapons. The experience gained from t h i s p r a c t i c a l 
v e r i f i c a t i o n was presented at an i n t e r n a t i o n a l workshop held i n March 1979 and was 
then recorded i n document CD/37. 

In view of these circumstances my country f e l t j u s t i f i e d to make energetic 
e f f o r t s to promote the conclusion of a comprehensive and — at the same time — 
v e r i f i a b l e chemical weapons convention. Our parliament, the German Bundestag, 
unanimously supports these e f f o r t s . In a d e c i s i o n unanimously adopted on 
3 December 198i i t c a l l e d upon thé Committee on Disarmament to make even greater 
e f f o r t s than h i t h e r t o f o r the conclusion of a chemical weapons convention, which 
i t deems indispensable and of which e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n must be 
an i n t e g r a l p a r t . 
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I know that we are a l l agreed on tho f o l l o w i n g p o i n t s : 

Chemical weapons are regarded by the i n t e r n a t i o n a l p u b l i c as being 
e s p e c i a l l y obnoxious and ar? a p a r t i c u l a r ] " great threat to the 
c i v i l i a n population. 

The danger that these weapons mi^ht be employed i n a m i l i t a r y 
confrontation despite the Geneva Protocol banning t h e i r use- cannot 
be precluded as long as they e x i s t . 

This danger must be averted, and indeed i t can be averted. This 
requires an agreement which s t i p u l a t e s the d e s t r u c t i o n of a l l 
e x i s t i n g chemical weapons subject to adequate v e r i f i c a t i o n and 
ensures that no State may i n future develop, produce or s t o c k p i l e 
chymical weapons. 

The observance of such an agreement must be r e l i a b l y safeguarded. 
This i s the only way of ensuring that the horrors of chemical 
warfare are completely banned and forever from the v/orld. 

Our experience with regard to the v e r i f i c a t i o n of the non-production of chemical 
weapons r e i n f o r c e s our c o n v i c t i o n t h a t , although these problems are even more 
multifaceted and complex than those connected with other arras c o n t r o l agreements, 
p r a c t i c a b l e s o l u t i o n s that ara universably acceptable can none the l e s s be found 
Let me o u t l i n e some of the elements of a necessary v e r i f i c a t i o n arrangement. 

(a) A chemical weapons convention cannot be monitored by n a t i o n a l t e c h n i c a l 
means alone. By looking at a chemical f a c t o r y from the outside one cannot see v/hat 
i s going on i n s i d e . 

(b) On-site inspections by teams of i n t e r n a t i o n a l experts must therefore be a 
fi r m component of a v e r i f i c a t i o n régime. 

(c) A r e l i a b l e v e r i f i c a t i o n régime has two main functio n s : i t must enable 
s i t u a t i o n s r e q u i r i n g c l a r i f i c a t i o n to be examined i m p a r t i a l l y , and i t must ensure the 
observance and implementation of the convention by means of regular and 
non-discriminatory i n t e r n a t i o n a l measures according to a f i x e d procedure., 

(d) The l e g i t i m a t e i n t e r e s t i n keeping chemical production and research methods 
secret must be f u l l y protected. 

There are, i n my view, favourable prospects f o r progress towards a comprehensive 
chemical weapons convention. Only r e c e n t l y the,President of the United States stated 
unequivocally that h i s country regards the conclusion of a comprehensive and 
v e r i f i a b l e chemical weapons convention as a high p r i o r i t y of i t s arms c o n t r o l p o l i c y 
and that i t would welcome such an achievement by 1984 since i t v/ould then no longer 
need to resume the production of chemical weapons discontinutsd by the United States 
i n 1969 and introduce modernized chemical weapons. The Committee's working group on 
chemical weapons has f o r the f i r s t time been given a comprehensive mandate f o r the 
d r a f t i n g of a convention. The discussionr. i n t h i s group have been speeded up and 
i n t e n s i f i e d . The future work of the Committee can b u i l d on the substantive progress 
already achieved. I n t e r n a t i o n a l opinion has been made s e n s i t i v e to the subject of 
chemical weapons not l e a s t by reports that such weapons may have been used i n c r i s i s 
areas i n South As i a . Thus the conditions e x i s t f o r a successful outcome v/hich would 
free mankind from a nightmare. 
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The working paper submitted today by my delegation i s intended to be a ' 
c o n s t r u c t i v e c o n t r i b u t i o n o f f e r i n g p r a c t i c a b l e s o l u t i o n s to tho one problem s t i l l 
causing the greatest d i f f i c u l t y : that of adequate v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

The authors of the paper have been guided by the f o l l o w i n g o b j e c t i v e s : we 
propose a v e r i f i c a t i o n régime which, i n our view, i s both e f f e c t i v e and acceptable. 
I t recognizes that expenditure and the manpower requirements must be kept w i t h i n 
reasonable l i m i t s . 

The paper envisages regular checks f o r monitoring both the d e s t r u c t i o n of 
e x i s t i n g chemical weapons stocks and production f a c i l i t i e s and the undertaking not 
to manufacture chemical weapons. In a d d i t i o n , the paper c a l l s f o r i n s p e c t i o n on 
challenge, that i s the p o s s i b i l i t y of s p e c i a l checks i n the event of founded 
suspicions. Neither of these two procedures i s s u f f i c i e n t on i t s own; a dependable 
v e r i f i c a t i o n régime must include both of them. 

The paper does not overlook the f a c t t h a t a v e r i f i c a t i o n régime could be more 
elaborate. We do not exclude the p o s s i b i l i t y of d e f i n i n g a d d i t i o n a l confidence-building 
measures i n the f i e l d o f chemical weapons, v/hich could have a p a r t i c u l a r p s y c h o l o g i c a l 
and p o l i t i c a l impact. The paper does not contain any s p e c i f i c suggestions i n t h i s 
f i e l d as i t i s designed to o u t l i n e the elements of a v e r i f i c a t i o n régime that we 
consider indispensable f o r any ban on chemical weapons. 

Let me add a" few words on the regular checks described i n the paper. We f e e l 
that we have not proposed any-unreasonable measures. To v e r i f y that the commitment 
not to manufacture chemical weapons i s being honoured, we consider i t s u f f i c i e n t to 
ensure random on - s i t e inspections of chemical plants producing organo-phosphrous 
substances. The'pajjer recommends that l o t s be cast to s e l e c t the plants f o r 
i n s p e c t i o n . In our view, the very p o s s i b i l i t y of the l o t f a l l i n g upon a p o t e n t i a l 
v i o l a t o r serves to ensure a large measure of confidence that the convention i s being 
complied wi t h . 

S p e c i f i c r u l e s are suggested f o r v e i i f y i n g the d e s t r u c t i o n of chemical weapons 
stocks and production f a c i l i t i t i s . They provide f o r o b l i g a t o r y inspections before 
and a f t e r the period during which d e s t r u c t i o n i s to be e f f e c t e d ; during the period 
i t s e l f j o i n t l y agreed forms of monitoring with t e c h n i c a l a i d s , such as flowmeters, 
and random on - s i t e inspections are to be c a r r i e d out. 

As you v i i l l n o t i c e , we do not suggest the i n c l u s i o n of regular checks to 
monitor the production of dual-purpose agents. In t h i s respect tha scope of the 
convention goes beyond that of t h i s proposed v e r i f i c a t i o n régime. This seems to 
us to be a j u s t i f i e d l i m i t a t i o n , i n our view, comprehensive v e r i f i c a t i o n would be 
very d i f f i c u l t to carry out from a t e c h n i c a l point of view i n t h i s p a r t i c u l a r f i e l d . 
Furthermore and above a l l , the agents concerned are of l e s s m i l i t a r y importance. 
The regular checks' suggested by the paper therefore concentrate on supertoxic 
agents. In t h i s context the a c t u a l design of a production f a c i l i t y w i l l give an 
i n d i c a t i o n of whether the convention i s being v i o l a t e d . 
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In t h i s connection the paper a l s o suggests a method f o r v e r i f y i n g the 
non-production of binary weapons. This involves the t a k i n g of.samples, which are 
analysed at the i n s p e c t i o n s i t e i t s e l f . The a n a l y s i s involves a summary procedure 
which proves the юп-production of the key precursors of binary weapons but does 
not d i s c l o s e the complete a c t u a l composition of the sample. When I speak of 
b i n a r i e s I mean a composition containing a key precursor as one of the two or more 
components. Only t h i s key precursor i s a phosphorus-organic compound which i s 
e s s e n t i a l f o r a binary weapon. I t i s t h i s key precursor which must be subject to 
v e r i f i c a t i o n . I t i s thus not true that binary production techniques cannot be' 
subjected to reasonable and e f f e c t i v e v e r i f i c a t i o n . In t h i s context I should l i k e 
to add that the term "binary", as used i n the paper, includes weapons made up of 
two or more a c t i v e substances., 

Let me s t r e s s that the proposed procedure i s intended to r u l e out the p o s s i b i l i t y 
of any abuse. My country's chemical i n d u s t r y , which faces l i v e l y competition 
on both n a t i o n a l and i n t e r n a t i o n a l markets, strongly supports the proposals 
made here and i s w i l l i n g to share the experience i t has. gained with any i n t e r e s t e d 
party. 

I i n v i t e a l l delegations to the Committee to take a close look at our paper 
and to incorporate i t i n t h e i r own considerations. In the i n t e r e s t of increased 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operation and t r u s t , long-standing reservations should now be r e 
considered. C l e a r l y defined o n - s i t e - i n s p e c t i o n s .should^be recognized as a s u i t a b l e 
means of v e r i f i c a t i o n i n the f i e l d of chemical v/eapons. This would a l s o create 
favourable conditions f o r other disarmament and arms c o n t r o l e f f o r t s . R e l i a b l e 
v e r i f i c a t i o n i s not to the advantage or disadvantage of any i n d i v i d u a l party: 
rather, i t serves the i n t e r e s t s of everyone concerned and enhances world-wide 
confidence i n arras c o n t r o l agreements and the r e a l i s t i c expectation of achieving 
co-operative measures designed to ensure compliance with negotiated r e s u l t s . 

Ever since the Geneva Protocol was drawn up i n 1925, t h i s c i t y has been 
the scene of many successful i n t e r n a t i o n a l endcjavours f o r disarmament and arms 
c o n t r o l . At present i t hosts not only th. Committee on Disarmament but a l s o another 
negotiating forum of c r u c i a l importance f o r s e c u r i t y and s t a b i l i t y i n Europe and 
worldwide. I r e f e r , of course, to the American-Soviet negotiations on the 
reduction and l i m i t a t i o n of intermediate-range nuclear weapons, which, a f t e r the 
agreed two-month recess, w i l l be resumed on 20 May with a new round. My Government 
i s n a t u r a l l y f o l l o w i n g these t a l k s with the greatest i n t e r e s t and i s p a r t i c i p a t i n g 
a c t i v e l y i n the consultations of the North A t l a n t i c A l l i a n c e on t h i s Subject. 
In our view, the b i l a t e r a l American-Soviet INF negotiations and the Committee's 
m u l t i l a t e r a l e f f o r t s to achieve a comprehensive chemical v/eapons convention 
have something i n common: thoy both aim at a z e r o - l e v e l outcome, i n other words, 
the INF negotiations at the eliminación of a l l lana-based long-range nuclear 
m i s s i l e s , and the e f f o r t s of t h i s Committee a t the e l i m i n a t i o n of a l l chemical 
weapons, thus making a c o n t r i b u t i o n to achieve outcomes at the lowest possible 
l e v e l . My country hopes that such substantivé r e s u l t s w i l l be achieved i n both 
cases. We w i l l support every e f f o r t to move towards c o n s t r u c t i v e and concrete 
r e s u l t s to f a c i l i t a t e the negotiations and bring them to a successful conclusion. 
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The CHAIRMAN ( t r a n s l a t e d from French); I thank the representative of the 
F t d e r a i Republic of Germany f o r h i s statement. I should now l i k e to give the 
f l o o r to the r presentative of Hungary His Excellency the Deputy M i n i s t e r f o r 
f o r e i g n A f f a i r s , Mr. Imre H o l l a i . 

Mr. HOLLAI (Hungary): Allow me f i r s t of a l l to thank you f o r the very 
kind words of welcome you have extended to me, Mr. Chairman, and a l s o to 
associate myself with the,sincere congratulations that the head of the Hungarian 
delegation has already expressed on your assumption of the chairmanship of the 
Comnittee f o r the month of March. I t i s a p r i v i l e g e f o r me to address the 
Committee on Disarmament today and to present the views of my Government on some 
of the very important issues presently occupying the a t t e n t i o n of the peoples and 
t h e i r r epresentatives. I t i s a l s o a source of great personal pleasure to see so 
many f a m i l i a r faces around t h i s t a b l e . I am happy to have had the opportunity to 
work with many of you i n previous years, and look forward to co-operating with a l l 
of you on forthcoming occasions. 

There i s not a s i n g l e person i n Hungary who would disagree with the 
r e s o l u t i o n of the Twelfth Congress of the Hungarian S o c i a l i s t Workers' Party 
which s t a t e s that "In our epoch i t i s d e c i s i v e f o r mankind to maintain peace 
and to prevent the outbreak of a new world war". That n a t i o n a l u n i t y i s the 
mos'. s o l i d basis of my Government's f o r e i g n p o l i c y , the p r i o r i t y o b j e c t i v e of 
which i t i s to contribute to the strengthening of peace and i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y , 
the easing of tension and the e l i m i n a t i o n of the danger of war. 

With a view to achieving that p r i o r i t y o b j e c t i v e the Government of the 
Hungarian People's Republic has always done and continues to do i t s best to promote 
every e f f o r t aimed at h a l t i n g and reversing the arms race, reducing arms and armed 
forces, and a r r i v i n g at genuine and e f f e c t i v e measures of disarmament. As a proof 
of cur profound commitment to arms l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament, I may mention that 
Hungary i s a party to a l l i n t e r n a t i o n a l agreements i n force i n those f i e l d s , and 
a c t i v e l y contributed to the e l a b o r a t i o n of many of them. The representatives of 
i.iy country spare no e f f o r t s to be engaged a c t i v e l y and c o n s t r u c t i v e l y at a l l f o r a 
where such issues are d e l i b e r a t e d or negotiated. 

The Hungarian People's Republic has always devoted p a r t i c u l a r a t t e n t i o n to 
the work of the Committee on Disarmament. We are convinced that today when the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n i s marked by the aggravation of the c o n f r o n t a t i o n between 
the forces of war and peace, when m i l i t a r i s t i c c i r c l e s attempt to d i s r u p t the 
e x i s t i n g p a r i t y of forces and openly s t r i v e f o r m i l i t a r y s u p e r i o r i t y , today the 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of t h i s Committee — the s i n g l e i n t e r n a t i o n a l forum to negotiate 
g l o b a l issues of arms l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament — i s greater than ever before. 
Consequently, the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of the States members of t h i s body has s i m i l a r l y 
increased. Now that a l l nuclear weapon States and most of the m i l i t a r i l y 
s i g n i f i c a n t countries are represented here i n a well-balanced n e g o t i a t i n g body, 
the Committee has no one e l s e to blame f o r i t s shortcomings but i t s e l f or some of 
i c s members. 
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In the process of preparations f o r the second s p e c i a l session of the 
United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament, the States members of 
the Committee on Disarmament must face the f r u s t r a t i n g problem: should each 
of them share e q u a l l y the blame f o r not having u t i l i z e d f u l l y the l a s t three 
years? In an alarmed world where p u b l i c opinion w i l l judge the Committee by the 
extent to which i t has succeeded i n h a l t i n g the arms race and achieving s u b s t a n t i a l 
cuts i n the enormous burden of the armaments programmes, the answer i s c l e a r . 
Clear as the balance sheet of the majority of the member States which have from 
year to year come forward with concrete proposals, d r a f t t r e a t i e s , working papers 
on substance, as w e l l as r e a l measures of arms l i m i t a t i o n taken u n i l a t e r a l l y i n 
order to set an example and pave the way to equitable agreements. 

In a world where the accumulation of weapons, i n p a r t i c u l a r nuclear weapons, 
poses a permanent threat to the very s u r v i v a l of mankind and c i v i l i z a t i o n , when 
a l l the peoples of the world have a v i t a l i n t e r e s t i n the success of disarmament, 
the duty of States to negotiate i n good f a i t h i s a primary o b l i g a t i o n . I t i s an 
o b l i g a t i o n that has been unanimously undertaken i n the F i n a l Document of the 
f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament. Therefore, any State u n w i l l i n g to f u l f i l i t s o b l i g a t i o n takes upon 
i t s e l f a heavy r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . 

The Hungarian People's Republic, l i k e other s o c i a l i s t States, i s pursuing 
a consistent f o r e i g n p o l i c y aimed at arms l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament. Together 
with the other States P a r t i e s to the Warsaw Treaty, Hungary has repeatedly 
reaffirmed i t s readiness to negotiate and conclude agreements on the l i m i t a t i o n , 
reduction or p r o h i b i t i o n of weapons of any kind on a j u s t and r e c i p r o c a l b a s i s . 
As stated recently i n the Communiqué issued a f t e r the meeting of the M i n i s t e r s 
f o r Foreign A f f a i r s of the Warsaw Treaty States towards the end of l a s t year, 
that readiness "applies not only to nuclear weapons and a l l weapons of mass 
destr u c t i o n but a l s o to conventional armaments. I t a l s o a p p l i e s to the numerical 
reduction of the armed forces of States." 

Representatives of my Government have stated on numerous occasions that f o r 
the Hungarian People's Republic the cessation of the nuclear arms race, the 
e l i m i n a t i o n of the threat of a thermo-nuclear catastrophe and nuclear disarmament 
are questions of the highest p r i o r i t y . We continue to maintain that w i t h i n the 
complex of nuclear disarmament measures the complete and general p r o h i b i t i o n of 
a l l nuclear-weapon t e s t s must be treated with the greatest urgency. In t h i s 
context, my Government has welcomed the c o n s t r u c t i v e step taken by the 
Soviet Union when i t expressed i t s readiness to accept f o r a d e f i n i t e , i n i t i a l 
period such a p r o h i b i t i o n on a t r i l a t e r a l b a s i s . We are deeply convinced that 
a comprehensive t e s t ban would have unprecedented c a t a l y t i c e f f e c t s upon the 
whole range of nuclear disarmament problems. 

For the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , co-sponsors of the comprehensive proposal i n 
document CD/4, the most a t t r a c t i v e and most expedient s o l u t i o n i s to prepare 
and s t a r t negotiations on the cessation of the production of a l l types of 
nuclear weapons, and on the gradual reduction of t h e i r s t o c k p i l e s u n t i l the 
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complete e l i m i n a t i o n of such weapons. There are s e v e r a l measures, however, which 
might be conducive to a comprehensive approach.- The f i r s t one would be the 

.rther strengthening of the n o n - p r o l i l e r a t i o n régime, and i n tha same scope, 
the adoption of an i n t e r n a t i o r a ] agreement on tho non-stationing of nuclear 
weapons on the t e r r i t o r i e s of States where there are no such weapons a t present. 

The adoption of such an agreement, we are f i r m l y convinced, would be an 
important measure i n i t s e l f , and i n a d d i t i o n i t could serve as a precursor to 
the establishment of nuclear-weapon-froe zones. The s o c i a l i s t States have f o r 
long been advocating that idea, and my country supported every e f f o r t aimed at 
c r e a t i n g such zones i n various parts of Europe, l i k e the North of the continent, 
the Balkans, as w e l l as the c e n t r a l part of the European continent i n which we 
are p a r t i c u l a r l y i n t e r e s t e d . We aro a l s o i n favour of c r e a t i n g a zone of peace 
and co-operation i n the Meditorranoan region. The Hungarian Government i s of the 
view that such zones would be instrumental i n lessening tension and strengthening 
confidence even beyond t h e i r geographical boundaries. 

The F i n a l Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session on disarmament c l e a r l y 
recognized the s p e c i a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of the two major nuclear-weapon powers 
i n the f i e l d of nuclear disarmament. The Soviet Union has always l i v e d up t o 
that r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . Even a f t e r the United States had u n i l a t e r a l l y broken o f f 
b i l a t e r a l n egotiations, the Soviet side continued to manifest a c o n s t r u c t i v e 
a t t i t u d e , and on numerous occasions c a l l e d f o r the speedy resumption of t h e i r 
t a l k s , i n p a r t i c u l a r those on s t r a t e g i c arms l i m i t a t i o n . The Hungarian Government 
i s . s t r o n g l y urging the prompt renewal of those negotiations with a view to 
achieving a s i g n i f i c a n t l i m i t a t i o n and reduction of s t r a t e g i c arms". We are 
convinced that such a turn of events would have a b e n e f i c i a l i n f l u e n c e on the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l atmosphere as a whole, and would promote arms l i m i t a t i o n and 
disarmament negotiations a l s o i n other frameworks. 

There i s a close r e l a t i o n s h i p between the g l o b a l aspects of the SALT process, 
and the issue of medium-range nuclear weapons I n Europe. The Hungarian Government 
welcomed the opening of negotiations on ohis complex subject between the, 
Soviet Union and the United Staces, and expressed i t s f u l l support f o r the l o f t y 
o b j e c t i v e and c o n s t r u c t i v e proposal of the Soviet party. We are i n favour of a 
s o l u t i o n which would provide f o r the t o t a l e l i m i n a t i o n of a l l medium-range nuclear 
weapons targeted on our continent, u l t i m a t e l y making Europe t o t a l l y free of a l l 
nuclear weapons. Last v/eek the Soviet Union has again demonstrated i t s consequent 
and r e s o l u t e stand i n t h i s respect when i t decided to introduce a u n i l a t e r a l 
-loratorium and offered a reduction of a c e r t a i n number of medium-range m i s s i l e s 
l a t e r t h i s year. The i n t e r n a t i o n a l community oif States would have expected 
s i m i l a r goodwill and r e c i p r o c a l readiness at the negotiating t a b l e from the 
other party. However, the hasty r e f u s a l by o f f i c i a l c i r c l e s i n the United States 
only revealed an alarming lack of readiness to give thorough consideration to the 
important proposals aimed at s o l v i n g one of the most d i f f i c u l t problems of our days. 

The Hungarian People's Republic, j u s t l i k e any of the non-nuclear-weapon 
States, has a l e g i t i m a t e concern f o r i t s s e c u r i t y , as w e l l as f o r the s e c u r i t y 
of a l l the peoples c f the world. We are convinced that the best s o l u t i o n to 



CD/PV.166 
15 

(Mr. H o l l a i , Hungary) 

remove the threat of a nuclear war would be the e a r l i e s t p o s s i b l e e l i m i n a t i o n of 
a l l nuclear weapons, or a t l e a s t to outlaw the f i r s t use of such weapons as the 
gravest crime against humanity. P a r t i a l measures, however, could a l s o contribute 
to the strengthening of the s e c u r i t y of S t a t e s . 

In t h i s context, I wish to emphasize that my Government attaches great 
importance to strengthening the guarantees of s e c u r i t y of non-nuclear-weapon 
Stat e s . Our point of departure i s that- States — l i k e my own country — which 
have renounced the a c q u i s i t i o n of nuclear weapons under a v a l i d i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
l e g a l instrument, and whose t e r r i t o r i e s are free of nuclear weapons of other 
States, have an inherent r i g h t to unconditional guarantees that they w i l l never, 
under any circumstances, be subjected to the use or threat of use of nuclear 
weapons. V/e continue to be advocates of a s o l u t i o n w i t h i n the framework of an 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l convention. However, we support the proposal- to have, as a f i r s t 
step, declarations by the nuclear-weapon powers to that e f f e c t , i d e n t i c a l i n 
substance and confirmed by the Security Council of the United Nations. 

The Hungarian people was deeply shocked and alarmed when i n August l a s t year 
the United States Government announced the commencement of the l a r g e - s c a l e 
production of neutron warheads. Even the thought of a possible use of that 
weapon i s profoundly deplorable, and generates a strong f e e l i n g of i n d i g n a t i o n 
a l l over the world, but p a r t i c u l a r l y i n Europe where i t i s intended to be deployed. 
My Government i s r e s o l u t e l y urging the Committee on Disarmament to s t a r t 
negotiations without delay on a convention to p r o h i b i t i n a comprehensive 
manner that aoominable weapon. 

The amount of time I have devoted to questions concerning the complex of 
nuclear disarmament, j u s t l i k e the great emphasis that the Hungarian delegation 
has always l a i d on a l l such i s s u e s , is c l e a r l y i n d i c a t i v e of the urgency and 
p r i o r i t y which the Government of the Hungarian People's Republic attaches to 
those problems. This f a c t , however, does not detract from our v / i l l and 
readiness to pursue meaningful negotiations on a l l the other items on the 
Committee's agenda. 

The Hungarian delegation has, indeed f o r a long time, been one of the 
proponents of urgent measures, tha conclusion of i n t e r n a t i o n a l agreements aimed 
at the p r o h i b i t i o n of the development, production and s t o c k p i l i n g of chemical 
weapons and the d e s t r u c t i o n of such weapons: the p r o h i b i t i o n of r a d i o l o g i c a l 
weapons ; and the p r o h i b i t i o n of the development and production of new types 
of weapons of mass dest r u c t i o n and new systems of such weapons. 

The people of my country, l i k e peoples i n the whole of Europe, are deeply 
worried by recent mear.ures taken i n the United States on the production and 
deployment of binary weapons. A l l States, i n p a r t i c u l a r the European States, 
should r a i s e and f i r m l y r e j e c t the s i n i s t e r plans aimed at f l o o d i n g t h i s 
continent with new waves of nuclear, neutron and chemical weapons. This 
Committee should accelerate i t s e f f o r t s aimed at preventing a new and very 
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dangerous s p i r a l of the chemical arms race. Urgent steps should be taken to 
prevent the production and deployment of new types of chemical weapons, i n 
p a r t i c u l a r binary weapons, as w e l l as tne deployment of cnemical weapons i n 
countries where there are no sucn weapons at present. 

The Hungarian delegation has been deeply involved i n e f f o r t s to elaborate 
a d r a f t t r e a t y on the p r o h i b i t i o n of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, and i t w i l l continue 
to be engaged i n f u r t h e r negotiations to that end. 

Only a week ago our delegation submitted a proposal i n t h i s Committee 
concerning various steps aimed at preventing a q u a l i t a t i v e l y new round of the 
t e c h n o l o g i c a l arms race, and to achieve a comprehensive p r o h i b i t i o n of new 
weapons o f mass d e s t r u c t i o n . We suggested a l s o to give serious consideration 
to appropriate formulations, by which a l l States, e s p e c i a l l y the permanent 
members of the S e c u r i t y Council and other m i l i t a r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t States would 
make solemn d e c l a r a t i o n s , i d e n t i c a l i n substance, condemning any f u r t h e r e f f o r t s 
to develop, manufacture and deploy new types of weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n and 
new systems of such weapons. My Government i s hopeful that our i n i t i a t i v e i s 
c a r e f u l l y considered and w i l l be given p o s i t i v e response. 

Before concluding t h i s review of my Government's p o s i t i o n on some of the 
major problems of - arms l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament, I wish to mention that we 
f u l l y support the proposal made by the Soviet Union at the t h i r t y - s i x t h session 
of the United Nations General Assembly f o r the e a r l i e s t p o s s i b l e conclusion of 
an i n t e r n a t i o n a l t r e a t y aimed at preventing outer space from becoming a new 
arena of the arms race. We hope that a l l the Diembers of the Committee r e a l i z e 
the great danger that would face mankind i f another sphere of v i t a l i n t e r e s t to 
a l l States got involved i n the arms race. 

In conclusion I wish to r e a f f i r m the great importance which the Hungarian 
People's Republic attaches to the success of the second s p e c i a l session of the 
united Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament, " i i t h that i n mind, our 
delegations here i n the Committee and i t s s u b s i d i a r y bodies, and i n the 
Preparatory Committee i n New York, are co-operating i n the preparations i n 
order to ensure the r e a l i z a t i o n of a l l the sound a n t i c i p a t i o n s . V/e expect the 
s p e c i a l session to become a forum of a c t i o n - o r i e n t e d d e c i s i o n s . We s h a l l do 
everything to help preserve and f u r t h e r develop the r e s u l t s achieved at the 
f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . Ue want to contribute to the maintenance of the 
p r i n c i p l e s embodied i n the F i n a l Document, and to be instrumental i n the 
preparation and adoption of a comprehensive programme of disarmament. 
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The Hungarian delegation has been a c t i v e l y engaged, and continues to do so, 
i n the d r a f t i n g of that programme. Our p o s i t i o n of p r i n c i p l e i s w e l l known to 
everyone, and our c o n s t r u c t i v e proposals are w e l l received and appreciated. 
Therefore, I can l i m i t myself now to s t a t i n g only a few basic considerations of 
my Government. 

In the introductory part of t h i s statement I have made i t c l e a r that the 
Hungarian People's Republic i s ready and w i l l i n g to negotiate and conclude 
agreements on the l i m i t a t i o n , reduction or p r o h i b i t i o n of weapons of any 
kind on a j u s t and r e c i p r o c a l b a s i s . This commitment has been declared on 
various occasions, most re c e n t l y i n the Declaration of the States P a r t i e s 
to the Warsaw Treaty, adopted at the meeting of the P o l i t i c a l Consultative 
Committee, held i n Viarsaw i n May 1 9 8 0 . That document was signed by the highest 
p o l i t i c a l p e r s o n a l i t i e s of the member States, and discussed and r a t i f i e d by 
the relevant p o l i t i c a l and l e g i s l a t i v e organs. I should l i k e to mention that 
the Declaration contains a d e t a i l e d d e s c r i p t i o n of the commitment, which — as 
a matter of f a c t — was reaffirmed and f u r t h e r developed by the M i n i s t e r s of 
Foreign A f f a i r s of the Warsaw Treaty countries at t h e i r l a s t meeting held at 
Bucharest i n December 1 9 8 I . 

The Hungarian People's Republic i s determined to continue negotiations i n 
f u l l harmony with the p r i n c i p l e s and p r i o r i t i e s adopted by consensus at the 
f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n , and embodied i n the F i n a l Document. We are f u r t h e r 
"determined to negotiate on a l l measures i n a comprehensive manner, on a 
r a t i o n a l sequence of i n t e r r e l a t e d actions to be taken over es t a b l i s h e d periods 
of time. We support the i n c l u s i o n i n the comprehensive programme of disarmament 
of appropriate p r o v i s i o n s on the holding of p e r i o d i c reviews i n order to 
a s c e r t a i n the r e a l i z a t i o n of commitments and the achijvement of the projected 
measures. Such reviews should give f u r t h e r impetus to the continuation of the 
disarmament process, and should lead i n due time to the convening of the f i r s t 
world disarmament conference. In our opinion, such world conferences could 
mark the f u l f i l m e n t of the o b j e c t i v e s оГ each major phase of the comprehensive 
programme of disarmament, which — wo s i n c e r e l y hope — w i l l lead i n the not 
too d i s t a n t future to general and complete disarmament. 

The CHAIRMAN ( t r a n s l a t e d from French): I thank the representative of 
Hungary f o r h i s statement and f o r the kind words he addressed to the Chair. 
I now give the f l o o r to the representative of the United States, 
His Excellency Ambassador F i e l d s . • 



CD/PV.166 
IS 

Mr. FIELDS (United States of America): VJe are indeed p r i v i l e g e d today to 
have two d i s t i n g u i s h e d guests p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n our plenar/ s e s s i o n . Their presence 
confirms the importance which t h e i r r e s p e c t i v e Governments attach t o our Committee. 
My delegation takes great pleasure i n j o i n i n g you, Mr. Chairman, i n extending to 
t h e i r E x c e l l e n c i e s Ambassador F r i e d r i c h Ruth of the Federal Republic of Germany and 
the Deputy M i n i s t e r of Foreign A f f a i r s , Hr. Imre H o l l a i of Hungary to our meeting, 
amd i n expressing t o them our a p p r e c i a t i o n f o r t h e i r presence i n the Committee. I 
a l s o wish t o note with some regret the departure of our d i s t i n g u i s h e d colleague and 
f r i e n d . His Excellency Ambassador i l i r c e a ¡-íalitza, the able representative of Romania 
to t h i s body. My f e e l i n g s , I must confess, are mixed because, while I s h a l l , as 
indeed s h a l l we a l l , miss h i s congenial and s k i l f u l work i n our Committee, I must 
say that our sense of l o s s here i n Geneva i s a s e l f i s h one because he takes up 
h i s post i n Washington, and there he v i i l l become the diplomatic representative of 
Romania t o the United States. I wish him w e l l i n h i s new r e s p o n s i b i l i t y and know 
that he w i l l make a s i g n i f i c a n t c o n t r i b u t i o n to Romanian/United States r e l a t i o n s . 

The achievement of a complete and v e r i f i a b l e p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons i s 
a goal which ranks near the top of the Conunittee's agenda. I t i s a goal to v/hich 
my Government attaches great importance. 

In h i s statement to the Committee on 9 February, the D i r e c t o r of the 
United States Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, Eugene Hostow, o u t l i n e d the 
p o s i t i o n of the United States with respect to a chemical weapons p r o h i b i t i o n . 
Today, during one of the tvró plenary sessions devoted s p e c i f i c a l l y to the subject 
of chemical vieapons,„I would l i k e to set f o r t h the United States approach i n 
greater d e t a i l . 

The United States views the e f f e c t i v e p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons as a 
means f o r i n c r e a s i n g our ovm s e c u r i t y and the s e c u r i t y of our f r i e n d s and a l l i e s , 
as w e l l as the s e c u r i t y of neutral/non-aligned S t a t e s . Vie are seeking to e l i m i n a t e 
a r e a l threat by removing r e a l weapons from e x i s t i n g arsenals of p o t e n t i a l a d v e r s a r i e s . 
The United States i s very conscious that chemical weapons have been used on the 
b a t t l e f i e l d i n the past with devastating e f f e c t . They are p a r t i c u l a r l y e f f e c t i v e 
against m i l i t a r y forces and c i v i l i a n s i n small countries who do hot have the meauis 
to protect themselves. We are convinced that even as we s i t i n t h i s room these 
weapons are being used i n current c o n f l i c t s i n remote areas of the world — i n 
Afghanistan, Laos and Kampuchea. We must stop the use of chemical weapons and 
achieve the goal we seek — a complete and v e r i f i a b l e ban on the development, 
production and s t o c k p i l i n g of chemical weapons f o r a l l time. 

Ensuring that a chemical weapons ban increases s e c u r i t y and t h a t , so f a r as i s 
p o s s i b l e , i t does not harm l e g i t i m a t e chemical a c t i v i t i e s i s a heavy r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . 
I t i s a h i g h l y complex and d i f f i c u l t task to s t r i k e the proper balance. Toxic 
chemicals are ubiquitous i n modern s o c i e t i e s . Today a l l s o c i e t i e s depend h e a v i l y on 
t o x i c chemicals used as drugs, p e s t i c i d e s and chemical intermediates, to name but a 
few examples. I t i s my Government's view that the simple approach used i n the past 
f o r b i o l o g i c a l weapons and environmental warfare cannot serve as a model f o r 
d e a l i n g with the much more complex problems surrounding a ban on chemical v/eapons. 

The Committee on Disarmament and i t s predecessors have already been working 
on a chemical weapons ban f o r over a decade. In view of the s e n s i t i v i t y and 
complexity of the issues i n v o l v e d , i t should not be s u r p r i s i n g that reaching 
agreement has proved d i f f i c u l t . Yet vie should not lose s i g h t of the f a c t that 
considerable u s e f u l work has been accomplished. 
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Unfortunately, progress has been very uneven. Far greater progress has been 
made i n d e f i n i n g the scope of a p r o h i b i t i o n than i n working out arrangeiaents to 
ensure u n i v e r s a l confidence that a l l p a r t i e s are complying with t h e i r o b l i g a t i o n s . 
I t i s c l e a r that lack of agreement on issues i n the area of v e r i f i c a t i o n and 
compliance c o n s t i t u t e s the key obstacle to successful completion of the Committee's 
work. 

In t h i s context, I would l i k e to discuss b r i e f l y c e r t a i n events outside the 
Committee which form an important part of the background f o r the Committee's 
discussions of a chemical weapons ban, and v/hich have a great i n f l u e n c e on the 
a t t i t u d e of my Government. A proper understanding of these events i s e s s e n t i a l i f 
members are to understand the United States p o s i t i o n on t h i s subject. 

F i r s t , as i s V ie i l knov/n, the United States has concluded that i t cannot any 
longer postpone steps to modernize i t s deterrent chemical weapons s t o c k p i l e . More 
than a decade ago we shut down a l l of our chemical v/eapons production f a c i l i t i e s , 
Ue have not produced any chemical weapons since that time and have i n f a c t destroyed 
large q u a n t i t i e s of such weapons. Ue had hoped f o r r e c i p r o c a l behaviour on the 
part of the Soviet Union, and believed that progress toward a chemical weapons ban 
would obviate the need f o r future production by e l i m i n a t i n g the threat our chemical 
v/arfare c a p a b i l i t i e s v/ere designed to meet. Unfortunately, however, the threat not 
only remains, but i s greater than ever. Ue must take prompt steps to deal v/ith i t — 
to do otherv/isa would be i r r e s p o n s i b l e . Ue would g r e a t l y prefer an adequately 
v e r i f i a b l e t r e a t y , v/e w i l l continue to work a c t i v e l y f o r i t , but u n t i l such an 
agreement i s achieved, i t i s c l e a r from Soviet actions that v/e must maintain 
m i l i t a r y c a p a b i l i t i e s i n the chemical weapons f i e l d . This approach i s consistent 
with that taken by ray Government i n other areas v/here negotiations are under v/ay. 
Sadly, my Government has concluded that no other approach i s l i k e l y to produce 
p o s i t i v e r e s u l t s . I s h a l l not belabour t h i s point. For the information of other 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d delegates, my delegation i s submittin:; today a v/orking paper e n t i t l e d . 
The United States pro.'̂ ramme t o deter chemical warfare, which explains i n greater 
d e t a i l the several steps we are taking and the reasons behind them. The o b j e c t i v e 
of the United States chemical programm*. as has been c l e a r l y stated, i s to maintain 
the s a f e s t , smallest l e v e l of cnemical t-uiiitions v/hich v / i l l provide an e f f e c t i v e 
deterrent to a chemical attack by an aggressor. I t i s not, as some would have you 
b e l i e v e , to gain a s u p e r i o r i t y i n these weapons, or even to match the s i z e a b l e 
Soviet c a p a b i l i t y . I would note i n p a r t i c u l a r that over 70 per cent of our planned 
expenditures are r e l a t e d to p r o t e c t i o n against chemical attack. 

A l l e g a t i o n s have been made i n t h i s Committee that the United States i s not 
negotiating i n good f a i t h , and that we are d e l i b e r a t e l y c r e a t i n g obstacles to an 
agreement by modernizing our chemical warfare c a p a b i l i t i e s . That i s sheer nonsense. 
United States commitment to the goal of a complete and v e r i f i a b l e ban on chemical 
weapons has been reaffirmed by the highest a u t h o r i t y of our Government. I would 
al s o l i k e to make c l e a r that i f we are successful i n achieving such a ban, we v/ould 
be w i l l i n g , indeed eager, to terminate our binary v/eapons programme promptly. 

In a d d i t i o n , some delegations would have others believe that production of 
binary chemical weapons w i l l make adequate v e r i f i c a t i o n of a chemical weapons ban 
considerably more d i f f i c u l t or perhaps even impossible. T h i s , too, i s nonsense. 
The f a c t i s that a l l manufacturing processes f o r chemical warfare agents, whether 
f o r conventional, binary, or other multi-component v/eapons, present the same basic 
v e r i f i c a t i o n problems. Our planned binary systems v / i l l produce standard nerve 
agents which have been discussed extensively i n t h i s Committee. They w i l l use the 
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saaie key precursors used to produce nerve agents by conventional .nethods. A 
binary production f a c i l i t y w i l l s t i l l contain s p o c i a l devices f o r handliní tojcic 
chemicals. These v / i l l not be as extensive as i n a conventional nerve agent p l a n t , 
but t h i s d i f f e r e n c e w i l l have no r e a l iapact on v e r i f i c a t i o t , . n a t i o n a l t e c h n i c a l 
means are not adequate even f o r d e a l i n g with conventional chemical l i a r f a r e 
agent p l a n t s . As w i t h f a c i l i t i e s which oroduce conventional chemical weapons, 
an o n - s i t e v i s i t to tho production f a c i l i t y i t s e l f could determine without 
great d i f f i c u l t y what v;as being produced and f o r what purpose. Also, as with 
conventional chemical weapons, there are precui*3ors involved which are , 
"single-purpose"; that i s , they have no commercial a p p l i c a t i o n . Such key 
precursors V i i l l have to be d e a l t viith i n a future convention, regardless of 
the type of chemical warfare agent production process i n v;hich they may be used. 

There i s a second s e r i e s of events vihich has much more serious i m p l i c a t i o n s 
f o r the work of the Committee — events vjhich have created grave concerns that 
e x i s t i n g arms c o n t r o l c o n s t r a i n t s on chemical and b i o l o g i c a l weapons are being 
v i o l a t e d . 

The United States now has good reason to question s o v i e t compliance with 
the b i o l o g i c a l and t o x i n weapons Convention — an arras c o n t r o l t r e a t y negotiated 
i n t h i s Committee's predecessor body. Ue have compelling evidence of a h i g h l y 
unusual outbreak'of anthrax, l i n k e d to a heavily-secured m i l i t a r y i n s t a l l a t i o n , 
i n the Soviet c i t y of Sverdlovsk i n the s p r i n g of 1579• '-'e have repeatedly, on 
a b i l a t e r a l b a s i s , asked the Soviet Union to provide information vjhich v/ould 
a l l a y our concerns. The response of the Soviet Government — that t h i s outbreak 
was due to n a t u r a l causes -- i s f r a n k l y not c o n s i s t e n t v/ith the information 
a v a i l a b l e to us. 

In a d d i t i o n to the Sverdlovsk outbreak, the United States and other 
countries have evidence of the use of chemical v/eapons by Soviet and S o v i e t -
a s s i s t e d forces i n contravention of i n t e r n a t i o n a l lav/. L e t h a l t o x i n s , v/hose 
possession f o r h o s t i l e purposes i s p r o h i b i t e d by the b i o l o g i c a l and t o x i n 
weapons Convention, have been found i n samples from areas of reported chemical 
weapons attacks i n Laos and Karapuchea. 

lîy Government has j u s t completed an exhaustive review of a l l the 
information c u r r e n t l y a v a i l a b l e on the reports that chemical v/eapons are being 
used i n Laos, Kampuchea and Afghanistan, t/e have concluded that l e t h a l and 
other cheíüical v/eapons are being used i n a l l three countries and that a member 
of t h i s Coromittee, the Soviet Union, i s d i r e c t l y i n v o l v e d . Ue w i l l make 
a v a i l a b l e to a l l delegations a copy of the document which o u t l i n e s our conclusions 
and the information on v/hich they are based. 

This accumulation of evidence, from many d i f f e r e n t sources, r a i s e s a number 
of serious issues regarding e x i s t i n g and future arms c o n t r o l agreements, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the area of chemical weapons. The need f o r improved i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
v e r i f i c a t i o n procedures and mechanisms f o r d e a l i n g with compliance issues has 
been c l e a r l y demonstrated. The repeated r e f u s a l of the Soviet Union to co-operate 
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i n r e s o l v i n g these outstanding i s s u e s , uhich are of great concern to the 
United States and others, casts a p a l l over Cur c o l l e c t i v e e f f o r t s to a t t a i n 
a chemical weapons ban. 

These developments have r e i n f o r c e d my Government's determination to 
ensure that the v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance arrangements of a future chemical 
v/eapons conventi(Mi are t r u l y e f f e c t i v e . 

The importance which ray Government attaches to v e r i f i c a t i o n i s v/ell Icnov/n. 
This i s not an abstract n e g o t i a t i n g p o s i t i o n . I t i s a fundamental s e c u r i t y 
c o n s i d e r a t i o n . Ue believe that a c a p a b i l i t y to r e t a l i a t e i n kind to a chemical 
attack i s e s s e n t i a l f o r the purpose of helping to deter such an a t t a c k . I f 
v;e are to accept an o b l i g a t i o n under a convention to r e l i n q u i s h such a 
c a p a b i l i t y , ^the p r o v i s i o n s of the convention must provide an adequate l e v e l 
of confidence that p o t e n t i a l adversaries are a l s o r e l i n q u i s h i n g t h e i r chemical 
weapons c a p a b i l i t i e s . Let me be frank. Ue w i l l not accept a convention that 
cannot be adequately v e r i f i e d and thus cannot be r e l i e d upon to eliminate the 
threat v/hich chemical v/eapons pose to the s e c u r i t y of the United States and 
others. I cannot conceive that my Government would enter i n t o a convention 
i f serious doubts on t h i s remained. 

There i s general agreement that a v e r i f i c a t i o n system f o r a chemical 
weapons convention should be based on a combination of n a t i o n a l and i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
means which would complement and supplement each other. However, fundamental 
dif f e r e n c e s e x i s t . Some delegations v/ant to r e l y almost t o t a l l y on n a t i o n a l 
t e c h n i c a l means and n a t i o n a l measures of implementation, llany others, i n c l u d i n g 
my own, believe that only i n t e r n a t i o n a l measures, i n c l u d i n g systematic 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l o n - s i t e v e r i f i c a t i o n , can provide the basis f o r adequate 
v e r i f i c a t i o n . Ue are convinced that f o r the foreseeable f u t u r e , n a t i o n a l 
te c ' i n i c a l means v / i l l be inadequate. Furthermore, n a t i o n a l implementation 
arrangements v / i l l not help assure others that n a t i o n a l Governments are i n 
compliance. There can be no s u b s t i t u t e f o r co-operative i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
v e r i f i c a t i o n measures, i n c l u d i n g appropriate p r o v i s i o n s f o r systematic o n - s i t e 
monitoring, agreed i n advance i n the convention. 

Discussions of general approaches to v e r i f i c a t i o n have amply demonstrated 
that these fundsunental d i f f e r e n c e s e x i s t i n the Committee. One i/ould think that i n 
such a s i t u a t i o n , an i n t e n s i v e e f f o r t v/ould be maós to i s o l a t e , and focus on, the 
problem areas. That i s the approach favoured by my delegation and raany others. 
But a number of delegations apparently v/ant to avoid t a c k l i n g these d i f f i c u l t 
questions. Ue do not see hov/ such an approach can lead anywhere. Ignoring 
problems w i l l not make them l e s s r e a l or l e s s important and c e r t a i n l y does 
not f a c i l i t a t e t h e i r r e s o l u t i o n , lieaningful progress tov/ard a chemical weapons 
convention w i l l depend upon progress i n r e s o l v i n g basic v e r i f i c a t i o n i s s u e s . 
In my delegation's view, i t i s not productive to t r y to d r a f t the t e x t of 
provisions i n other areas vrhen there i s not even the basis f o r a common approach 
on the v e r i f i c a t i o n p r o v i s i o n s . 
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The time has coma to move beyond a general d i s c u s s i o n of broad approaches 
to v e r i f i c a t i o n . The Committee should now focus on s p e c i f i c v e r i f i c a t i o n 
t a sks, one by one, and devote as much time as nay be necessary to achieving 
agreement. The l i s t of tasks o u t l i n e d i n the Canadian vjorking paper, 
document CD/167, would provide a good s t a r t i n g point f o r drawing up a l i s t 
o f issues t o be addressed. There c l e a r l y w i l l not be any simple formula which 
can be applied i n a l l cases. Because of the v a r i e t y of v e r i f i c a t i o n t a sks, a 
chemical weapons v e r i f i c a t i o n system w i l l need to include a v a r i e t y o f measures 
t a i l o r e d to s u i t p a r t i c u l a r s i t u a t i o n s . 

Finding s o l u t i o n s t o the many remaining proble..is w i l l require a c t i v e 
co-operation among a l l members of the Committee, applying t h e i r c o l l e c t i v e 
iiTagination and e x p e r t i s e . I t i s i n t h i s s p i r i t that my delegation has 
sponsored two b r i e f i n g s on the concept of remote c o n t i n u a l v e r i f i c a t i o n . In 
the near future we w i l l submit a concrete proposal to the Committee f o r a 
d e t a i l e d évaluation of t h i s technique as a possible component o f a chemical 
weapons v e r i f i c a t i o n system. 

The a c t i v e involvement of t e c h n i c a l experts w i l l be needed f o r understanding 
both the t e c h n i c a l dimensions of the tasks and the t e c h n i c a l p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r 
accomplishing them. In t h i s regard, my delegation believes that the p r i n c i p a l 
work of experts i n the area of t o x i c i t y determination has been completed. 
The most important need now i s f o r expert advice i n the area of v e r i f i c a t i o n . 
Ue would agree that as a f i r s t step, experts be asked to o u t l i n e t h i s summer 
pos s i b l e procedures f o r monitoring d e s t r u c t i o n of declared chemical weapons 
s t o c k p i l e s and to address s e v e r a l other s p e c i f i c v e r i f i c a t i o n - r e l a t e d t o p i c s 
contained i n the d r a f t report of the con s u l t a t i o n s held on 15-19 March. 

There i s one f i n a l point that I want to ensure that everyone understands. 
My delegation pledges i t s f u l l co-operation i n the Committee's e f f o r t s to 
achieve a chemical vjeapons ban. VJe are ready and w i l l i n g t o s i t doim with others 
to t r y to f i n d s p e c i f i c s o l u t i o n s t o the many s p e c i f i c problems which have t o 
be resolved i f a chemical weapons convention i s to be achieved. In t h i s 
regard, some have suggested that one of the most e f f e c t i v e v/ays to achieve 
rap i d progress would be f o r the United States to resume b i l a t e r a l n e g otiations 
with the USSR. Let me c l e a r l y s t a t e the United States p o s i t i o n on t h i s matter. 
The p o s s i b i l i t y o f resuming b i l a t e r a l n e g otiations remains open; pending a 
demonstration by the Soviet Union of genuine readiness to negotiate e f f e c t i v e 
vérification and compliance arrangements, and to comply with t h e i r o b l i g a t i o n s 
under e x i s t i n g agreements. There should be no misunderstanding on t h i s p o i n t . 
The b a l l i s squarely i n the Soviet court. 

VJe have been seeking an e f f e c t i v e ban on chemical weapons f o r many years. 
We have no i l l u s i o n s that s o l u t i o n s w i l l be found q u i c k l y . But the longer we 
wait to grapple with the r e a l probleras i n the area of v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance, 
the longer i t w i l l take. We should not lose any more time. 
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Иг, EEDEMBILEG (Mongolia) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Russian); Allow me, Mr, Chairman, 
on behalf of the Mongolian delegation to extend to you our sincere greetings on 
your assumption of tho chairmanship of the Committee and our wishes f o r the 
successful completion of your responsible task. • 

I should l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to express our delegation's thanks-to 
Ambassador M a h a l l a t i c f I r a n f o r h i s e f f o r t s as the Chaiman f o r the month of 
February i n organizing the present session of the Committee. 

I take p a r t i c u l a r pleasure i n welcoming the new representative of 
Czechoslovakia, my good f r i e n d and colleague Ambassador M l o s Vejvoda, and 
assuring him of my continviing close and b u s i n e s s - l i k e co-operation. 

Before embarking on a more d e t a i l e d statement of the Mongolian delegation's 
p o s i t i o n on item 4 of the agenda, I should l i k e to make a few more b r i e f remarks 
on the h i ^ e s t - p r i o r i t y issue of nuclear disarmament. 

The Mongolisui delegation, l i k e many others, was and i s i n favoin: of an e a r l y 
s t a r t being made on genuine negotiations i n t h i s Committee on items 1 and 2 of 
i t s agenda, and the immediate establishment of ad hoc working groups with 
appropriate mandates. I t i s p e r f e c t l y n a t u r a l that the main theme i n the 
statements of many delegations i n t l i i s forum should be a j u s t demand f o r the 
s t a r t i n g of negotiations on the general cind complete cessation of nuclear^weapon 
t e s t s , the h a l t i n g of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. Almost a l l 
are i n favour of such negotiations being no longer postponed. 

At e a r l i e r plenary meetings we l i s t e n e d v/ith great a t t e n t i o n to the -statements 
made by a number of delegations from the Group of 2 1 , i n c l u d i n g the delegations of 
I n d i a , S r i Lanka and B r a z i l , and also t o the statements of Ambassador Herder, the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of the German Bemocratic Republic, and Ambassador Sujka, 
the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Poland, a l l of which statements touched upon 
a number of important aspects of a question r e l a t i n g t o item 1 of the agenda — more 
p r e c i s e l y , that of the s e t t i n g up of an ad hoc working group. 

Ve b e l i e v e that the mandates f o r the ad hoc working groups adopted by the 
Committee on Бisarmament should be such as to permit the conduct of negotiations 
on the substance of the issues concerned, that i s , the e l a b o r a t i o n of the relevant 
m u l t i l a t e r a l t r e a t i e s and agreements. 

I n t h i s connection we f u l l y endorse the suggestions made by the delegation 
of the German Democratic Republic i n document CD/259» Ve consider that p r e c i s e l y 
such an approach would serve as a basis f o r f u r t h e r concrete actions to be 
undertaken by members of the Committee, I t i s important that those actions 
should l e a d t c r e s u l t s . 

I n the present d i f f i c u l t i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n questions of the e l a b o r a t i o n 
and adoption of e f f e c t i v e measures i n the sphere of the l i m i t a t i o n of the arms 
race and nuclear disarmament are becoming most urgent and acute. The attainment 
of p o s i t i v e s o l u t i o n s to these h i g h e s t - p r i o r i t y problems i s the goal c f the 
Soviet Union and other s o c i a l i s t countries i n t h e i r constructive e f f o r t s and 
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i n i t i a t i v e s aimed at the prevention of a nuclear catastrophe. I n t h i s context I 
should l i k e to s t r e s s the importance of the now Soviet proposal concerning a key 
issue i n the matter of the prevention of the growing threat of a nuclear m i s s i l e 
war. 

The Soviet Union's new peaceful i r _ i t i a t i v e s , put forward a few days ago Ъу 
the General Secretary of the C e n t r a l Committee of the Conimunist P a r t y of the 
Soviet Union and President of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, 
L . I . Brezhnev, at the seventeenth Congress of Trade Unions of the USSR, have been 
received w i t h f u l l support i n the Mongolirja People's Republic. The Soviet Union's 
d e c i s i o n u r J - l a t e r a l l y to introduce a moratorium on the deployment of medium-range 
nuclear weapons i n the European part of the USSR, the q u a n t i t a t i v e and q t i a l i t a t i v e 
f r e e z i n g of such lieapons already deployed there and the h a l t i n g of the replacement 
of o l d m i s s i l e s by newer ones, as w e l l as a number of other concrete proposals-
advanced by the Soviet Union, are permeated v i t h a sincere concern to avert.the 
threat of war and a desire to reduce the l e v e l of m i l i t a r y c o n f r o n t a t i o n and to 
achieve mutually acceptable agreements i n the Soviet-United States negotiations 
on the basis of the p r i n c i p l e of e q u a l i t y and equal s e c u r i t y . The Soviet Union 
has thereby demonstrated once again i t s goodvylll and i t s readiness to s t r i v e f o r 
the p o s i t i v e s o l u t i o n of • ' / i t a l l y important problems i n the i n t e r e s t s of 
strengthening peace and s t a b i l i t y , not only i n Europe but i n the world as a whole, 

Allo\r me now to malee some observations on behalf of the Mongolian delegation 
with respect t o item 4' of the agend?,, viliich the Conmittee has begun considering 
t h i s week. 

The marjy years' e f f o r t s of the Committee on Bisarmament samcd at the 
e l a b o r a t i o n and approval of a dr a f t convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the development, 
production and s t o c k p i l i n g "of chemical weapons ar.d on t h e i r d e s t r u c t i o n are meeting 
V i i t h serious nev; d i f f i c u l t i e s , Vo are convinced that tho p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical 
v/eapons i s today one of the m.ost uxgent tasks, brooking no f u r t h e r delay, i n the 
sphere of rea,l disarmament. The m a j o r i t y of the world's States are of the same 
view, namely, tha,t mauikind must be spared the horrors of chemical warfare and 
saved from that most dangerous type of ..weapon of mass d e s t r u c t i o n . 

However, a d i a m e t r i c a l l y opposite p o s i t i o n has been taken on t h i s important 
issue by the Washington A d m i n i s t r a t i o n , v/hich has adopted a m u l t i - b i l l i o n - d o l l a r 
programme f o r the "chemical rearmament of the United States", the essence of which 
c o n s i s t s , b a s i c a l l y , i n commissioning a new generation of cheritLcal v/eapons and 
u l t i m a t e l y s t a t i o n i n g them on the t e r r i t o r i e s o f other States. The d e c i s i o n of 
the United. States t o step up the production c f charges containing a new and even 
more l e t h a l nerve-gas mixture, the so-called- binary charges, i s c r e a t i n g a 
situ3,tion fraught v/ith the most dangerous consequences. 

The a d d i t i o n c f b i n a r y v/eapons t o the m i l i t a r y arsenal of the United States 
of i\merica and i t s NATO a l l i e s represents f i r s t and foremost a threat of the use 
of t h i s most dangerbus type of weapon of mass d e s t r u c t i o n i n densely-populated 
parts of Europe. Thus attempts are being made not only to transform Europe i n t o 
ЭЛ arena f o r some k i n d of " l i m i t e d nuclear war" but a l s o to regard that continent 
as the most s u i t a b l e theatre f o r a future v/ar vdth the use of chemical weapons. 
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At the same time, the authors cf that very progranmie of "chemical rearmament 
of the United States of America" are ccntimxing i n every way p o s s i b l e to i n s p i r e 
reports of "instances of the use of Soviet chemical and t o x i n weapons" and to 
involve the United Nations i n a s o - c a l l e d " i n v e s t i g a t i o n of the matter". I n thf 
statement j u s t made here i n tho Committee Ъу the representative of the United States 
there was again an attempt to make a l l e g a t i o n s not i n accordance with the f a c t s . 
Members of the Conmittee on lisamament are w e l l aware that such ploys have f a i l e d 
to produce any r e s u l t whatsoever. 

I t i s not s u r p r i s i n g that such slanders and d i s t o r t i o n s of the f a c t s are 
being resorted t o by those who f o r many decades ignored the 1925 Geneva P r o t o c o l 
and, i n the e a r l y 1970s > made use of chemical wea.pons, or rather waged r e a l 
chemical warfare against the peoples c f V i e t Nam, Laos and Kampuchea. Such 
inventions are resorted to by those who are waging an undeclared war against 
Afganistán. They g l a d l y supply chemical weapons t c t e r r o r i s t bands sent i n t o 
the country from abroad, who then use them against the peaceful Afghan population. 

A l l these actions are being undertaken by c e r t a i n c i r c l e s to j u s t i f y t h e i r 
p r a c t i c a l steps tov/ards the implementation of the plan f o r "chemical resirmament" 
and, i n p a r t i c u l a r , the l a r g e - s c a l e production of a new generation of chemical 
weapons — b i n a r y weapons. 

These actions are being undertaken also i n order t o j u s t i f y the Reagan 
administration's plans, which v/erc confirmed by the United States Secretary of 
T-efense'C. Weinberger i n h i s i n t e r v i e w on "The Voice of America", t o consider 
reviewing i n t e r n a t i o n a l t r e a t i e s and agreements p r o h i b i t i r ^ g the use of chemical 
and b a c t e r i o l o g i c a l weapons. 

The modernization and the unprecedented increase i n the production of war 
gaies i s i n e v i t a b l y l e a d i n g to a new and da.ngerou3 s p i r a l l i n g of the chemical 
arb;s race and i s c r e a t i n g a s i t u a t i o n i n \micl: everything p o s i t i v e that has been 
achieved towards the rea c i i i n g c f agreement on the e l i m i n a t i o n of chemical weapons 
and f u r t h e r e f f o r t s i n that d i r e c t i o n could be reduced to naught. I n other words, 
the whole matter of the emergence of binary weapons w i l l severely complicate the 
negotiations on the elaboration and conclusion c f an i n t e r n a t i o n a l convention on 
the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons and the d e s t r u c t i o n of s t o c k p i l e s of such 
weapons. 

At the l a s t plenary meetiiog. Ambassador Sujka, the Chairman of the Ad.Hoc 
Voifeing Group on Chemical Weapons, v e r y r i g h t l y s a i d that the emergence of the 
problem of b i n a r y weapons i n e v i t a b l y creates c e r t a i n d i f f i c u l t i e s i n s o l v i n g a 
wide range of questions r e l a t i n g t o the future convention — questions r e l a t i n g , 
i n p a r t i c u l a r , to the scope ef the p r o h i b i t i o n , t r a n s f e r , the d e c l a r a t i o n of 
stocks and t h e i r d e s t r u c t i o n , and issues d i r e c t l y connected with the p r o h i b i t i c n 
c f the production and s t o c k p i l i n g of chemical weapons. 

Taking these circumstances i n t o consideration, the delegations of the 
s o c i a l i s t - co i m t r i e s , i n c l u d i n g Mongolia, have submitted working paper CD/258 
drawing a t t e n t i o n t o c e r t a i n important aspects m o s t ' d i r e c t l y r e l a t e d to the 
negotiations at present takirjg place i n the Committee. I do not wish t o dwell 
i n d e t a i l on that document, as i t s contents are already known t o a l l members of 
the Committee, and i t should form the subject c f c a r e f u l consideration. 

file:///micl
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Ve are convinceà that a review c f the d e c i s i o n , i . e . the r e m i n c i a t i o n of 
the wide—scale production and deploynent of a new generation of chemical v/eapons, 
would contribute towards the e a r l y achievement c f generally acceptable agreements 
i n the important disarnanent sphere of the complete e l i t i i n a t i o n of chemical weapons. 

The Mongolian People's Republic, together w i t h other peace-loving States, i s 
r e s o l u t e l y opposed to the production and deployment of binary weapons. 

In that connection I wish to peint ov± once more that at the l a s t session 
of the General Assenbly Mongolia was a j o i n t sponsor of r e s o l u t i o n 36/96 B, which 
was supported by the votes of 157 delegations, only the United States delegation 
v o t i n g against. Proceeding from i t s consistent p o l i c y aimed at preventing•war 
and strengthening-ijiniversal pea,ce and s e c u r i t y , the Mongolian People's Republic 
considers i t u r g e n t l y necessary t c i n t e n s i f y m u l t i l a t e r a l e f f o r t s to curb the 
chemical arms race even f u r t h e r and to undertalce p r a c t i c a l stops towards the 
attainment of agreement i n that area c f genuine disarnanent. The Committee on • 
Disarmament can do a great deal i n that respect, f i r s t and foremost by s u c c e s s f u l l y 
completing the e l a b o r a t i o n of a convention on the complete and e f f e c t i v e p r o h i b i t i o n 
of the developnent, production and s t o c k p i l i n g of chemical weapons aлd on t h e i r 
d e s t r u c t i o n . 

The Mongolian d.elegation notes v;ith s a t i s f a c t i o n the a c t i v e continuation of 
the a c t i v i t i e s of the Ad Hoc V o r k i n g Group under the capable and e n t e r p r i s i n g -
chairmanship of Anbassador B. Sujka of Poland.' Ve hope that on the basis of the 
broader mandate adopted at t h i s s e s s i o n of the Conmittee, the Vorkirig Group w i l l 
achieve even moro s u b s t a n t i a l progress towards the e a r l i e s t p o s s i b l e e l a b o r a t i o n 
of an appropriate i n t e r n a t i o n a l instrument. 

V h i l e i t has the f l o o r , the Mongolian delegation would l i k e t o deal i n d e t a i l 
with one of the issues r e l a t i n g t o the comprehensivo programme of disarmament. 

As members of the Committee knov;, the agreed p o s i t i o n of the group of 
s o c i a l i s t covmtries set f o r t h i n document CD/245 has evoked considerable i n t e r e s t 
on the part of a number c f delegations, and e s p e c i a l l y among the representatives 
of the Group of 21. The sponsors of that dodunent have been requested to provide 
a d d i t i o n a l explanations on seme c f the points contained i n i t , and a number-of 
questions were r a i s e d i n tha.t connection. 

The Czechoslovalc delegation has ir^àe several statements here on behalf of the 
group o f - s o c i a l i s t countries, g i v i n g a d e t a i l e d e:q3lànation and e x p o s i t i o n of our 
agreed p o s i t i o n . The Mongolian delegation w i l l not, therefore, repeat what has 
already' been s a i d , but would l i k e t o ar-swer some questions asked by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
representative of I n d i a at an e a x l i e r plenary r.:eoting of the Comxittee. 

Those questions r e l a t e to the i n i t i a t i v e c f the Mongolian People's Republic 
concerning the conclusion of a convention on mutual non-aggression and the non-use 
of force between States of A s i a and the P a c i f i c Ocean. That i^roposal was 
f o i t j u l a t e d i n document А/Зб/27 (p. lOO) and a l s c i n docijnent CD/245 (p. 8 ) . 
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To the question: "Hov would such a convention be d i f f e r e n t from the 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s already undertaken by States of a l l regions under the 
uni t e d Nations Charter?", I should l i k e t o give the"following answer. 

The p r i n c i p l e o f non-use of force i s , of course, proclaimed i n the Charter 
of the United Nations as one of the fundamental p r i n c i p l e s governing i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
r e l a t i o n s . A r t i c l e 2 ( 4 ) of the Charter provides: " A l l Members s h a l l r e f r a i n 
i n t h e i r i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s from the threat or use of force against the 
t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y or p o l i t i c a l independence c f any Sta t e , or i n any other 
manner i n c o n s i s t e n t with the Purposes of the United Hâtions." Here, the 
p r i n c i p l e i n question i s given as a r u l e r of conduct f o r States and f o r the 
Organization i t s e l f i n i t s a c t i v i t i e s . 

I do not t h i n k anyone w i l l dispute the already e x i s t i n g p r a c t i c e of g i v i n g 
more p r e c i s e foTa t o the r u l e s and p r i n c i p l e s proclaimed i n the Charter of the 
United N a t i o n s ' i n s p e c i a l documents, both d e c l a r a t o r y and contractual i n nature. 
That i s the n a t u r a l process of t h e i r deeper e l a b o r a t i o n and confirmation, t a k i n g 
i n t o account new r e a l i t i e s aлd ob j e c t i v e requirements i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l relations» 
I n that connection, mention may be made of the U n i v e r s a l D e c l a r a t i o n of Human 
H i ^ t s , the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Covenants on Human Rights and, l a s t not l e a s t , t o the 
1972 d e c l a r a t i o n on the r e n u n c i a t i o n of the use of force i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
r e l a t i o n s and the permanent p r o l i i b i t i o n of the use of nuclear weapons. 

I wish to s t r e s s that the F i n a l Act of the 1975 H e l s i n k i Conference 
represented a major c o n t r i b u t i o n towards the development and strengthening of 
the p r i n c i p l e of the non-use of force i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s . Mention 
should also be made of the Bandung D e c l a r a t i o n , known t o us a l l . 

Furthermore, i n implementation and development of important p r o v i s i o n s of 
the United Nations Charter, a whole system of i n t e r n a t i o n a l t r e a t i e s and 
agreements has already been worked out and concluded with respect to the h a l t i n g 
of the arms race and disarmament. 

I t seems obvious that the future convention w i l l not be a simple r e p e t i t i o n 
of what i s already set f o r t h i n the Charter of the United Nations but w i l l 
contain s p e c i f i c p r a c t i c a l meastires f o r the development and implementation of 
the Charter p r o v i s i o n concerning thé p r o h i b i t i o n of the use of force under the 
conditions of a s p e c i f i c region, where the need f o r the conclusion o f such an 
agreement i s v i t a l and perhaps more urgent than i n any other region of the world. 

Here I should l i k e t o draw yotir a t t e n t i o n to a passage i n the message 
addressed by our P r e s i d e n t , Yu. Tsedenbal, to the Heads o f State and Government of 
the countries of A s i a and the P a c i f i c i n connection vri.th the convention we are 
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proposing: "The proposed convention would a l s o , nat-urally,. develop and strengthen 
the relevant p r o v i s i o n s of the Charter of the United Nations and a number of 
United Nations r e s o l u t i o n s on questions r e l a t i n g t o the r e n u n c i a t i o n of the use 
of f o r c e , w i t h respect to the s p e c i f i c s i t u a t i o n i n the region." 

And there i s one other important consideration to \аи.сЬ I should l i k e t o 
draw the a t t e n t i o n of Conmittee members. The proposed convention should'contain 
p r o v i s i o n s i d e n t i f y i n g ways of implementing the p r i n c i p l e the obseirvance of which 
i t seeks t o achieve. !Por example, another passage i n the above-mentioned message 
from our President reads': "An important place should be occupied by p r o v i s i o n s 
p r o v i d i n g f o r a c t i v e steps by States p a r t i e s on such c a r d i n a l issues f o r the 
strengthening of peace and s e c u r i t y as measures r e l a t i n g to the r e d u c t i o n of 
m i l i t a r y c onfrontation, the curbing of the arms race and disarmament." 

Thus the conclusion of a convention on mutual non-aggression and the nonr-use 
of fo r c e i n r e l a t i o n s between States of A s i a and the P a c i f i c Ocean w i l l represent 
a s i g n i f i c a n t c o n t r i b u t i o n toiíards the implementation of a most important p r o v i s i o n 
of t h e Charter o f the United Nations, which, unfortunately, i s o f t e n v i o l a t e d , 
especisuLly on the A s i a n continent. 

A r t i c l e 52 of the Charter envisages the p o s s i b i l i t y of the conclusion of 
r e g i o n a l sirrarigements on matters r e l a t i n g t o the maintenance of i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
peace and s e c u r i t y . ' The conclusion of the proposed convention could become a 
concrete step towards the implementation of that important p r o v i s i o n of the 
Charter. 

To the question: " I s the convention being proposed a m u l t i l a t e r s i l convention 
liTrn'ted t o the States of the region of A s i a and the P a c i f i c or i s a s e r i e s of 
b i l a t e r a l t r e a t i e s envi3a/;ed?". I wish t o r e p l y as f o l l o w s : 

The Mongolian People's Republic i s proposing the conclusion of a m u l t i l a t e r a l 
convention covering the countries of A s i a and the P a c i f i c Ocean, Б^л:thermore, 
we consider i t d e s i r a b l e that a l l the States that are permanent members of the 
S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l , which bear a s p e c i a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y as regards the maintenance 
of i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y , should p a r t i c i p a t e i n the e l a b o r a t i o n and 
s i g n i n g of such a convention. At the same time,-we i n no way b e l i t t l e the value 
of b i l a t e r a l agreements on the non-use of force between coimtries of the region. 
Such agreements would obviously help t o create the conditions- f o r the implementatio 
of measures on a m u l t i l a t e r a l b a s i s . 

Ve see b i l a t e r a l t r e a t i e s and aigreements on peaceful mutual r e l a t i o n s eind 
co-operation between States of A s i a and the P a c i f i c Ocean' as important jcomponenta 
i n the e l a b o r a t i o n and adoption of a m u l t i l a t e r a l instrument of a r e g i o n a l nature. 
I n c i d e n t a l l y , i t would be appropriate i n t h i s context to r e c a l l recent reports 
concerning the i n i t i a t i o n of negotiations between I n d i a and P a k i s t a n on the 
question of the conclusion between them of a non-aggression t r e a t y or peace 
t r e a t y — what matters here i s not the name of the document but i t s purpose and 
contents. I f a t r e a t y i s concluded which r e a l l y meets the genuine i n t e r e s t s o f 
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the peace and t r a n q u i l i t y c f the peoples of both countries and of the southern 
Asian sub-continent as a whole, then, i n r.y view, the idea of c o l l e c t i v e s e c u r i t y 
i s beginning to gain ground i n that cost inportant part o i the Asian continent 
and there are prospects of a f u r t h e r deepening of that process i n f u t u r e . And 
tha,t i s very i n p o r t a n t . 

L a s t l y , i n r e p l y to the questicñ: "Eow vrould breaches of the convention be 
dealt w i t h and what would be the r e l a t i o n s l i i p of such a s e c u r i t y system to the 
c o l l e c t i v e s e c u r i t y fraaev/ork already providedfcr under the u n i t e d Nations 
Charter?'4 I would make the f o l l o w i n g p o i n t s : 

As we'understand i t , i n the event of a breach of the convention's p r o v i s i o n s , 
the p a r t i e s to i t could, i n accordance with paragraph 1 of A r t i c l e 33 of the 
Charter of the United Nations, employ" such means as ne g o t i a t i o n , mediation, 
c o n c i l i a t i o n , a r b i t r a t i o n or other peaceful means of t h e i r own choice. 

No p r o v i s i o n of the proposed convention should a f f e c t the r i g h t s and 
ob l i g a t i o n s of States under the Uru.ted Nations Charter, i n c l u d i n g the p r o v i s i o n s 
r e l a t i n g t o c o l l e c t i v e s e c u r i t y measures. 

Questions r e l a t i n g t o the implementation of the convention's p r o v i s i o n s 
could be examined at p e r i o d i c conferences, f c r the review of the operation of the 
convention or t h r o u ^ the cr e a t i o n of s.ome form of machiner}'- vihich might be 
provided f o r i n the convention. Exanples i n that respect m£jy be found i n the 
a c t i v i t i e s of c e r t a i n organizations set up on a r e g i o n a l "pasis. 

I t goes without saying t h a t , i n the event c f the occurrence of a s i t u a t i o n 
representing a threat t o i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c i i r i t y , emergency measures 
could undoubtedly ce taken i n accordance with the provisions of the Charter of 
the United Nations. 

I n conclusion, I should l i k e t o s t r e s s that the very essence of the 
Mongolian proposal consists i n the search f o r a path that could l e a d towards 
meeting the long-term i n t e r e s t s of States i n that l a r g e s t and most populous of 
the world's continents. Such a search ceills f o r a great deal of t i n e and f o r 
p e r s i s t e n t concerted e f f o r t s by countries and peoples. 

The inportant t h i n g , i n our view, i s the need f o r a p o l i t i c a l dialogue to 
strengthen confidence and a broad mutvial understanding. As we have already s a i d , 
the Head of our State, Yu, Tsedenbal, l a s t year addressed a nessage on t h i s 
subject to the Heads of State and Government c f almost a l l the States of A s i a 
and the P a c i f i c Ocean. . Most of the States i n that region received the Mongolian 
proposal viith great a t t e n t i o n and expressed t h e i r support. Lue a t t e n t i o n and 
inportance are being given t o t h i s matter at various conferences of i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
organizations and other bodies. 

Thus, I b e l i e v e a good s t a r t has been made towards achieving a constructive 
dialogue. I t i s irrportant that t h i s process should be strengthened f u r t h e r so 
that a sound b a ^ i s nay be l a i d f o r f u r t h e r successful progress i n the connon cause. 

The Mongolian People's Republic i s f u l l y resolved to continue making e f f o r t s , 
together w i t h other States, towards the attainment of the noble common goal. 
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The CHAIRMAN ( t r a n s l a t e d from French); I thank the representative of Mongolia 
f o r h i s statement and f o r the kind wçrds he addressed to the Chair. I now give the 
f l o o r to the representative of B u l g a r i a , His Excellency Ambassador Grinberg. 

Mr. GRINBERG ( B u l g a r i a ) : My delegation has already had an opportunity to extend 
i t s congratulations to you on your assumption of the chairmanship of the Committee, 
as w e l l as to welcome the new representatives of Czechoslovakia and the Netherlands 
i n t h i s Committee. Let me now .express our s a t i s f a c t i o n i n connection with today's 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n our d e l i b e r a t i o n s of two d i s t i n g u i s h e d guests, the Deputy Foreign 
M i n i s t e r of the Hungarian People's Republic, Mr. Imre H o l l a i as w e l l as 
Ambassador Dr. F r i e d r i c h Ruth, the Commissioner f o r Disarmament and Arms Control of 
the Federal Republic of Germany. L a s t l y , I would l i k e to s t a t e how much we regret 
that the head of the Romanian delegation, and our very good f r i e n d , 
Ambassador-Mircea M a l i t z a , i s l e a v i n g t h i s Committee i h order to take up another 
important post.- We have always appreciated h i s important c o n t r i b u t i o n to our work 
and enjoyed h i s close co-operation and h i s c o n t r i b u t i o n to the development of our 
common endeavours i n t h i s Committee. 

Today I would l i k e to present c e r t a i n considerations of the Bulgarian delegation 
on item 4 of our agenda, "Chemical weapons". Instead of d e s c r i b i n g the importance of 
our negotiations i n t h i s f i e l d , l e t me give a b r i e f quotation from a manual on 
chemical weapons: "After only a b r i e f exjsosure to nerve gas, v i c t i m s bleed p r o f u s e l y 
from the nose and.mouth, go i n t o severe convulsions and die w i t h i n minutes or a f t e r 
days of agony." To t h i s the manual adds that the l e t h a l doses are measured i n 
m i l l i g r a m s . While d i s c u s s i n g t h i s i s s ue, therefore, we should not forget that the 
m i l i t a r y arsenals of today may contain several hundred thousand tons of chemical 
warfare agents. 

I think we need such a reminder i n order to grasp the true dimensions of our 
task. 

Paragraph 75 of the F i n a l Document of the united Nations General Assembly's 
f i r s t s p e c i a l session on disarmament proclaimed that "The complete and e f f e c t i v e 
p r o h i b i t i o n of the development, production and s t o c k p i l i n g of a l l chemical weapons 
and t h e i r d e s t r u c t i o n represent one of the most urgent measures of disarmament", 
and that the conclusion of a convention to t h i s end " i s one of the most urgent tasks 
of m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s " . Very soon t h i s Committee w i l l have to report on the 
r e s u l t s of i t s e f f o r t s to h a l t and reverse the arras race i n t h i s important area. 

Looking back over the years of d e l i b e r a t i o n s , we would l i k e to underline f i r s t 
of a l l the fundamental r o l e that was played by the b i l a t e r a l USSR-United States t a l k s 
i n the period 1976-I98O. I t i s to be regretted that these t a l k s have been 
u n i l a t e r a l l y discontinued, because they could s t i l l have served a very u s e f u l purpose. 

Turning now to the m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s , I would l i k e to note with 
s a t i s f a c t i o n that during the sessions of the Committee i n 1980 and 1981 very u s e f u l 
work on the e l a b o r a t i o n of the elements of a future convention was done under the 
leadership of Ambassadors Okawa and Lidgard. This year's session has been marked by 
the resumption of the a c t i v i t i e s of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons with 
an extended mandate, under the able chair;nanship of Ambassacor Sujka of Poland. Our 
delegation welcomes the b u s i n e s s - l i k e atmosphere that p r e v a i l s i n the Working Group. 
A number of statements and documents presented by d i f f e r e n t delegations w i l l no doubt 
contribute to the formulation of the elements of the future co4vention. F i n a l l y , l e t 
me a l s o mention that f o r the l a s t three years we have been a s s i s t e d i n our work by 
t e c h n i c a l experts from more than 20 c o u n t r i e s , i n c l u d i n g B u l g a r i a , and I wish to 
a v a i l myself of t h i s opportunity to express to them our acknowledgement. 
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We are a l l aware that in. s p i t e of the progress achieved so f a r , a l o t of problems 
s t i l l remain to be resolved, i n c l u d i n g those of d e f i n i t i o n s , the scope of the 
p r o h i b i t i o n , d e c l a r a t i o n s concerning and the d e s t r u c t i o n of e x i s t i n g stocks of 
chemical weapons, v e r i f i c a t i o n of tha implementation of the convention e t c . I t i s 
e s s e n t i a l , at t h i s stage, that a l l delegations take a balanced approach towards the 
whole complex of questions, without a r t i f i c i a l l y upgrading some at the expense of 
other, equally important questions. 

I t i s heartening to note that there i s an i n c r e a s i n g awareness of the necessity 
of such an approach. Even i n the statements made on the complex and d e l i c a t e subjects 
of c o n t r o l and v e r i f i c a t i o n , i t has often been possible to d i s c e r n signs of a growing 
r e a l i z a t i o n that the "concept of d i s t r u s t " would lend us nov7here. For our p a r t , we 
f u l l y share the p o s i t i o n of the Soviet delegation, as presented by 
Ambassador Issraelyan i n h i s important statement of 31 March 198I: "No matter how 
much we expand and complicate the v e r i f i c a t i o n system, no matter how comprehensive we 
s t r i v e to render i t , we s h a l l never reach the point at which we can be sure that no 
i m c e r t a i n t i e s have been l e f t concerning some important aspect or other of the 
a c t i v i t i e s of States, r e l a t e d to the observance of a l l the provisions of a convention 
banning chemical weapons." 

Having s a i d t h i s , however, I would l i k e to s t r e s s most emphatically that our 
p o s i t i o n regarding the p o s s i b i l i t y of d e v i s i n g an e f f e c t i v e system of v e r i f i c a t i o n 
over the implementation of the future convention i s a p o s i t i v e and o p t i m i s t i c one. 
In t h i s respect my delegation has been encouraged by the i n i t i a l exchange of views i n 
the Working Group, which revealed that even though some important questions have yet 
to be resolved, there are a considerable number of converging points on questions of 
both p r i n c i p l e and d e t a i l . 

We could hardly make an attempt at assessing the present state of the negotiations 
on banning chemical weapons without taking i n t o account the recent d e c i s i o n of the 
Iftiited States Administration to proceed to the production and deployment of what are 
known as binary and multi-component chemical weapons. 

To condition the American people to accept these unpopular measures and i n order 
to j u s t i f y themselves before world p u b l i c opinion, i n the course of the l a s t s e v e r a l 
years, the United States has been waging an unprecedented, la r g e - s c a l e defamation 
campaign against the Soviet Union and other s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , a f f i r m i n g the 
alleged use of chemical weapons i n Afghanistan and south-east As i a . Today the 
united States representative, Ambassador F i e l d s , thought f i t to repeat these slanderous 
accusations i n h i s statement. We can only regret that those who are responsible f o r 
t h i s campaign have not yet abandoned t h e i r t a c t i c s which can only r e s u l t i n poisoning 
the atmosphere and making our work even more d i f f i c u l t than i t a c t u a l l y i s . 

The f a c t i s s u f f i c i e n t l y worrisome i n i t s e l f , that at a time of g r e a t l y increased 
tensions and an e s c a l a t i n g arms race i n many f i e l d s , a new, p a r t i c u l a r l y deadly weapon 
i s being added to the long l i s t of h o r r i b l e means of mass d e s t r u c t i o n , threatening the 
s u r v i v a l of mankind. But on top of t h i s , as has been r i g h t l y pointed out by many 
delegations, we have to bear i n mind that should these new weapons, based on the 
l a t e s t t e c h n o l o g i c a l achievements and on q u a l i t a t i v e l y new p r i n c i p l e s , a c t u a l l y be 
produced and deployed, the current negotiations on the p r o h i b i t i o n and d e s t r u c t i o n of 
chemical weapons would be g r e a t l y complicated. This i s the opinion of the overwhelming 
majority of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community as r e f l e c t e d i n General Assembly 
r e s o l u t i o n 36/96 B, which i n i t s operative paragraph 5 " C a l l s upon a l l States to 
r e f r a i n from any a c t i o n which could impede negotiations on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical 
weapons and s p e c i f i c a l l y to r e f r a i n from production and deployment of binary and other 
new types of chemical weapons". I t i s indeed r e g r e t t a b l e that the United States cast 
the only negative vote on t h i s important r e s o l u t i o n . 
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We cannot f a i l to voice our anxiety and to deplore the f a c t that the new 
m u l t i - b i l l i o n - d o l l a r programme f o r the production of binary weapons w i l l open up a 
new channel i n the arms race. But as Europeans we have a d d i t i o n a l reasons f o r concern 
because hardly anyone could doubt that these weapons are to be deployed i n densely 
populated areas of the world, and above a l l i n Europe. That i s why my delegation 
s t r o n g l y supports the idea of the non-stationing of chemical weapons on the t e r r i t o r y 
of countries where such weapons are not stationed at present. We have al s o proposed 
that each State party to the convention should r e c a l l to i t s n a t i o n a l t e r r i t o r y , not 
l a t e r than s i x months a f t e r i t s adherence, a l l chemical weapons stati o n e d under i t s 
j u r i s d i c t i o n on the t e r r i t o r y of otner States. 

Following an o b j e c t i v e preliminary a n a l y s i s of the i m p l i c a t i o n s r e s u l t i n g from 
the emergence of binary weapons, the delegations of a group of s o c i a l i s t countries 
presented to the Committee document CD/258, i n which they have put forward t h e i r 
views on a number of issues r e l a t e d to those weapons. Apart from t h i s , the 
Bulgarian delegation submitted to the Ad Hoc V/orking Group a questionnaire on the same 
subject. At t h i s point I would l i k e to r e f e r i n general terms to two major problems 
that the emergence of binary chemical weapons poses f o r a l l of us. The f i r s t one 
r e l a t e s to the scope of the p r o h i b i t i o n i n the future convention, the second to i t s 
c o n t r o l and v e r i f i c a t i o n p r o v i s i o n s . 

1. In the considered opinion of our experts, binary weapons w i l l f u r t h e r 
complicate the already d i f f i c u l t d i s t i n c t i o n between commercial chemicals and those 
which Can be used f o r chemical weapons. This a p p l i e s e s p e c i a l l y to organo-phosphorus 
compounds i n the production of p e s t i c i d e s . 

2. In the area of c o n t r o l and v e r i f i c a t i o n , binary weapons w i l l m u l t i p l y the 
d i f f i c u l t i e s i n the evaluation of the declared stocks of chemical weapons, the c o n t r o l 
over non-production of chemical weapons, the non-possession of chemical weapons, e t c . 

In s t a t i n g the above we are f u l l y aware that these views are not shared by some 
delegations. Only two days ago the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of the united Kingdom, 
Ambassador Summerhayes, questioned whether by t h e i r nature alone binary weapons made 
problems of v e r i f i c a t i o n more d i f f i c u l t . Today we heard s i m i l a r views from thé 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of the United States, Ambassador F i e l d s . To prove h i s 
point Ambassador Summerhayes maintained that the components of binary weapons were 
chemically h i g h l y r e a c t i v e and, because of storage problems, e s s e n t i a l binary 
precursors would not be stored i n large amounts f o r c i v i l i a n use. Hence, the problem 
of v e r i f i c a t i o n of such precursors would be s i m i l a r t o , i f not l e s s d i f f i c u l t than 
those of the vérification of other l e t h a l agents. 

The arguments adduced by the United Kingdom delegation f a i l e d to remove our 
concern regarding the negative i m p l i c a t i o n s of binary weapons f o r our e f f o r t s . 

As i s w e l l known, the c i v i l i a n chemical industry uses f o r permitted purposes 
many substances which are h i g h l y r e a c t i v e . Their s t o r i n g i n large amounts does cause 
some t e c h n i c a l d i f f i c u l t i e s but these problems are,not insurmountable. Thus, on the 
one hand, i t would not be impossible to store h i g h l y r e a c t i v e substances as 
precursors of binary weapons, and, on the other, the presence of such substances i n 
a given country could hot i n i t s e l f c o n s t i t u t e a basis f o r suspicions of non-compliance 
unless they are known to be components of binary weapons; 
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But, could there be a guarantee that the States p a r t i e s to the future "convention 
v / i l l be f u l l y informed of developments i n the f i e l d of the production of binary or 
multi-component chemical weapons? How а^з they going to overcome the dangers 
r e s u l t i n g from a possible Inck of knowledge or from an overdose of suspicion? These 
are r e a l and not imaginary problems. 

I hope the question I have r a i s e d w i l l not be in t e r p r e t e d as an expression of 
pessimism. Our purpose i s only to contribute to the better understanding of the 
problems posed by the i n t r o d u c t i o n of the new generation of chemical weapons and, 
through t h i s , to t h e i r s o l u t i o n . Vie s i n c e r e l y believe th?.t, should there be a 
p o l i t i c a l w i l l , t h i s Committee w i l l be i n a p o s i t i o n to accomplish s u c c e s s f u l l y i t s 
d i f f i c u l t tasks. 

I would l i k e to turn now b r i e f l y to item 1 of our agenda. V'e have already 
addressed tho nuclear test-ban issue on previous occasions and our p o s i t i o n i s c l e a r . 
Vie are i n favour of s e t t i n g up an ad hoc liorking group to negotiate on a t r e a t y 
p r o h i b i t i n g a l l nuclear-weapon t e s t s , t a k i n g i n t o account a l l e x i s t i n g proposals and 
future i n i t i a t i v e s . Viith t h i s i n view we gave our f u l l support to the proposal f o r 
a mandate f o r such a working group made by the delegation of the German Democratic 
Republic (document CD/259). 

As i s knovm, there were some new developments i n t h i s area r e c e n t l y . 
A statement was made by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of the United States, 
Ambassador F i e l d s , to the e f f e c t that the United States would be i n a p o s i t i o n to 
Jo i n a consensus to e s t a b l i s h "a subsidiary body to discuss and define issues 
r e l a t i n g to v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance which would have to be de a l t with i n any 
comprehensive test-ban agreement". 

In view of some previous statements v/hich made c l e a r that the United States no 
longer considered the negotiation of a CTBT an immediate task to be accorded the 
highest p r i o r i t y , many delegations met Ambassador F i e l d s ' announcement with mixed 
f e e l i n g s and many questions. These reservations were f u l l y j u s t i f i e d because a 
disc u s s i o n of an issue of such complexity as v e r i f i c a t i o n i n a vacuum, and without 
any reference to a c l e a r l y defined o b j e c t i v e , could hardly serve any us e f u l purpose. 

Now, as i s known, i n s p i t e of these l e g i t i m a t e doubts, a d r a f t i n g group was set 
up under your chairmanship to t r y to formulate a mandate f o r a working group which 
would make i t possible f o r t h i s Committee to s t a r t a process of genuine 
m u l t i l a t e r a l e f f o r t s which should culminate i n the conclusion of a CTBT. Иу 
delegation i s p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the d r a f t i n g group, proceeding from the b e l i e f that 
should there be goodwill on a l l sides i t s task would be s u c c e s s f u l l y accomplished. 
In our view to achieve t h i s the mandate of the future working group should be based 
on the f o l l o w i n g premises: (1) i t should allow f o r a consideration of the problem 
of nuclear-weapon t e s t s i n a l l i t s aspects, and (2) the aim of t h i s d i s cussion 
should be the subsequent e a r l y conclusion of a trea t y on the complete and general 
p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear-weapon t e s t s . 
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Mr. Chairnan, the Soviet delegation has asked f o r the f l o o r today i n order, i n 
accordance v i t h the Conmittee's programme of work, to state our p o s i t i o n on the 
question of"the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons. Hov/ever, before I pass on to t h i s 
subject, I would l i k e to draw the Committee's a t t e n t i o n to the constructive proposals 
of the Soviet Union on the key problems of the prevention of the e v e r - i n c r e a s i n g 
danger of a world n u c l e a r - m i s s i l e wa-r v M c h v/ere put forward by President L. Brezhnev 
on 16 March of t h i s year. 

E s p e c i a l l y s i g n i f i c a n t ' are those proposals whi-^h are designed to f a c i l i t a t e the 
achievement of án agreement on a lE.rge-scale reduction of the nuclear weapons of the 
t\ro sides i n Europe, based upon the p r i n c i p l e of e q u a l i t y and equal s e c u r i t y . The 
d e c i s i o n of the Soviet leadership u n i l a t e r a l l y to introduce a moratorium on the 
deployment of mediun-rajige nuclear weapons i n Europe serves those goals. Moreover, 
the Soviet Union intends already t h i s year, i f there i s no new aggravation of the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n , to reduce, on i t s own i n i t i a t i v e , a c e r t a i n proportion of 
i t s medium-range m i s s i l e s . 

I n response to the request made to us by a number of representatives i n the 
Committee, the Soviet delegation i s d i s t r i b u t i n g a part of the statement of L. Brezhnev 
at the seventeenth congress c f trade unions of the USSR as a document of the 
Committee on Disarmament. 

Por a'number c f reasons we attach p a r t i c u l a r importance to our statement today. 
I t concerns' the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons i . e . the problem of one of the most 
dangerous and barbarous types c f weapons of mass de s t r u c t i o n , the s o l u t i o n of vrhich 
i s awaited i m p a t i e n t l y by a l ] manlcind and which i s r i g h t l y l i s t e d among the p r i o r i t y 
issues confronting our Committee. 

The p o s i t i o n of the Soviet Union w i t h respect to chemical weapons i s c l e a r sind 
unequivocal: the 'Soviet Union was one c f the i n i t i a t o r s of the proposal f o r the 
complete p r o M b i t i o n of chemical weapons and i t has done and i s continuing to do 
everything i n i t s power i n any forum and w i t h i n any c r a g a n i z a t i o n a l framework where 
such e f f o r t s are made, f o r the speediest possible e l i m i n a t i o n of t h i s type of weapon 
from the arsenals of States. 

At the twenty-sixth Congress of the Çommiinist Party of the Soviet Union and 
subsequently, tht; Soviet Union drew .the Suttehtion of tlie world community to the f a c t 
that tlie negotiations on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemica.l weapons were i n a d m i s s i b l y slow. 
That vvas not a mere statement of f a c t but r a t h e r an expression of concern f o r the 
speeding up of the negotiations. The e f f e c t i v e conduct of negotiations sind t h e i r 
s u c cessful conclusion are needed p a r t i c u l a r l y now i n the l i g h t of recent events, when 
an e n t i r e l y new s i t u a t i o n i s emerging or has already emerged i n the f i e l d of the 
p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons. I f no d e c i s i v e steps are taken today to eliminate 
chemical weapons, tomorrow i t may be too l a t e . 

In t h i s connection the most serious f a c t o r , l e a d i n g d i r e c t l y towards a dangerous 
s p i r a l l i n g of the chemical arms race and thus Tmdermining the very b a s i s of the 
negotiations on the p r o h i b i t i o n c f t h i s type of weapon, i s the United States d e c i s i o n 
regarding the f u r t h e r expansion and the modernization of i t s chemical arsenal. The 
f i v e - y e a r programme amounting to $10 b i l l i o n includes the mass production of binary 
chemical munitions and trie development of nev methods f o r the use of chemical 
weapons. In s p i t e of the f a c t that present United States stocks of chemical veapons 
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include about three m i l l i o n s h e l l s , tens of thousands of a i r c r a f t bombs, hundreds of 
thousands of mines and high explosive bnmbs, i t i o planned tc increase the quantity of 
chemical charges v n to f i v e m i l l i o n ^mit.r a n d to replace t h - types growing obsolete 
by new ones, and mainly by binary munitions. , 

The United States d e c i s i o n on chemical rearmamsnt i s part of an o v e r - a l l scheme 
which includes the i n i t i a t i o n of the production of neutron weapons, the plans f o r the 
s t a t i o n i n g of new ^imerican nuclear m i s s i l e s i n western Europe and the general NATO 
decisions on the expansion of m i l i t a r y prepa,ra.tions. According to the l a . t e E t 
United States i r i l i t a r y d octrines, tho European r e g i o r i s the most probable arena f o r 
the use of chemical weapons. The United States deputy Under-Secretary of Defense, 
speaking i n Congress, stated t l i a t i t wa.s necessarj'' to equip the United States armed 
forces v i t h the newest types of :;hemical weapons m order "to have the p o s s i b i l i t y of 
conducting large-scale chemical warfare i n Europe against the V/arsaw Treaty countries". 

Ve sometimes hear i t s a i d , i n c l u d i n g today i n the Committee on Disarmament, tha.t 
the production and deployment by the United States of new v a r i e t i e s of chemical 
weapons, and e s p e c i a l l y binary v/eapcns, arc e s s e n t i a l i n order to guarantee the 
s e c u r i t y of the United States and also i t s a l l i e s , and because the United States i s 
"lagging behind" the USSR i n the sphere of chemical weapons, because of the "Soviet 
thr e a t " , and so on. Gentlemen, how often can the sane pretexts be used, p a r t i c u l a r l y 
when they have over and over agîin been f l a t l y r efuted, even by some l e a d i n g American 
f i g u r e s ? 

The world has already witnessed American discomfiture over the alleged 
United States l a g i n the sphere of nuclear v;eapons элй bomber a i r c r a f t i n the 195^s 
and over the "United States m i s s i l e l a g " i n the e a r l y 1960s. Later i t turned out f c r 
example that the Soviet " m i s s i l e t h r e a t " had been overestimated by some 15-20 times, 
but by then the United States had alrea.dy embarked on the mass production o f 
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 , th\;s l a y i n g the foundation f o r a renewal of the 
arms race. The United States i s now t r y i n g to convince us of i t s "backvirardness" i n 
the sphere of chemical weapons. The United States i s obviously u s i n g these fables t o 
t r y to persuade A..erican taxpayers to fi n ^ j i c e i t s g i g a n t i c m i l i t a r y programmes. 

I t i s claimed that what i s involved i s a normal modemiza,tion of chemical weapons. 
In r e a l i t y , the development of the production of b i n a j y vreapons introduces a new 
generation of chemicals i n t o the range of warfare agents. 

The other side of the c c i n consists i n the f a c t that the production of binary 
chemical weapons w i l l considerably complicate tho search f o r mutually a.cceptable 
s o l u t i o n s at the current negotia.tions on the p r o h i b i t i o n nf chemical weapons. The 
vrork of the Committee at the present session has already confirmed t h i s . Many 
delegations, both i n the Ad Hoc Working Group and ?.t plenary meetings, have pointed 
out the a d d i t i o n a l d i f f i c u l t i e s a r i s i n g i n connection w i t h the emergence of binary 
weapons. 

In t>âs connection vre would l i k e to draw the a t t e n t i o n of the members c f the 
Committee to working paper CT>/258, "Binary weapons ал1 the problem of e f f e c t i v e 
p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons", submitted Ъу a group of s o c i a l i s t countries. The 
sponsors of the paper, without claiming to give an erhaustive a j i a l y s i s of the negative 
consequences of embarking on the production of binary chemical weapons, mention a 
number of importarit points of d i r e c t relevance to the negotiations i n progress i n the 
Committee on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical vreapons. The delegation of B u l g a r i a put 
forward a number o f s p e c i f i c questions which have a r i s e n i n connection w i t h the 
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d e c i s i o n on the production and deployment o f b i n a r y cheraical v;capons. I t seeas to us 
that the answers to these questions arc of i n t e r e s t to a l l members of the Committee. 
The Yugoslav delegation submitted an i n t e r e s t i n g document on bin a r y weapons i n the 
Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Veapons. V/e agree with the statement of the 
United Kingdom Ambassador that i t i s necessary to give c a r e f u l c o n s i d e r a t i o n to the 
ma.tter of b i n a r y chemical weapons before reacMng any conclusion. One can also 
agree w i t h h i s words that "binary weapons w i l l need to be dealt '.n.th i n a chemical 
weapons convention because, i n ocmmon w i t h a l l other types of chemical weapons, 
t h e i r production and s t o c k p i l i n g w i l l be p r o h i b i t e d " . 

At the same time we can i n no vray share 'nis opinion that the problems of c o n t r o l 
as regards b i n a r y weapons and as regards chemical vreapons with ordinary \uiita-ry 
munitions d i f f e r very l i t t l e from each other, since a l l e g e d l y the components of 
b i n a r y weapons, designed by t h o i r nature to be h i g h l y r e a c t i v e , are r e l a t e d to t o x i c 
chemicals also by t h e i r aggressiveness w i t h respect tc the r-iatorio-l of the munition's 
case. There i s no need to be an expert i n order to und(2rstand that there i s a serious 
inaccuracy here. From -.mcla.ssified l i t e r a t u r e i t may be learned that there i s no 
c o r r e l a t i o n between a chemical's t o x i c i t y and i t s a c t i v i t y with respect to the 
mc.terial of the casing. Thus the high r e a c t i v e capp.bility of these chemicals i s of 
no assistance i n the matter of c o n t r o l . 

As regards the a d d i t i o n a l d i f f i c u l t i e s vriiich a r i s e i n connection w i t h the 
emergence of b i n a r y chemicp.l vreapons, they i n c l u d e , f o r example, the ensuring of 
compliance by States p a r t i e s vrith the commitment not to t r a n s f e r chemical weapons, 
since the separation of chemicals f o r commercial purposes fror. chemicals f o r vreapons 
purposes w i l l become an almost i n s o l u b l e problem. D i f f i c u l t i e s w i l l a r i s e also i n 
connection w i t h the d e c l a r a t i o n by States o f t h e i r stocks o f chemical weapons and 
t h e i r means of production of such we?.pons, because i t v r i l l be necessarj'' to s p e c i f y 
the chemicals f o r commercial purposes which may be produced f o r b i n a r y weapons. 

To i l l u s t r a t e t h i s problem l e t us take the f o l l o w i n g example. As components 
f o r the synthesis of warfare agents i n the b i n a r y charges b s i n g elaborated and 
developed i n the United States, ir-opropanol and p o l y s u l f i d c are being used, 
i . e . common chemical products. Consequently, i n order to produce b i n a r y munitions 
the Pentagon has no s p e c i a l need to e s t a b l i s h novr branches of ind u s t r y . The other 
components of the bin a r y synthesis — the chemicals "DF" and "QL" — are somevjhat 
more complicated i n t h e i r composition, but they, too, vrithout ar^y p a r t i c u l a r 
d i f f i c u l t y can be absorbed i n t o the te c h n o l o g i c a l processes f o r the production of 
órganophosphorus p e s t i c i d e s production. In a d d i t i o n , the cases of b i n a r y munitions 
are v i r t u a l l y the same i n stru c t u r e and shape as those o f other s p e c i a l munitions 
(smoke, s i g n a l , propaganda, etc.) and tJicy could be produced by f a c t o r i e s producing 
ordinary munitions. 

• I t i s quite probable that even at f a c t o r i e s producing the separate components of 
bino.ry systems as w e l l as ca.ses f o r bina^ry munitions, i t w i l l be impossible to 
determine the r e a l purpose of the products. Thus oven i f the representatives of ал 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n body are admitted to such a p l ? j i t , they are u n l i k e l y to 
be able to detect anything rela-ting to binary vreapons. 'The conditions w i l l therefore 
e x i s t f o r the secret s t o c k p i l i n g end storage of chemicals f o r purposes of bin a r y 
weapons — f o r the production of chemical weapons w i t h i n the framework of commercial 
production. Ve s h a l l , of course, studji- document CD/265, introduced today by the 
representative of the Federal Pvopublic of Germany, but a l l that we have sa i d shows 
thc.t there i s no j u s t i f i c a t i o n f o r the conclusion contained i n the statement of 
Ambassador ïtuth that " i t i r , not true that binajry production techniques cannot be 
subjected to reasonable and e f f e c t i v e v e r i f i c a t i o n " . 



CD/PV.166 
37 

d i r . Isgraclyan, USSE) 

The idea of b i n a r y weapons allows the p o s s i b i l i t y of s e l e c t i n g the pairs of 
components among a wide rsjige o f chemicals, v;hic;h would lead to the emergence of ever 
new v a r i e t i e s and modifications of chemical agents vrith the most d i v e r s i f i e d spectrum 
of e f f e c t s . TlxLs f a c t means that the establishment of a l i t ; t of p o t e n t i a l chemical 
agents to be p r o h i b i t e d would become meaningless. How, then, i s i t possible to 
dismiss as "nonsense", as the representative of the United States d i d today, the 
concern of a large number of States, i n c l u d i n g a number of Uestern countries, at the 
appearance of b i n a r y weapons? 

We are saying a l l t h i s now, not i n order to give a p o l i t i c a l assessment c f the 
actions connected w i t h the production of b i n a r y vreapons. That has already been done, 
at the t h i r t y - s i x t h session of the General Assembly, i n r e s o l u t i o n 3^/96 B, which 
contains an appeal to States to r e f r a i n from the production £jid deployment of b i n a r y 
chemical weapons. As you know, of the 157 Sta.tes Members of the United Nations, only 
one voted against t h i s r e s o l u t i o n — the United States of America. Here i n the 
Committee on Disarmament we are concerned, f i r s t and foremost, about the f a t e of the 
negotiations on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons and about the e f f e c t i v e n e s s of 
anyagreements that m i ^ t be reached at those n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

The same r e s o l u t i o n contains an appeal to States to r e f r a i n from s t a t i o n i n g 
chemical weapons i n those countries where there are no such vreapons at present. This 
appeal, which i n p a r t i c u l a r was also adopted on the i n i t i a t i v e of the Soviet Union, 
i s designed to- increase the e f f e c t i v e n e s s of a future agreement on the complete 
p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical vreapons. 

I t i s important, i n our view, that while e f f o r t s are being d i r e c t e d towards the 
e l a b o r a t i o n of a convention and also during the f i r s t years of i t s implementation, 
when stocks of chemical weapons are to be destroyed, no actions should be allowed 
which could lead to a p r o l i f e r a t i o n o f chemical weapons on the globed and i n p a r t i c u l a r 
to t h e i r s t a t i o n i n g on the t e r r i t o r i e s of other States. In the Ad Hoc Working Group, 
the Soviet delegation has a,lready submitted a d r a f t f o r a provision of the convention 
on the non-stationing of chemical weapons, e i t h e r d i r e c t l y or i n d i r e c t l y , on the 
t e r r i t o r i e s of ot.ier States during the period of implementation of the commitment on 
t h e i r d e s t r u c t i o n or conversion to non-hostile purposes. I t would be a good i d e a 
also i f we were to consider together how to"solve the question of the non-stationing 
of chemical weapons also during the period before tlie convention enters i n t o f o r c e . 

I should l i k e now to touch upon questions of v e r i f i c a t i o n . We have repeatedly 
stat e d , and we r e a f f i r m i t again, that we, no l e s s than others, are concerned that 
the commitments under the future convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons 
should be s t r i c t l y observed. We do not therefore altogether understand the 
United States representative's excessive emphasis of the importance of v e r i f i c a t i o n 
questions. Whom was he a c t u a l l y t r y i n g to convince? — himself? 

The Soviet delegation has already had an opportunity to express i n the 
Committee on Disarmament the substance of our views regarding the v e r i f i c a t i o n of 
compliance w i t h a p r o h i b i t i o n on chemical weapons. In order not to repeat myself I 
w i l l r e f e r to our statement of 31 March 1981, B r i e f l y , our view i s that c o n t r o l 
should be based on n a t i o n a l nethods of v e r i f i c a t i o n , supplemented by i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
procedures; i t should not be accompanied by " t o t a l v e r i f i c a t i o n s " , which are 
tantamount to i n t e r f e r e n c e i n the i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s of States and are detrimental to 
peaceful i n d u s t r y . Control should i n a l l respects and at a l l times "[Jc commensurate 
wi t h the r e a l requirements of the convention ajid ensure the f u l f i l m e n t c f each of the 
undertakings provided f o r i n i t . 
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The representative of the United States attempted i n h i s statement to present 
the p o s i t i o n of the Soviet Union and other s o c i a l i s t countries i n a d i s t o r t e d l i g h t . 
He asserted that they r u l e out i n t e r n a t i o n a l forms of v e r i f i c a t i o n . T h i s , l i k e many 
other things i n the statenent of the United States delegation, i s not i n accordance 
w i t h the f a c t s , I repeat: we are i n favour of a oomhination of d i f f e r e n t types of 
c o n t r o l measures. At the same time i t i s c l e a r from the statement of the 
representativo of the United States ttiat the l a t t e r recognizes nothing other thai? 
systematic i n t r u s i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n . That, to be p r e c i s e , i s the true 
s i t u a t i o n . 

How then can vre solve t h i s d i f f i c u l t problem, t a k i n g i n t o account a l l these 
requirements, which are undoubtedly f a i r i n themselves, and on a b a s i s acceptable to 
a l l States p a r t i e s to the future convention? Past experience suggests that the time 
has come to change somewhat the methods used f o r the examination and e l a b o r a t i o n of 
p r o v i s i o n s on v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

I t seems to us that we could stop d i s c u s s i n g i n general terms vihethcr prefercnco 
should be given to n a t i o n a l or to i n t e r n a t i o n a l means of v e r i f i c a t i o n , vihethcr 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l o n -site i n s p e c t i o n ehculd be c a r r i o d out on a volvuitary b a s i s o r not, 
whether such v e r i f i c a t i o n should be conducted vihen necessary, upon demand, by request, 
according to l o t s , on a systematic, r e g u l a r , p e r i o d i c a l b a s i s , e t c , e t c , and pass 
on to a c o n s i d e r a t i o n of v e r i f i c a t i o n problems i n a more s p e c i f i c v/ay. 

¥e have i n mind the f o l l o w i n g . C l e a r l y under the convention, the States p a r t i e s 
w i l l assume a very s p e c i f i c raJige of o b l i g a t i o n s . To a l^rge extent these have 
already been defined. Thus, there i s the p o s s i b i l i t y of considering concretely, f o r 
each of these o b l i g a t i o n s , what forms and types of c o n t r o l would be necessary and to 
what degree. 

For example, States w i l l be obliged to destroy w i t h i n e s t a b l i s h e d periods c f time 
t h e i r stocks of chemical weapons. There could be endless d i s c u s s i o n s , w i t h no common 
view emerging, as to whether, i n connection w i t h t h i s o b l i g a t i o n , there should or 
should not be i n t e r n a t i o n a l inspections гЛ the s i t e of the d e s t r u c t i o n , whether 
samples should be taken at the same time, and i f so of wliat k i n d , how often and by 
whom, e t c In order to s t a r t making some headway,' we could proceed d i f f e r e n t l y . Ve 
could tliinlc c a r e f u l l y about the s e r i e s o f measures necessary i n order r e l i a b l y and 
e f f e c t i v e l y to guarantee the d e s t r u c t i o n of stocks, beginning w i t h those that ere 
the most n a t u r a l гпй. easy f o r States to c a r r y out, and passing on i f necessary to the 
more complicated and d i f f i c u l t ones. In other vronis, v;liencver a common opinion 
emerges to the e f f e c t that n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n measures may be i n s u f f i c i e n t , 
appropriate i n t e r n a t i o n a l procedures could bo discussed according to the same 
p r i n c i p l e — that i s , proceeding from the r e l a . t i v c l y simpler to the more complicated 
mea,sures. 

In proposing that we should proceed i n t h i s way we arc t a k i n g i n t o account the 
extreme d i f f i c u l t y o f d e v i s i n g a v e r i f i c a t i o n system which, v/hile ensuring the 
re q v i i s i t e c o n t r o l over compliance w i t h the convention, at the sane time meets the 
need to respect 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 tho States parties.-

A l l more complicated and d i f f i c u l t v e r i f i c a t i o n measures should be used only i n 
cases where the c o n t r o l measure more acceptable to the State cannot give the 
desired r e s u l t i . e . provide tho assvira^cc that the convention i s being implementea. 



CD/PV.166 
39 

( l - j . Issraelyan^ IJSSF.) 

This approach takes i n t o account also the important f a c t that the c o n t r o l 
measures w i l l Ъс supplemented Ъу various kinds of d e c l a r a t i o n s , the exchange of 
information and other mea,sures g i v i n g Gt: tes the assurance of compliance v/ith the 
convention. 

Allow me to r e f e r to the words of the representative r^i Japan, iimhassadcr Okawa, 
concerning questions of c o n t r o l i n connection w i t h a nuclear v/eapcns t e s t ban. I n 
p a i r t i c u l a r he so.iá: "The quest f o r absolute 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 
mechanism, an i n f a l l i b l e v e r i f i c a t i o n method, nay r e s u l t i n no agreement at a l l . " 
Ambassador Oka.vi/a f u r t h e r s a i d that the adequacy of any v e r i f i c a t i o n system i s 
probably i n the l a s t r e s o r t a question of p o l i t i c a l assessment. 

Distinguished delegates, ve :r;ust endeavour to f i n d a mutually acceptable 
s o l u t i o n to t h i s problem. I t i s completely cut of place to put fcrward preliminary 
conditions, as was dene today, i n an almost threatening manner, l i k e an ultimatum: 
e i t h e r the Committee accepts u n c o n d i t i o n a l l y the p r i n c i p l e s of v e r i f i c a t i o n f o r a 
convention p r o h i b i t i n g chemical weapons that please the United States, or that 
country w i l l not become a party to the future convention. That i s not the language 
of n e g o t i a t i o n . I t w i l l lead nowhere. I t merely compromises those who r e s o r t to i t . 

I should l i k e to rrjake cnc general observation. With every new development i n 
the considera.tion of the problem of the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons, the 
Working Group shovis a quite n a t u r a l and l a w f a l tendency to go deeper i n t o the 
teûhiiical points and d e t a i l s . This r e f l e c t s the progress i n i t s work. At the same 
time, wc would l i k e to va^m against too great a passicn f o r d i s c u s s i n g various, 
sometimes s t r i c t l y s c i e n t i f i c and oven abstract problems vjhich v i l l merely d e f l e c t 
us from the immediate and p r i o r i t y task of the ea-rliest possible e l a b o r a t i o n of a 
convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n c f the develcpmcnt end production of che;:úcal weapons 
and the d e s t r u c t i o n of stocks c f such weapons. 

The Soviet delegation vould l i k e tc express i t s s a t i s f a c t i o n at tho way i n wliich 
the work of the Л1 Hoc V/orlcing Group cn rhcmical V/eapons hr-i been organized and i s 
proceeding t h i s year. P r e c i s e l y i n accordance witîi th¿ nev mandate, i n t e n s i v e work 
i s being done on individua,l provisions of the future convention, and comments and 
working papers are being put fcrvía-rd wiiich contain at tines some i n t e r e s t i n g 
approaches. V/e are c-speciclly ploasec. tc nctc a l l t h i s since trie Chairman of the 
Group i s our f r i e n d Ambassador B. Sujka. 

Notwithstanding a l l the d i f f i c u l t i e s mentioned i n our statement today, we are 
o p t i m i s t i c as regards the p c s s i b i l i t y c f aoliieving progress i n the f i e l d of chemical 
disarmament. At the same time v/e n a t u r a l l y -onderttand that a grsat deal of work 
s t i l l remains to be done i n crder tc паке t h i s progress r e a l . V/e c a l l upon other 
delegations to oo-oporate c o n s t r u c t i v e l y i n t h i s important n a t t e r . 
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In recent years the United States and some c f i t s a l l i e s have often t r i e d tc 
envenom the p o l i t i c a l atmosphere i n many i n t e r n a t i o n a l bodies, i n c l u d i n g the 
Committee on Disarmanent, w i t h baseless slander d i r e c t e d at s o c i a l i s t S t a t e s , One 
of the fa.vourite forms of t h i s slander has been references to some k i n d of 
involvement of the Soviet Union i n alleged v i o l a t i o n s of the Geneva P r o t o c o l of I925. 

Ve have repeatedly stated that the Soviet Union has nowhere and never 
v i o l a t e d any i n t e r n a t i o n a l agreements i n c l u d i n g those i n the f i e l d s of arms 
l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament. Nevertheless the slander continues, a.s v/as shown by 
the' statement of the United Sta.tes delega.tion at today's meeting. TMs i s done i n 
order to j u s t i f y befcre public opinion, i n c l u d i n g that o f t h e i r own country, the 
new s p i r a l s i n the chemicrl arms race. ' The f a l s e a.nd f a b r i c a t e d character of t h i s 
statement i s shown among other things by the f a c t t h r t the i n i t i a t o r s of the slander, 
while siiedding c r o c o d i l e tears over alleged viola,tions of the Geneva P r o t o c o l s l y l y , 
ajid of course i n t e n t i o n a l l y , pass over i n s i l e n c e the t e r r i b l e consequences of t h e i r 
ovm actions i n south-east A s i a . The representative c f the United Sta.tes d i d not 
say tha.t the crimes of the /ii.ierican s o l d i e r y i n t h i s region of the world a.re s t i l l 
having t h e i r e f f e c t s even today. I t i s true that the United States representative 
recognized that "the United States i s very conscious that chemical weapons h^ve been 
used on the b a t t l e f i e l d i n the past v i t h devastating e f f e c t " , but he d i d not dare 
to admit that the United States i t s e l f has nr.de extensive use of chemical weapons, 
that no State i n the world i n tlie whole h i s t o r y of nahLcind lias used chemical wea.pons 
on such a scale as the United States. And again, he d i d not say that the 
consequences of the crimes of jj ^ e r i c a n m i l i t a r i s t s i n south-east A s i a are c o n t i n u i n g 
today. -

Recently a delegation of the Acadony o f Sciences of the USSE v i s i t e d V i e t Nam, 
where i t examined the conclusions c f the studies c f the consequences c f chemical 
wa.rfa.re i n that country. Here are sone of their,. The mo.ss u t i l i z a t i o n by the 
United Sta-tes a.rmod forces of c'nemical werpcns against V i a t N a m during the period 
I96I-I97I caused profound chrnges i n tho ecology of the country, g r e a t l y undermined 
the economy and i n f l i c t e d i r r e p a r a b l e damage on the health of the population of 
V i e t Nam. More tlian 100,000 tons of various chenical r ^ n t s were used against the 
people of V i e t Nam, i n c l u d i n g 96,000 tons of phytotcxins ?nd mora thaji 7,000 tons 
of war gases. Toxic chemical agents w e r e spread o v e r 44 per cent of the t r o p i c a l 
f o r e s t s and jungles and 40 per cent c f the cultiva.ted areas of South V i e t Nam. I n 
t h o i r attacks o n largo t r a c t s o f fcrcsti.- and cultivo-tod Irnds, the United States 
e.rmed forces used chemical agents i n huge q u m t i t i c s — f r o m 10 to 100 kg per hectare. 
In recent times, to the r,any thousrxids o f v i c t i m s c f chemical v/eapons during the 
period of the war there h.''vc been added the vir/tiir,s 01 those weapons' s o - c a l l e d 
long-term consequences. Tlie s e are people s u f f e r i n g f r c u i nervous d i s ^ r d c r s , s k i n 
disea.ses and more serious i l l n e s s SUCJ as, f o r ox.?.nple, cancer of the l i v e r . The 
women of V i e t N a m g i v e ' b i r t h to deformed babies; they are subject to abnormal 
pregnancies and miscarriages. 

http://nr.de
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Most anomalies observed now i n V i c t Хглп, e s p e c i a l l y during c h i l d - b i r t h , are 
the r e s u l t of disorders of tho genetic'structures caused by dioxine. I t should be 
noted that the nrture of the changes i n the genetic structures obsoarved i n V i c t Nam 
i n those of the population who suffered the e f f e c t s of tho "orange mixture" arc 
s i m i l a r to the chmges i n the chromosone structures observed i n the c i t i z e n s of 
Hiroshim.a and Nag?.saki who suffered the horror of atomic bombing. Thus at the 
present time i t can be affirmed that as a r e s u l t of the use by the United States of 
various types of weapons of mass de s t r u c t i o n , there are on our planet two sets of 
people with disord.crs of the genetic s t r u c t u r e s : thoy are among the i n h a b i t a n t s 
of Japan and V i c t Nam. 

I t i s becoming more rnd more c l e a r that Americans themselves are a.mong the 
vi c t i m s of the chemical warfare c a r r i e d cut by the United States i n V i e t Nam. The . 
e c o l o g i c a l delayed-action bomb which they Iciid i n V i e t Nam has transformed i t s e l f 
i n t o a boomerang destroying the very Americans who pa,rticipated i n the war i n 
V i e t Nam. Those who c a r r i e d cut chotrical attacks arc now s u f f e r i n g i n the same way 
as t h e i r former advcrsa.rics and v i c t i m s . Thousrnds of veterans v i c t i m s of chemical 
weapons are r e g i s t e r e d now i n the United States. 

Those who arc now doing t h e i r utmost to prove whr.t connot bo proved, namely, 
that the Soviet union ргЛ other s o c i a l i s t countries have a l l e g e d l y used chemical 
weapons wish to pass over the above-mentioned crimes i n s i l e n c e . 

The representatives of the Soviet Union, i n c l u d i n g those at the highest l e v e l , 
i n d i f f e r e n t intemationa . 1 bodies have r'=:soiutcly repudia.tcd t h i s l i e . Wc would 
l i k e to point out tîiat many eminent s c i e n t i s t s and experts, i n c l u d i n g some i n the 
United States, have found a complete i n c o m p a t i b i l i t y nf the above-mentioned 
fabrica,tions w i t h the s c i e n t i f i c , medical and t e c h n i c a l data. S u b s t a n t i a l l y the 
same conclusion was rea.ched. also by the group of experts who, as i s c l e a r both from 
the document they submitted to the t h i r t y - s i x t h session of the U r i t e d Nations 
Gênerai Assembly and from press reports, v/era unable during t h e i r o f f i c i a l v i s i t 
to I ^ i s . to f i n d rny evidence of the use r f Soviet-made chemical v/eapons. Even the 
most zealous i n s t i g a t o r s of the a n t i -Soviet fampaiçni arc co:npelled to recognize 
tho absence of any fo-cts on t h i s score. 

i'J-low me, f o r example, to quot: the note verbale :-̂ f 1^; September I 9 B I frcm the 
Permanent Representativo of the U r i t e d States to the United Nations, addressed to 
the Secretary-Gcnera-l: '^'jacrican exports Lave stu^'ied and evaluated the synsptoms 
described i n these reports i n order tc daterrino \ГЪРЛ poisonous substance or 
substances could have had such e f f e c t s . They сагле to the conclusion that none of 
the knovm -cl a s s i c a l chemical vrarforc r,g<3nts, c i t / i e r alone or i n combination with 
other substances, could have caused the s^T^ptcms that were described or have l e d , 
as w?.s reported, to such r a p i d death." The raatter could have been closed there. 
The soap-bubble burst, but the Stctc Dcpi',rtmcnt 'lecidcd. to continue the campaign i t 
had begun. 
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Nothing i s changed ?Jid nothing can he changed i n i h i s regard Ъу a new opus of 
the State Department. I t i s high time f o r tho United States to stop i n v e n t i n g 
fahles about Soviet-made chemical weapons. The i n s i n u a t i o n s of the V/estcrn press 
and o f f i c i a l s about a "Soviet ^ h e r : i c a l t h r e a t " - . - т not become true by being 
repeated many times. Neither the Vfestern press, nor those vriio give i t biased 
d i s i n f o r m a t i o n have or can have any objective data about the use of Soviet-made 
chemical weapons because no such f a c t s e x i s t i n ñateare. 

Two words about the S c v i c t - i J n e r i c a n negotiations on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical 
weapons. The Soviet Union's p o s i t i o n rega . r d i n g the b i l a t e r a l n e g c t i a t i o n s between 
the USSR and the United States has been repeatedly stated by President Brezhnev, 
Ve are prepared to resume the t a l k s that have been broken o f f , but v.'e алчз not 
begging f o r them. Ve can тпрке headway e i t h e r w i t h or v.'ithout negotiations w i t h the 
United States. But we cannot permit a d i s t o r t i o n o f t h e f a c t s . 

T y p i c a l of such d i s t o r t i o n i n t h e statement of the United States representative 
wa.s the attempt to create the impression that some k i n d of deadlock had occ^urred 
i n the S o v i e t - j n e r i c a n ncgotia.tions over the question of c o n t r o l . There was no such 
deadlock i n those t a l k s , as i s evident i n p a r t i c u l a r from the Soviet-^jnerican 
report to the Committee cn Disarmament c f 7 J u l y ISPO. Tha.t report (CD/112) states 
i n p a r t i c u l a r : "The United States and the Soviet Union wish to inform the member 
St?.tes of the Committee on Disa^rmament of t h e i r eameot i n t e n t i o n to continue t h e i r 
p e r s i s t e n t e f f o r t s to f i n d mutually acceptahle s o l u t i o n s to the extremely complex 
unresolved issues r e l a t i n g to a general, complete a n d v e r i f i a b l e p r o h i b i t i o n of 
chemical weapons, with a view to completing s u c c e s s f u l l y the b i l a t e r a l United S t a t e s -
Soviet negotia.tions and presenting a j o i n t i n i t i a t i v e to the Committee on Disarmament 
at the e a r l i e s t possible time." 

How i s i t possible t c t a l k about a deadlock when i n f a c t the da ,t6 was given 
f o r the next round of t a . l l c s — J a n u a r y 1981. The United States u n i l a . t e r a l l y broke 
o f f those negotiations i n the same way as i t broke o f f many other negotiations w i t h 
the Soviet Union on arms l i m i t a . t i o n questions. They decided to do t h i s , not 
because o f any d i f f i c u l t i e s which had ?.г1зеп on one question or another i n the 
course of the n e g o t i a t i o n s , but i n accordance v;ith the general a n t i - S o v i e t p o l i c y 
adopted i n the matter of o,rmaments by t h e Government c f the United States. That 
i s true on t h i s matter a.lsc. 

The Soviet Union and o t h e r s o c i a . l i s t countries, as i s shoxim among other things 
by t b ^ i r actions i n the Committee, are a c t i v e l y p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the e f f o r t s aimed 
at the cessation of the production of chemical v/ecpons and the d e s t r u c t i o n of stocks 
of such veapons, and they b e l i e v e that t h i s type o f weapon o f mass d e s t r u c t i o n 
should once and f o r a l l be eliminated from i r . i l i t c j ? y arsenals. 
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. The СНй.ШШ1 (translated f r o n French-); I thani: the representative.-of tha... 
Soviet Union f o r h i s statenent. The l a s t three speakers on the l i s t of speakers 
f o r today, nanely, the representatives of Kenya, Argentina sind China, have very 
k i n d l y , i n view o_ the lateness of the hoi-ir, agreed to defer t h e i r rtatenents to 
the next plenary meeting of the Gonmàttee, on í-aecda;>-, 50 ilarch. I should l i l c e 
to thanlc them on behalf of the Committee f o r the understanding they have shoim 
and to assure them that t h e i r nanos w i l l appear at the head of the l i s t of speakers 
f o r the meeting on 30 ilarch. Arc thore any other comments? Anbassador Herder has 
asked f c r the f l o o r . 

I l r . HEKDIIi (German Democratic Republic): I l r . Chairman, the delegation of the 
German Democratic Republic h i g h l y appreciates your e f f o r t s to promote an e a r l y 
agreement on a mandate f o r aii ad hoc working group on item 1 of our acenda. 

In recent days, my delegation, tlie delegation of the People's Republic of Poland 
as w e l l as other delegations addressed p e r t i n e n t questions tp the United States 
delegation i n "order to c l a r i f y sone problems connected with the United States 
proposal on t h i s subject made on 11 Ilarch. Ue are very much i n t e r e s t e d i n having 
c l e a r answers to a l l those questions because thi s wovdd provide my Government with 
the necessary information to determine our f i j r t h e r approach to the el a b o r a t i o n of 
the above-mentioned d r a f t mandate. 

A f t e r having had a look at the l i s t of today's speakers and having noticed that 
the United States representative \ras on the l i s t , I had expected, franlcly spealcing, 
an ansvier from him to the many questions which v/ere addressed to h i s delegation i n 
connection v/itli oiur e f f o r t s to a¿ree on a mandate f o r a CTBT v/orking group. I hoped 
that a f t e r several atteiiipts made by my delegation and other delegations-to get sone 
explanations from the United States delegation, that delegation would at l e a s t 
respect the wishes expressed by members of the Committee and show a constructive 
approach to the items i n s c r i b e d -in our agenda. IVhat happened was j u s t the opposite. 

I t v/as with deep reg r e t that my delegation today l i s t e n e d to a f a i r l y 
undisguised statement on the necessity of a nev/ s p i r a l i n tiie chemical arms race. 
Obviously, the country concerned needs not only nuclear-weapon tes t s f o r a 
"c r e d i b l e deterrence" but al s o a "chenical v/eapons deterrence". Thus, we nay ask 
oxirselves i f the Connittee on Disarmament, s h o r t l y before the second s p e c i a l session 
of the General Assembly on disarmament, should be transformed i n t o a Committee f o r 
a d v e r t i s i n g and j u s t i f y i n g d i f f e r e n t kinds of doctrines on deterrence and .on.the 
need to develop and deploy corresponding sophisticated weapons. As f a r as binary 
weapons, v e r i f i c a t i o n of conpliance -./ith a chemical \/eapons convention, and the 
"alleged use of chemical woopons" aro concemcd, my delegation explained i t s p o s i t i o n 
on 23 March. There i s no need to repeat our argumente 

Through you, i l r . Chairman, v/o repeat our request to the above-mentioned 
delegation to respond to our questions, since a f a i l v i r o to do so covild complicate, 
even delay an understrjiding on a d r a f t mandate f o r a C'JB working group. 

Mr. HOIRFALISGB (Belgium) (translated frcm French); I l r . Cliairman, I d i d not 
wish to r a i s e a point of order out of respect f o r Ambassador Herder г/hose ranic i s 
higher than mine, but since tliree d i s tinguished representatives, those of Kenya, 
Argentina and Cliina, have v/ithdrav/n t h e i r names from the l i s t of spealœrs, I think 
we ought to abide by your d e c i s i o n and close tho meeting nov/. 
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The С Н А Ш Ш Т ( t r a n s l a t e d Ггош French); I thank the representative of B e l g i i m , 
I understood that the statement made by tlie representative of the Geman Democratic 
Republic was i n exercise of h i s r i g h t of r e p l y , and i t was f o r that reason that I 
gave him the f l o o r . 

I should l i k e now b r i e f l y to mention another subject. I should l i k e to remind 
members of the Committee that, i n accordance w i t h the p r o v i s i o n s of the r e g u l a t i o n s 
applying to the United ITations O f f i c e at Geneva, Frid a y , 9 A p r i l and Monday, 12 A p r i l , 
w i l l be o f f i c i a l h o l i d a y s . The Conmittee w i l l not, therefore, be able to hold any 
meetings on those two days. The Chairman i s w e l l aware that vre s h a l l c e r t a i n l y 
have a great deal of work to do during the l a s t two weeks of the f i r s t p a r t of our 
session, and I s h a l l therefore consult the chairmen of the worlcing groups to f i n d 
out t h e i r needs as regards a d d i t i o n a l meetings, p a r t i c u l a r l y during the month of 
A p r i l . As I said at our plenary meeting l a s t Thursday, we s h a l l perhaps i n the 
future be obliged to hold simultaneous meetings. In draváng up the timetable f o r 
the coming weeks, the Chaliman v / i l l endeavour to reduce the number of such meetings 
to the minimum necessary to enable the,Committee to complete i t s tasks. 

The s e c r e t a r i a t has d^-stributed to you today, at my request, an i n f e r n a l 
document containing a timetable f o r the meetings of the Committee and i t s s u b s i d i a r y 
bodies during the coming week. As usual, i t i s p u r e l y i n d i c a t i v e and can be 
modified l a t e r , i f necessary, according to the requirements of our work. 

I f there are no objections, I s h a l l take i t that the Committee agrees to t h i s 
timetable. 

I t was so decided. 

The С Н А Ш Ш Т ( t r a n s l a t e d from French); May I remind you that the Conmittee i s 
to hold сш informal'meeting tomorrow, Frid a y , at 3 p.m. to consider methods f o r the 
review of i t s composition. At the same time I should l i l t e to put before the 
Committee the question of deciding on the date of closure of our session, wi-üi a 
view to our having, i f p o s s i b l e , an exchange of viev/s on t h i s subject and reaching 
an agreement. Immediately after\/ards, tliere w i l l be a meeting of the Ad Hoc V/orking 
Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l V/eapons. 

The next plenary meeting of the Committee w i l l be held on Tuesday, 30 March, 
at 10 a.m. 

The meeting i s adjourned. 

Ihe meeting rose at 1.50 та.ш. 
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The CHAIRMAN ( t r a n s l a t e d from French); I declare open the l 6 7 t h plenary 
meeting of the Committee on Disarmament. 

The Committee begins today i t s consideration of item б of i t s agenda, 
"Comprehensive programme of disarmament". However, i n accordance with r u l e 50 of 
the r u l e s of procedure, members wishing to make statements on any other subject 
relevant to the work of the Committee are free to do so. 

In t h i s connection, members of the Committee w i l l r e c a l l that at the 
164th plenary meeting the Committee began examining document CD/260 e n t i t l e d , 
"Progress report to the Committee on Disarmament on the t h i r t e e n t h session of the 
Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to Consider I n t e r n a t i o n a l Co-operative Measures 
to Detect and I d e n t i f y Seismic Events", and that at our informal meeting on Friday 
l a s t I informed them that I would i n v i t e the Committee to adopt the recommendations 
contained i n that document at the end of our plenary meeting today. 

I have on my l i s t of speakers f o r today the representatives of Kenya, 
Argentina, China, Venezuela, Czechoslovakia, I t a l y , Sweden, Morocco and Belgium. 

I now give the f l o o r to the f i r s t speaker on myTIst,' the representative of 
Kenya, Mr. Don N a n j i r a . 

Mr. DON NANJIRA (Kenya): ^ I thank you, Mr. Chairman, f o r g i v i n g me the f l o o r . 

I f I had made my current i n t e r v e n t i o n as o r i g i n a l l y planned on 25 March, I 
would have l i m i t e d my remarks to the important question of s e c u r i t y assurances to 
non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s . Since, bowever, I am t a k i n g the f l o o r at a very 
c r i t i c a l stage i n the work of the Committee's current session, with only two to 
three weeks s t i l l l e f t at i t s d i s p o s a l before the second s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly devoted t o .disarmament, I should f i r s t l i k e t o take the l i b e r t y 
of making a few observations on the s t a t e of the current negotiations ~ I use the 
term "negotiations" f o r l a c k of a more appropriate expression to describe what 
has been happening since the Committee convened here on 2 February l a s t , f o r 
indeed there has been l e s s n e g o t i a t i o n than I would have l i k e d to see on_ the 
substantive issues before .the Committee and on the i n t e r n a t i o n a l agenda f o r 
disarmament which we unanimously adopted l a s t month f o r substantive examination 
by the Committee at t h i s s p r i n g c e s s i o n . Looking back on the d e l i b e r a t i o n s of 
the Committee i n the past eight weeks, I conclude that there are two broad 
chapters i n the Committee's a c t i v i t i e s which not only deserve our f u l l r e c o g n i t i o n 
and r e a f f i r m a t i o n but a l s o require p r i o r i t y treatment at t h i s point i n time of 
the Committee's work. These points p e r t a i n to the common features and 
fundamental c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s of the mandate of the Committee on Disarmament and 
of each of i t s s u b s i d i a r y bodies "and" the problem areas r e q u i r i n g the Committee's 
c l o s e s t a t t e n t i o n at t h i s juncture of our d e l i b e r a t i o n s and indeed on t h i s eve 
of the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly on Disarmament. The 
n e g o t i a t i n g mandate of the Committee on Disarmament on a l l disarmament issues 
seems to be h i g h l y questionable indeed amongst some States represented herein; 
but there i s no question that the s a i d mándate must be s t r i c t l y observed by a l l 
of us, i f the Committee i s not to be rendered impotent i n the execution of i t s 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s . The same appl i e s to a l l the s u b s i d i a r y organs of the Committee 
on Disarmament. To refuse, therefore, to recognize the duty and r i g h t of the 
Committee to negotiate raultilaterally on every question and on a l l issues of 
disarmament would be to i n c a p a c i t a t e tho Committee and deny i t i t s r i g h t f u l 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of dealing with and f i n d i n g l a s t i n g s o l u t i o n s to disarmament 
questions through mutually acceptable formulations and language. 
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(Mr. Don N a n j i r a , Kenya) 

There i s no way we ourselves and the 40 States we represent which, although 
admittedly not sovereignly equal are none the l e s s and unqestionably equally 
sovereign, can deserve the high honour and carry out with complete d i g n i t y the 
heavy r e s p o n s i b i l i t y bestowed upon us by the world community — namely, to undertake 
to continue substantive negotiations, I repeat, substantive n e g o t i a t i o n s , on the 
p r i o r i t y questions of disarmament on the Committee's agenda, as agreed both i n the 
F i n a l Document and i n the General Assembly's relevant decisions and r e s o l u t i o n s , 
some of which I had occasion to c i t e i n my observation of l a s t v/eek — unless we 
recognize the o v e r - a l l negotiating capacity of the Committee i n the f i e l d of 
disarmament, and f a c i l i t a t e the Committee's exercise of a u t h o r i t y i n t h i s regard. 

The expression "negotiate" i s the key; i t i s the operative, tho fundamental 
c h a r a c t e r i s t i c i n the terms of reference of the Committee on Disarmament. I am 
aware, Mr. Chairman, you y o u r s e l f are, and as are many of the other d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
delegations seated around t h i s t a b l e , of the unacceptable q u a l i t y and unpalatable 
nature which have been a t t r i b u t e d to the concept of "negotiation" i n more recent 
months by some delegations. But as f a r as I am concerned, negotiation f o r the 
purposes of the Committee on Disarmament means dis c u s s i o n of substantive issues 
of disarmament on which the various delegations hold divergent views and p o s i t i o n s 
but make every e f f o r t , bona f i d e , to f i n d j u s t and f a i r r e s o l u t i o n s to t h e i r 
d i f f e r e n c e s through the employment of a mutually acceptable language. The absence, 
then, of any of these f i v e elements i n the n e g o t i a t i n g process can only r e s u l t 
i n empty r h e t o r i c , p o l i t i c k i n g and even mere i n t e l l e c t u a l exchanges which, no 
matter how g r a t i f y i n g they may be, should have no place i n t h i s Committee because 
they would be invaders and strangers i n the midst of the Committee's terms of 
reference. 

The next common or fundamental feature of the Committee on Disarmament i s 
that i t s n e g o t i a t i n g character, which emanates from paragraph 120 of the F i n a l 
Document and r e s o l u t i o n 36/92 F of the General Assembly, among other sources of 
the Committee's negotiating nature, extends to every s u b s i d i a r y organ v/hich may 
be created w i t h i n the Committee to help the l a t t e r expedite i t s work. Therefore, 
every subsidiary body established w i t h i n the Committee must be entrusted with a 
mandate to negotiate each and every aspect of disarmament which f a l l s d i r e c t l y 
w i t h i n the sphere of competence of the s u b s i d i a r y body, as agreed i n the F i n a l 
Document and i n a l l the other relevant documents, r e s o l u t i o n s and decisions of 
the United Nations General Assembly. 

In t h i s respect, the mandate of each of the ad hoc v/orking groups on s e c u r i t y 
assurances, chemical weapons and r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons includes provisions f o r the 
elaboration of a m u l t i l a t e r a l convention or conventions i n t h e i r respective f i e l d s 
of disarmament. Thus, on s e c u r i t y assurances, f o r instance, there are provisions 
to that e f f e c t not only i n the F i n a l Document (for example i t s paragraph 59) but 
a l s o i n such General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n s as 36/94 and 36/95- On chemical weapons 
paragraph 75 of the F i n a l Document together with General Assembly 
re s o l u t i o n s 36/96 A and В are p a r t i c u l a r l y r e l e v a n t . On r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons 
we have, f o r example, paragraph 76 of the F i n a l Document and General Assembly 
r e s o l u t i o n 36/97 B. 
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In the area of now types ana new systems of weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n , 
paragraph 77 of the F i n a l Document and General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 36/89 c l e a r l y 
and earnestly c a l l f o r the prevention and p r o h i b i t i o n through m u l t i l a t e r a l t r e a . i e s 
C/f any emergence and/or d̂ iV̂ j.op.:;'.'.': .-nd i.-.-.n-^Lzz'Cx.-^-ù of r.jw generation woapons c f 
mass d e s t r u c t i o n . The s t i p u l a t i o n s roy'^rding tho nuclear t e s t ban have c l e a r l y 
been i n s c r i b e d i n General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n s 36/В4 and 36/85 and the only reason, 
Mr. Chairman, v/hy I am r e f e r r i n g to these r e s o l u t i o n s and paragraphs i s because they 
a:1 point to t h e fundamental ne-^otiating nature of t h e Committee on Disarmament 
whjch, needless to say and ав I have i n d i c a t e d above, does not seem to be t o t a l l y 
accepta 'Dle i n some quarters c f the Co^ ' T i i t t e u . 

4c also need, at t h i s iuncture of our wor.>i, to pay close a t t e n t i o n to the f a c t 
that the Committee i s obligated at t h i s session to make s p e c i f i c recommendations 
to the second s p e c i a l session of t'ae General АззетгЛу devoted to disarmament on the 
work of the Committee since the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . General Assembly 
r e s o l u t i o n s 36/01 A, 36/84, 56/85, ?6/52 F, 36/96 •- and 36/97 B, which I have already 
re f e r r e d to above, do, i n some of t h e i r operative paragraphs, expressis verbis . 
-o-quest the Coiaraittee to make a positive- c o n t r i b u t i o n to tho preparatory process 
for the second s p e c i a l session. I t i s al s o notev/orthy that General Assembly 
re s o l u t i o n s 36/96 A and В on chemical weapons and 36/97 В on r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, 
l i k e the .Final Document i t s e l f , c a l l f o r an elabor a t i o n of a m u l t i l a t e r a l convention 
O'l the completo and e f f e c t i v e p r o h i b i t i o n of the development, production and 
s t o c k p i l i n g of these weapons and on t h a i r d e s t r u c t i o n . 

In the l i g h t of the foregoing observations, and bearing i n mind both the very 
short period of time s t i l l l e f t at our d i s p o s a l before the conclusion of t h i s 
session of the Comnittee, and the duty and necessity f o r i t to present the r e s u l t s 
of i t s current work to the Preparatory Committee f o r tho second s p e c i a l session, 
which, as we a l l know, w i l l convene i t s l a s t session i n Hew York almost immediately 
follov/ing th'j closure of our current session, I f i r m l y believe that the time has 
indeed a r r i v e d f o r us to begin examiri.^g the items on our i>gonda p r i m a r i l y i n the 
context of the second s p e c i a l session. We should now look more c l o s e l y at those 
problem areas whicu, i n our o p i r j o n , r c o u i r e t h o Committee's c l o s e s t a t t e n t i o n 
before the s-aid s p e c i a l session, as w e l l as our formulation of concrete and s p e c i f i c 
recommendations f o r the consideration of and ultimate adoption by the 
General Assembly at i t s second s p e c i a l session devoted to disarmament. 

Obviously, the f i e l d of p r i o r i t y issues of disarmament i s as broad and complex 
as disarmament i t s e l f , but i n my judgement the f o l l o w i n g should be among the primary 
questions which, on the eve of the s p e c i a l session, deserve and ought to receive 
our highest a t t e n t i o n at t h i s point i n time of the Committee's work:-

(1) The Committee's s p e c i a l report to the General Assembly at i t s second s p e c i a l 
session as s t i p u l a t e d i n General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 36/92 F 

On t h i s v/e should receive as soon as possible' the skeleton of the s p e c i a l . 
report i n the l i g h t of the views exchanged herein and the gu i d e l i n e s given herefrom 
to the Secretary of the Committee, and as agreed. Once the d r a f t i s received, we 
snould hold informal meetings on i t without any delay, i n the normal manner. 
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(2) Creation of an ad hoc working group on a CTB 

This i s another extremely s i g n i f i c a n t item. Sir,-wc are aware of your e f f o r t s 
to create such a body, and my delegation, l i k e the majority of delegations 
assembled hero, would not welcome the c r e a t i o n of such a body with h a l f a mandate. 
Agreement must therefore be reached q u i c k l y on a s u b s i d i a r y body of the Committee 
on Disarmament which s h a l l undertake substantive consideration of a nuclear t e s t ban. 
Once we.agree, i n p r i n c i p l e , t h a t the terms of reference of such a body w i l l not be 
l i m i t e d to the d i s c u s s i o n and negotiation of some items, but that i t w i l l , r a t h e r , 
consider and reach agreement on a l l fundamental issues of the CTB, then the newly 
created working group could s t a r t negotiations on any of the fundamental issues of 
CTB — v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance, f o r instance. 

At t h i s session a l s o , a s p e c i f i c recommendation should be made with regard to 
the establishment of an ad hoc working group on nuclear disarmament — which i s 
item 2 of our agenda. The Committee could formally create such a body at i t s 
1982 summer sessi o n . And s u f f i c i e n t documentation e x i s t s f o r the c r e a t i o n of such 
working groups, Including document CD/18I and the relevant r e s o l u t i o n s of the 
General Assembly. 

(3) Elaboration of a CPD 

While not pretending that a clean t e x t of a comprehensive programme of 
disarmament can be agreed upon at the current session of the Committee, I would 
none the l e s s c a l l f o r more f l e x i b i l i t y i n the p o s i t i o n s of some delegations and 
groups o f delegations, i n the negotiations c u r r e n t l y being c a r r i e d out under the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador of Mexico, to whom I would once more l i k e to extend the 
g r a t i t u d e of the Kenyan delegation f o r tho t i r e l e s s e f f o r t s he has been e x e r t i n g 
over the months in. the negotiations conducted w i t h i n the CPD Working Group. 
Mr. Chairman, I wanted to request the Ambassador of Mexico, H.E. Alfonso Garcia Robles, 
to r e v e a l to me the secret of manufacturing new and renewable sources of energy 
which give him a l l the stamina and d i s c i p l i n e and t e n a c i t y and toughness 
par excellence which he possesses, and yet enable him at the same time to remain . 
so agreeable, l i k e a b l e and most respectable. Such a r e v e l a t i o n would no doubt be 
a confidence-building measure to newcomers to the Disarmament Committee l i k e myself. 

The search f o r mutual understanding, f l e x i b i l i t y and co-operation on CPD 
negotiations must be continued. We must continue to look f o r a common language 
and a meeting of minds on the main basis of the three documents submitted by the 
various groups of delegations on a CPD, that i s , CD/223, CD/205 and CD/245- We 
should now attempt t o minimize the brackets i n a consolidated t e x t and thereby 
f a c i l i t a t e the work of the General Assembly at i t s second s p e c i a l session devoted 
to disarmament. 

(4) Elaboration of d r a f t provisions f o r a m u l t i l a t e r a l convention on chemical 
weapons 

Here too, my delegation i s a p p r e c i a t i v e of the e f f o r t s and patience of the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador Sujka of Poland, who i s c u r r e n t l y the Chairman of the 
V/orking Group on Chemical Weapons. This i s a very complex area of the Committee's 
a c t i v i t y , but wc must continue to look f o r compromise and accommodation on the main 
basis of document CD/220, but of course f u l l j u s t i c e should and w i l l be given t o 
the numerous other papers presented to the Group f o r n e g o t i a t i o n . 
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The same appl i e s to 

(5) Elaboration о? d r a f t provisions f o r я m u l t i l a t e r a l convention on r a d i o l o g i c a l 
weapons 

The Working Group on t h i s subject i s c u r r e n t l y ch;>.ired by the di s t i n g u i s h e d 
;Vnbassador Viegener of the Federal Republic of Germany, to whom a l s o ' I sun 
g r a t e f u l f o r the manner i n wiiich he has been guiding the d e l i b e r a t i o n s of the Group. 
Л consensus seems to be emerging i n that Group on some of the various formulations 
that arc being derived from the nutnerous papers before the Committee. This i s an 
encouraging trend, tho ultimate f r u i t i o n of v;hich we s h a l l i n p a t i e n t l y await. 

(6) Elaboration of d r a f t i n g provisions f o r a m u l t i l a t e r a l convention on s e c u r i t y 
assurances 

Here, too, there are some encouraging signs, thanks.to the e f f o r t s of the 
disti n g u i s h e d Ambassador Ahmad of Pakistan. Obviously, many d i f f i c u l t i e s remain to 
be overcome i n a l l the aofreraentioned working groups, and questions have repeatedly 
bean asked as to how to proceed henceforth v/ith tĥ ,- work i n tho Groups, now that 
th(j second s p e c i a l session i s j u s t around the corner. Well, i t scorns to me that 
care must be taken not to l e t the p r o l i f e r a t i o n of proposals and counterproposals 
ov.irwhelm us or subdue and overtake the capacity of tho Committee to examine and 
manage them. These papers should be thoroughly examined, consolidated and 
negotiated against the background of the e x i s t i n g basic documents. Common elements 
i n the various t e x t s should be i d e n t i f i e d and restructured i n l o g i c a l sequences. 
We should avoid p r o l i f e r a t i n g brackets and d u p l i c a t i n g formulations.' One way of 
minimizing brackets i s to maintain them only around formulations whore fundamental 
dif f e r e n c e s s t i l l e x i s t . S i m i l a r l y , i t would not be advisable to reproduce a l l the 
past and present views ind comments expressed by delegations on a l l the items, and 
a unanimous de c i s i o n could and should be t i k o n to that e f f e c t before the closure 
of the Committee's current s e s s i o n . Tho consolidated t e x t s could be used as bases 
fo r f u r t h e r future negotiations and tho s e c r e t a r i a t could prepare them appr o p r i a t e l y 
; i3 jdraf 1; reports vmich could, f o r i n s t i n c e , bo d i v i d e d i n t o three broad categories 
or s e c t i o n s . In category A, f o r instance, would be placed a l l the provisions, or 
elements on which a meeting of minds has been achieved. In ci t e g o r y D would be 
placed provisions or element.-j on which there; iz s t i l l no complete consensus but 
where the d i f f e r e n c e s are not a l l that deep or fundamontil. And catagory С would 
comprise pr o v i s i o n s or elements on which fundamentnl d i f f e r e n c e s s t i l l e x i s t , and 
t h i s s e c t i o n of the report would be - i l l o t t e d the highest concentration of 
negot i a t i o n i n the f u t u r e . Each of the three sections could then be concluded by 
the substantive reactions and comments of the various delegations, but again only 
those comments whoso e l i m i n a t i o n could not be agreed upon. Attempts to remove the 
dif f e r e n c e s and brackets would be continued through the remaining preparatory 
process f o r and during the General Assembly s p e c i a l session i t s e l f i n Naw York. 

In t h i s endeavour, .ny delegation s t i n d s ready and .indeed eager to p a r t i c i p a t e 
-IS e f f e c t i v e l y and c o n s t r u c t i v e l y as p o s s i b l e , d o s p i t j our very l i m i t e d human 
resources, and f i n a l l y , but not l e a s t ••fiong the highest p r i o r i t y issues f o r the 
second s p e c i a l session i s the question of strengthening the n e g o t i a t i n g capacity 
of the Committee on Disarmament rxrid tho problem of a review of the Conmittee's 
momhership. I r e a l i z a that you y o u r s e l f , Hr. Chairman, have s t a r t e d conducting 
informal consultations on t h i s i s s u e , nnd my delegation r e i t e r a t e s i t s f u l l support 
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for that approach. We hope that the Cominittee can reach agreement soon on how to 
t r e a t t h i s matter. Our main wish i s that the Committee should r e t a i n i t s 
fundamental c h a r a c t e r i s t i c as the s i n g l e m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g body on a l l 
matters of disarmament. I t s other fundamental c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s of e f f i c i e n c y , 
e f f e c t i v e n e s s and speed, must also be promoted and safeguarded. These must be 
stressed both now and at" the s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly. 

Distinguished delegates, permit me now to t u r n to the second part of my 
address today, the subject of which i s item 5 of 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 usp or 
threat of use of nuclear weapons. 

The e x i s t i n g l i t e r a t u r e on disarmament stresses the f a c t that nuclear weapons 
c o n s t i t u t e the greatest and gravest threat to humanity. In the context of my 
current i n t e r v e n t i o n , paragraphs 11, l 8 , 32, 33 and 56 through 65 of the F i n a l 
Document of -the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament 
are p a r t i c u l a r l y relevant. A good number of r e s o l u t i o n s have al s o been adopted by the 
General Assembly on the question of s e c u r i t y assurances against the use or threat of 
use of nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States l i k e my own, Kenya. Many 
delegations have al s o a r t i c u l a t e d t h e i r p o s i t i o n s many times throughout the existence 
of t h i s Committee, and i n my statement of 23 February, I expressed the serious 
concern of my delegation, and we are not alone i n t h i s respect, at the lack of 
progress i n the d e l i b e r a t i o n s on the Committee's highest p r i o r i t y items, i . e . , 
items 1 and 2 of our agenda. During that address, I emphasized a few points to 
which my delegation attaches great importance — f o r instance, that the maintenance 
and strengthening of .the,security of the non-nuclear-weapon States would depend to 
a very l a r g e extent upon the behaviour of nuclear-weapon States, and that the theory 
and p r a c t i c e of nuclear deterrence was unacceptable to many delegations because i t 
i s a very bad and dangeroug paradox. I cannot help but r e i t e r a t e our earnest c a l l ' 
to the nuclear-weapon Powers to re-examine t h e i r declared p o l i c i e s and p o s i t i o n s 
r e l a t i n g to arrangements t o assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or 
threat of use of nuclear weapons. 

The question of the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear weapons i s as c l o s e l y 
connected with the issue of a comprehensive nuclear test-ban as i s the NPT with 
the CTBTj which the world community has been seeking f o r a good number of years 
already. Obviously, patience i s a great v i r t u e , but i t has i t s own l i m i t s , and 
as f o r the non-nuclear-weapon States, they have exercised and w i l l no doubt contlnee 
to exercise t h e i r l e g i t i m a t e r i g h t to demand that the nuclear-weapon States provide 
immediately concrete and l e g a l l y binding undertakings regarding a s u b s t a n t i a l and 
accelerated progress toward nuclear disarmament and the ultimate conclusion of a 
l e g a l l y binding convention on general and complete disarmament under s t r i c t , 
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 . 
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As i n d i c a t e d i n paragraph 32 of the F i n a l Document, 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 nuclear-weapon States as presented i n I98O are iftiacceptable 
to the Group of 21 and to manv other delegations because not only do the s a i d 
d e c l a r a t i o n s lack the f i r m commitment of t h e i r authors necessary to implement 
the l e g i t i m a t e demands of the non-nuclear-weapon States, but worse s t i l l , and 
i r o n i c a l l y , the decl a r a t i o n s seek to protect the nuclear-weapon Powers themselves 
against non-nuclear-weapon States. My delegation f u l l y subscribes to and r e i t e r a t e s 
the p o s i t i o n of the Group of 21 which states that s e c u r i t y assurances to non-
nuclear-weapon States must be u n i v e r s a l and un c o n d i t i o n a l . I note, therefore, 
with a p p r e c i a t i o n the repeatedly and u n i l a t e r a l l y declared assurance f i r s t made 
i n 1964 by the Реор1е''"з'" RépuTîlic of China that "at-no time and i h no...circumstances 
would i t be the f i r s t to use nuclear weapons". vJe note-also with i n t e r e s t the. 
proposals of China on th& question of s e c u r i t y assurances contained i n 
document CD/207 of 6 August 198I . That document deserves close examination, 
and we hope that the other nuclear-weapon Powers can come up with r e v i s e d p o s i t i o n s 
which could a l s o be subjected to s c r u t i n y by the Committee on Disarmament. Such 
a move would indeed-be i n l i n e with paragraph 59 of the F i n a l Document, which 
i r i es"âence ne c e s s i t a t e s the making of urgent e f f o r t s by the nuclear-weapon Powers 
to conclude e f f e c t i v e and unconditional arr.ingements to assure non-nuclear-weapon 
States=against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. 

In t h i s regard, my delegation r e i t e r a t e s the need f u l l y and s t r i c t l y to 
observe the Treaty on the N o n - P r o l i f e r a t i o n of Nuclear Weapons, which was signed 
on 1 J u l y 1968 and entered i n t o force on 5 March 1970. This Treaty serves the 
s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s of a l l States, both nuclear and non-nuclear a l i k e . Pending, 
therefore, the achievement of nuclear disarmament and the conclusion of an 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l convention on 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 i s evident that a c t i o n must be taken by the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l community along the f o l l o w i n g l i n e s , i n t e r a l j a ; 

1. There i s an imperative need to a c c e l e r a t e , w i t h i n the Committee on Disarmament 
and i t s Ad Hoc .'orking Group on Securit Assurances, the process of ela b o r a t i n g 
a convention v a l i d f o r a l l time on the question of s e c u r i t y assurances to non-
nuclear-weapon States; 

2. Nuclear Powers should urgently extend e f f e c t i v e and adequate arrangements 
to a l l non-riuclear-weapon States without any l i m i t a t i o n s or c o n d i t i o n s ; 

3 . The t e s t i n g of nuclear, weapons should be halted at once; 

4. A complete and prompt p r o h i b i t i o n of the use of nuclear weapons should be 
e f f e c t e d . 
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3 . E f f e c t i v e and adequate i n t e r n a t i o n a l arrangements should be established 
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons against nuclear-weapon-
.free zones; 

6 . An urgent adoption of an I n t e r n a t i o n a l t r e a t y to assure non-nuclear-weapon 
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons should be e f f e c t e d ; 
and 

7. I t I s e s s e n t i a l urgently and f u l l y to Implement the decisions and 
recommendations of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community adopted at the g l o b a l or r e g i o n a l 
l e v e l s In the f i e l d of disarmament, f o r example, r e s o l u t i o n s Nos. 28/72-P and 
29/12-P, r e s p e c t i v e l y on Strengthening the S e c u r i t y of Non-nuclear States against 
the Usé or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons, and the Establishment of Nuclear-
Weapon-Free Zones i n A f r i c a , the Middle East and South A s i a , which were adopted 
by the Twelfth Islamic Conference of Foreign M i n i s t e r s held i n Baghdad, I r a q , 
from 1 to б June 1981. 

S e c u r i t y assurances must thus be extended not only t o non-nuclear-weapon 
States, but a l s o to nuclear-weapon-free zones, and here a l s o , the behaviour of 
nuclear-weapon States w i l l be a s i g n i f i c a n t determining f a c t o r , e s p e c i a l l y at t b i s 
point i n time when we are experiencing the most s o p h i s t i c a t e d and r a p i d 
t e c h n o l o g i c a l advances. S i m i l a r l y , non-nuclear-weapon States must be protected 
both from attacks and threats of attack with nuclear weapons i n a l l 
environments, i n c l u d i n g outer space. 

In conclusion, then, I must say that the b a l l i s i n the court of the 
nuclear-'weapon Powers, but the Committee on Disarmament and i t s Ad Hoc Working 
Group on Se c u r i t y Assurances should now b u i l d up on the areas of convergence 
and concentrate t h e i r e f f o r t s on those s p e c i f i c issues and problems encountered 
i n the various proposals, where major disagreements s t i l l e x i s t between the 
nuclear and non-nuclear-weapon Sta t e s . In short, then, the search f o r a "common 
approach" acceptable to a l l delegations should be i n t e n s i f i e d , and the mandate 
of the s a i d Ad Hoc Working Group should be renewed promptly at the beginning of 
each year of the Committee's work, In order to enable the Working Group to 
continue n e g o t i a t i n g , with a view t o reaching agreement, as recommended by the 
General Assembly i n i t s r e s o l u t i o n 55/46 of 3 December 198O. 

F i n a l l y , Mr. Chairman, I wish t o s t a t e that the Kenya delegation i s Indeed 
s a t i s f i e d with the manner i n which Informal contacts and consultations are being 
h e l d , p a r t i c u l a r l y on items 1 and 2 of our agenda, under your able and competent 
chairmanship. The c o n s u l t a t i o n s are proving to be very u s e f u l , and I hope that 
the momentum and w i l l i n g n e s s to discuss candidly the d i f f e r e n c e s among the various 
delegations and groups of delegations w i l l be maintained and i n t e n s i f i e d i n 
order t o reach an e a r l y agreement on both the procedural and the substantive 
problems before us f o r r e s o l u t i o n . 
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The CHAIBMÁIT С t r a n s l a t e d from French); I thank the representative, of Kenya 
f o r h i s statement and f o r the l^ind •words he addressed to the Chair. I now give 
the f l o o r to the representative of Argentina, His Excellency Ambassador Carasales. 

Mr. CARASAIES (Argentina) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Spanish); I have already had an 
opportunity to express the s a t i s f a c t i o n of my delegation, I^Ir. Chaiiman, at seeing 
you p r e s i d i n g over the work of t h i s Committee, as also of expressing our 
app r e c i a t i o n of the very e f f i c i e n t work done by your predecessor as Chainnan of 
the Committee, the Ambassador of Ir a n . Allow me, then, on t h i s occasion, S i r , 
simply to express my delegation's pleasure upon the a r r i v a l i n t h i s Committee of 
two new representatives, the Ambassadors of the Netherlands and Czechoslovakia, and 
also" my personal r e g r e t at the departure of Ambassador M a l i t z a of Romania my' 
f r i e n d s h i p w i t h whom dates back 20 years and w i t h whom i t was a pleasure to work i n 
this Committee. I should l i k e to ask the Romanian delêèation k i n d l y to convey to 
Ambassador M a l i t z a the best wishes of my delegation and of myself p e r s o n a l l y f o r h i s 
success i n the new duties w i t h which h i s Government has entrusted him. 

Today I,sJioiild l i k e to speak about the agenda item that was the subject of 
our d i s c u s s i o n l a s t week, when I was o r i g i n a l l y to have spoken, namely, item 4 of 
the Committee's'agenda, on "Chemical'weapons". 

F i r s t of a l l , I would l i k e to escpress my delegation's s a t i s f a c t i o n at the 
agreement which allowed the mandate of the Ad Hoc Vorking Group to be broadened — 
a change l o n g sought and which we are w e l l aware was not an easy one. I t i s ' t o 
Ъе hoped that the new mandate w i l l give a f r e s h impetus to the e f f o r t s that were 
so ably guided i n previous,years by Ambassadors Okawa and Lidgard, and that are now 
being conducted w i t h the same enthusiasm by Ambassador Sujka. 

It i s unnecessary to s t r e s s the importance of a convention on chemical weapons 
in the genersil context of disaimament. Agreement on such a convention i n the near 
future^,would meet the deep desire of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l , community which has so f a r 
remained u n f u l f i l l e d , despite the b i l a t e r a l n egotiations which took place between 
the Uhited States of America and the Soviet ITnion and the laany years of m u l t i l a t e r a l 
d i s c ussions i n the Conference of the Committee on Disamament and i n t h i s Cocmittee. 

I t i s true that, owing to the very nature of chemical substances, t h e i r 
p r o h i b i t i o n gives r i s e to a nupber of t e c h n i c a l problens. There i s l i t t l e 
divergency w i t h regard to super-toxic l e t h a l chemicals since t h e i r h i ^ l e v e l of 
t o x i c i t y means that they cannot be used i n peaceful a c t i v i t i e s or f o r research 
purposes, except i n minute q u a n t i t i e s . 

The p i c t u r e i s not so clear,, however, w i t h regard to the l e t h a l and haimful 
chemical sub.stances which, becaug^e of t h e i r dual nature, the constant development 
of the chemicals i n d u s t r y and ceaseless research, are indispensable i n medicine, 
a g r i c u l t u r e and other peacefiil f i e l d s . 

Precursors and the appearance of "binary weapons" have added new and d i f f i c u l t 
problems, to the f o i n u l a t i o n of a pr e c i s e and correct d e f i n i t i o n of the chemical 
weapons which are to be p r o h i b i t e d by the convention. 
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In t h i c ccnnection üQ/' âolegation, as i t declared e a i - l i e r , i n i t s statement of 
21 J u l y 1581, considers that t h j d e f i n i t i o n of "chemical woapons" should include an 
express reference to "binary woapons". 

The "general purpose" c r i t e r i o n w i l l permit a broad d i s t i n c t i o n to bo made 
between p r o h i b i t e d and permitted chemical substances, but i t must be complemontod 
by other c r i t e r i a such as those of " t o x i c i t y " , "chemical s t r u c t u r e " and "qiw.ntity". 

The complementarity of d i f f e r e n t c r i t e r i a i s p a r t i c u l a r l y important i n the 
matter of v e r i f i c a t i o n of ccnpliance -.-ith the convention. The subjective nature 
of the so - c a l l e d "general purpose" c r i t e r i o n and tho d i f f i c u l t y of applying i t , 
whether a c t i v e l y or p a s s i v e l y , maíces i t necessary to have recourse to other means 
of e s t a b l i s h i n g whether or not tlie production, s t o c l q j i l i n g or t r a n s f e r of a given 
substance i n a given qu-ntit^r c o n s t i t u t e s a v i o l a t i o n of the convention. 

Wo believe that i n t e r n a t i o n a l records of tho production, consumption, import 
and export of s p e c i f i c chouicals could be extremely u s e f u l i n t h i s connection. 

The Argentine delegation, together w i t h other delegations, has constantly 
advocated a complete p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons, the scope of which should 
include t h o i r "use". 

Arguments have been put fon-iard against t h i s proposal which, w i t h a l l due 
respect f o r the p o s i t i o n s of the delegations concerned, r.iy delegation has found very 
unconvincing. 

I t has been argued that the G-eneva Pr o t o c o l of 1925 comprchonoively p r o h i b i t s 
tho use of chemical substances i n warfare, that to res t a t e t h i s p r o M b i t i o n would 
r a i s e doubts as to the recognized value of the Pr o t o c o l and that the i n c l u s i o n of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n machinery would give r i s e to ambiguities. 

Wo do not believe t h i s to be so, f o r the f o l l o w i n g reasons; 

In the f i r s t place, the proponents of the express p r o h i b i t i o n c f the "use" of 
chemical weapons have i n no way sought to d i s c r e d i t the 1925 P r o t o c o l . On the 
contrary, i t s v a l i d i t y could bo c l e a r l y reaffirmed i n the text of the convention, 
both i n the preamble and i n i t s operative p a r t . 

The existence of i n t e r n a t i o n a l t r e a t i e s which mutually r e a f f i r m and complement 
each other i s a normal occurrence i n tho constant e v o l u t i o n of i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
instruments. Examples of t h i s are the A d d i t i o n a l Protocols to the Geneva Conventions 
9f 1949 concerning the p r o t e c t i o n of v i c t i m s of i n t e r n a t i o n a l anaed c o n f l i c t s , which 
were adopted i n 1977» These Protocols f i r s t , i n t h e i r preambles, r e a f f i r m the 
v a l i d i t y of the Conventions of 1949 and then set f o r t h a s e r i e s of p r o v i s i o n s 
conpleaenting and developing those of the Conventions. 

Secondly, the Pr o t o c o l of 1925 was drafted at a c e r t a i n stage i n the history* of 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l law, which has since undergone changes and progress. In tho past, 
"war", the only term used i n the P r o t o c o l , was c l e a r l y d i s t i n g u i s h e d from other types 
of "armed c o n f l i c t " . The s p e c i f i c character of i t s conditions and protagonists 
gave r i s o to l e g a l consequences which d i d not apply to other types of c o n f l i c t . 
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Var was p r o h i b i t e d , f i r s t of a l l p a r t i a l l y under the 1919 League of Nations 
Covenant and then wholly under the Kollogg-Briand Pact of 1928, hut other amed 
c o n f l i c t s whose c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s d i d not q i i a l i f y them to Ъе described as casus b e l l i , 
renained outside that p r o h i b i t i o n . The Charter of the United Nations d i d away 
with that d i s t i n c t i o n , r u l i n g out any r e s o r t to f o r c e . 

Fron then on, the t r a d i t i o n a l tern '4iar" was replaced by other expressions 
such as "amod c o n f l i c t " or " h o s t i l i t i e s " ' , which broadened the concept as regards 
both the s i t u a t i o n s covered and the protagonists involved. 

The Geneva Conventions of 1949 are a good exanple of tho foregoing. 
A r t i c l e 2 ( l ) , connon to the f o u r Conventions, r e f e r s to " i n t e r n a t i o n a l anaod 
c o n f l i c t s " , which includes 'both war and other ar^od c o n f l i c t s between States, 
whatever t h e i r i n t e n s i t y . The A d d i t i o n a l Protocols c f 1977 continue that developnent 
by adding new olenents to the concept. 

The e v o l u t i o n of concepts can a l s o be seen i n the convention on chenical weapons 
we are d i s c u s s i n g . 

Elonont I I of the d r a f t contained i n the report of the 1/orking Group submitted 
i n 1981 speaks of " h o s t i l e purposes", while elenent I I I r e f e r s to tho p r o h i b i t i o n of 
the t r a n s f e r of chenical weapons to "anyono", a broad tern which covers not only 
States but a l s o any orgarJ-zation, group o r person. 

The l i i - i i t o d nature of the p r o v i s i o n s of the Geneva Pr o t o c o l of 1925 i s thus 
obvious, and the i n c l u s i o n of the 'jord "use" a:nong tho p r o h i b i t i o n s of the now 
convention i s therefore, i n our view, e s s e n t i a l . 

T h i r d l y , the d e f i n i t i o n of the substances and devices p r o h i b i t e d under tho 
Geneva P r o t o c o l i s vag^ae and gives r i s e to serious doubts as to whether i t covers 
a l l the chenical weapons which tho developnent of the chenical industr:>'- has nade 
p o s s i b l e , i n c l u d i n g binary weapons. 

And f o u r t h l y , i n tho course of the- l a s t 50 years nany a l l e g a t i o n s have been 
nade of the use of chenical weapons and we nay assune f r o n our experience of 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e a l i t i e s that the sane w i l l happen i n the f u t u r e . 

This s i t u a t i o n of uncertainty, i n vhicdi charges arc nado but there i s no way of 
e i t h e r e s t a b l i s h i n g t h e i r t r u t h or d i s p r o v i n g then, i s the r e s u l t of the f a c t that 
tho 1925 P r o t o c o l p r o h i b i t e d the "use" c f chenical weapons but d i d not e s t a b l i s h a 
procedure f o r the v e r i f i c a t i o n of conpliancc w i t h that p r o h i b i t i o n , and i t can only 
be corrected i f "use" i s included w i t h i n tho general francwork of the p r o h i b i t i o n of 
a genuinely conprehensive convention eubodying a s a t i s f a c t o r y syston of v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

I t i s p r e c i s e l y to that other inportant aspect of the convention, v e r i f i c a t i o n , 
that I would l i k e to r e f e r now. 

The problon of v e r i f i c a t i o n involves not only t e c h n i c a l questions but a l s o 
p o l i t i c a l d e c i s i o n s . 

Argentina favours a f l e x i b l e systcn'of v e r i f i c a t i o n conbining n a t i o n a l and 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l nochanisns. 
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¥e believe that international verification, including on-site inspections 
carried out on a non-discriminatory basis, is the only effective system for 
developing coimtries which do net have access to sophisticated technologies enabling 
them to ensure that other States parties are complying with the convention. 

Some States aro opposed to international verification, invoking arguments of 
sovereignty and claiming that i t would constitute interference in their countries'' 
industrial activities. 

However, i f international verification is carried out through a body 
representative of tho States parties to the convention, established on the basis of 
a f a i r geographical distribution, which uses universally accepted methods and 
verifies compliance with the convention by a l l States parties ecrually, the interests 
of each country would be d-uly safeguarded. 

In this sphere, discrimination is the element which affects the rights of 
States. And. discrimination should not exist in a convention drafted within the 
framework-of the Committee on Disarmament, the f i r s t truly multilateral negotiating 
body; i f the Committee's rule of consensus is applied to the conclusion of an 
agreement, that should guarantee i t s universal acceptance. 

As i t has already stated on previous occasions, my delegation considers i t 
essential that a consultative com¡3ittee made up of not too largo a number of States 
parties and liaving at i t s disposal a group cf eзфerts appointed by those States, 
should be recognized as the body responsible for the control and verification of 
compliance with and implementation of the convention on chemical weapons. 

This consultative conmittee should receive allegations of possible violations 
and be responsible for confirming or disproving them. 

On the other hand, we are not in favour of including the United Nations 
Security Council in any stage of the procedure. 

The present voting system in that body makes i t unsuitable for playing a 
positive and impartial role in tho sphere of verification. 

In addition to considerations of a po l i t i c a l nature, as I said earlier, there 
are the technical issues. ilar;j^ documents have been submitted to the V/orking Group 
and to this Committee, describing possible methods of verification for each of the 
elements of the convention. 
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I shall not go into the details of these suggestions hut shall confine myself 
to pointing out that however nruch technological and scientific progress allows 
us to approach the ideal of complete and exhaustive verification, there w i l l always 
he a margin for loubt, and the possibility of deception or concealment. 

V i l l i t ever be possible to be sure that a State has really destroyed a l l 
i t s stocks cf chemical weapons? Or that i t has not omitted to mention, in i t s 
declaration, certain of i t s storage places? V/hat kind of verification could be 
established to prevent scientists and engineers from divulging key information 
that would allow others to manufacturo chemical weapons? 

Ambassador Okawa, speaking at the plenary meeting on 23 Pebruary last with 
reference to item 1 of our agenda, said tho following: 

"The effective functioning of a reliable verification system i s of 
fundamental importance to any disarmament or arms control measure. 
However, tho quest for absolute perfection in the verification mechanism, 
an in f a l l i b l e verification method, тлау result in no agreement at a l l . 
A reasonable balance has to be struck between the value, of having a 
positive i f not complete disarmament agreement, on the one hand, and the 
risk that certain violations may be theoretically possible in spite of 
the verification mechanism that has been agreed upon, on tho other. 
Perhaps the adequacy of any verification system is ultimately a matter 
of p o l i t i c a l judgement and mutual trust." 

Ve believe that the words of the Ambassador of Japan are just as pertinent 
in connection with tho convention on chemical woapons. 

Every treaty must be based on a certain amount of trust between the parties. 

If a choice i s to be made botweon having a convention with an adequate and 
I stress the word "adequate" — system of national and international verification, 
even though this system may not bo perfect for each and every one of i t s provisions, 
and having no convention at a l l , we prefer the former. 

My delegation w i l l continue to contribute to the search for a system 
acceptable to a l l , so that i t may be possible with the goodwill and co-operation 
of a l l the members of the Committee, to draft a convention on chemical weapons, 
the adoption of which is becoming increasingly necessary and urgent. 
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The СНАШ'ШТ (translated from French); I thanlc the representative of Argentina 
f o r h i s statement and f o r the kind \rords he addressed to the Chair. I now give the 
f l o o r to the representative of Cliina, Ilis Syoellency I l i n i s t e r Tian J i n . 

Iir . TIAIT JUT (China) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Cliinese); № . Chairm£Ln, since the 
establishment of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons by the Committee on Disarmament 
i n 1 9 0 0 , under the energetic guidance of Ambassador Okawa of Japan and Anbassador Lidgard 
of Sweden, d e t a i l e d and in-depth discussions have been held i n the Group on questions 
r e l a t i n g to a convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical v/eapons. Tlirough the discussions 
on "the elements of a chemical vreapons convention" i n p a r t i c u l a r , many substantive issues 
have been c l a r i f i e d . We are pleased to see that t h i s year the Committee has made a 
correct d e c i s i o n to enlarge the mandate-of the Working Group, so that i t s vrbrk ha,s 
proceeded to the important stage of e l a b o r a t i n g the convention. I t i s our hope that 
under the chairmanship of Ambassador Sujka of Poland and with the e f f o r t s of a l l the 
delegations, the Working Group w i l l f u l f i l the important task entrusted to i t by t h e 
Committee. 

Notvrithstending the f a c t that c e r t a i n progress has been made i n our work, the road 
l e a d i n g to an agreement i s not smooth and there i s no ground f o r optimism about i t s 
prospects. Some events which have occurred over the past couple of years i n p a r t i c u l a r 
have caused our deep concern. I am r e f e r r i n g f i r s t of a l l to the charges about the use 
of chemical vreapons i n Afghanistan, Laos and Iferapuchea. An i n c r e a s i n g number of reports 
and evidence liave already aroused the close a t t e n t i o n of vrorld p u b l i c opinion. I t i s 
only n a t u r a l t l i a t people should demand tl i a t f a i r i n v e s t i i j a t i o n s be c a r r i e d out to b r i n g 
the t r u t h to l i g h t . The United Nations has adopted r e s o l u t i o n s to t h i s e f f e c t and 
e s t a b l i s l i e d i n v e s t i g a t i o n groups. Ilovrever, the States concerned, vrliile f l a t l y denying 
t h e i r use of chemical \reapons, have obstructed the i n v e s t i g a t i o n work. Under these 
circumstances, one may ask: h o v can the "confidence" they g l i b l y t a l k about be 
established? I f the e x i s t i n g i n t e r n a t i o n a l t r e a t i e s ca.nnot be proved to have been 
complied vrith, h o v can tlie e f f e c t i v e n e s s of the future convention be guaranteed? Such 
a state of a f f a i r s w i l l i n e v i t a b l y cast a shadovr over the ongoing ne g o t i a t i o n s . I n 
a d d i t i o n , one 'Super-.ower has asserted that ;ln order to o f f s e t the s u p e r i o r i t y of the 
other Superpower i n chemical vreapons, i t has decided to produce b i n a r y chemical weapons. 
This d e c i s i o n i s bound i n i t s turn to lead to a f u r t h e r expansion of the chemical 
vreapons arsenal of the ot l i e r fiuperpower. Wo a l l Icnovr that to both Superpovrers the 
technology of producing b i n a r y cliemical weapons i s nothing secret, and they both have 
the c a p a b i l i t y to produce such weapons i n large q u a n t i t i e s . The adoption of such 
technology would turn the production of chemical vrarfare agents i n t o that of ordinary 
chemicals. As a r e s u l t , the preparations f o r cliemical warfare w i l l become more covert 
and e a s i e r . Tliis v r i l l f u r t h e r increase the danger of cliemical vrarfare. Tlie people of 
a l l countries are faced vrith the s i t u a t i o n i n which tlie arms race betvreen tlie tvro States 
vrith the l a r g e s t nuclear and conventional arsenals has entered a nevi f i e l d and t h e i r 
development and use of chemical vreapons i s rsacliin4<r a nevr stage. I f t l i i s Worlcing Group 
f a d l s to malee rapid progress i n i t s nei^'otiations and f a i l s to conclude at an e a r l y date 
a convention on a general p r o l i i b i t i o n and tlie t o t a l d e s t r u c t i o n of chemical weapons, 
then the arms race betvreen the L-iuperpovrers i n tlie f i e l d of cliemical vreapons v r i l l 
f u r t h e r escalate and chemical vreapons v r i l l probably be used, more fr e q u e n t l y and on a 
l a r g e r scale, i n wars and armed c o n f l i c t s . Tlds i s sone t i l i n g the people of the vrorld 
are r e s o l u t e l y opposed t o . Tlie Committee on Disarmament lias tlie r e s p o n s i b i l i t y to 
prevent the emergence of such a s i t u a t i o n and to reach an ?..greement on tlie conclusion 
of. a convention on chemical weapons as soon as p o s s i b l e . 
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Tlie ¥orld.n{? Group on Cliemical V/eapons i s i n t h e process of f o r T n u l a t i n c the s p e c i f i c 
p r o v i s i o n s of -the future convention. V/e have c o n s i s t e n t l y maintained that the scope of 
p r o h i b i t i o n of the future convention should cover the p r o h i b i t i o n of the use of chemical 
Vieapons. The reasc:: underlying t h i s has been repeatedly explained by our delegation at 
plenary meetings of the Committee on Disarmament and at meetings of the V/orking Group on 
Chemical Weapons. A p r o v i s i o n on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the use of cliemical .weapons vras 
proposed i n document CD/C\'//CHP.24 of 3 March 1982, co-sponsored by Argentina, A u s t r a l i a , 
Indonesia, Palcistan ajid China. Here, I s h a l l not repeat the reasons vdiy the future 
convention V i i l l be complementary instead of contradictory to tlie Geneva P r o t o c o l of 1925, 
since they have been stated before. I simply viant to confine myself to the f o l l o v i i n g 
p o i n t , namely, that the Geneva P r o t o c o l l a c k s complaints procedures and v e r i f i c a t i o n 
clauses, wliich has r e s u l t e d i n f a i l u r e to tal:e the necessary actions to deal v i i t h and 
prevent acts of v i o l a t i o n i n tlie ensuing years. I f the scope of p r o h i b i t i o n of the 
future convention does not cover a p r o h i b i t i o n of use, the measures of v e r i f i c a t i o n , 
no matter hovi d e t a i l e d tliey may be, cannot apply to the use of chemical vieapons, thus 
l e a v i n g a serious loophole. Ve hope that delegations present here, aviara of the urgent 
need to prevent the use of chemical weapons, ' - . ' i l l talce t h i s proposal i n t o serious 
consideration. 

The V/orking Group lias concretely discussed the question of v e r i f i c a t i o n . I t i s 
the consistent view of tlie Chinese delegation that a convention on the p r o l i i b i t i o n c f 
chemical vieapons must provide f o r s t r i c t 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 and 
measures of v e r i f i c a t i o n . V/itliout these, there can be no r e a l l y meaningful disarmament 
agreement. The Chinese delegation has made i t c l e a r i n i t s working paper CD/102, 
submitted i n 1900, that there should be s t r i n g e n t and e f f e c t i v e measures f o r 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l and supervision to ensure the s t r i c t implementation of t h e - p r o v i s i o n s 
of tlie convention. An appropriate organ of i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l should be set up f o r 
t h i s purpose, charged w i t h the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of v e r i f y i n g the d e s t r u c t i o n of the 
sto c l q ) i l e s o f chemical vieapons and tlie dismantling of f a c i l i t i e s f o r t h e i r production. 
Such an organ should also be empoviered to i n i t i a t e prompt and necessary i n v e s t i g a t i o n s 
i n tlie e v e n t of a complaint concerning the use of cliemical weapons or other v i o l a t i o n s , 
and to take appropriate measures to deal w i t h s u c h a v i o l a t i o n w h e n tlie complaint has 
been v e r i f i e d . In "his regard, document CD/244 submitted by the d e l e g a t i o n of the 
United Kingdom r e c e n t l y o f f e r s a comparatively compreliensive proposal i n the form of 
p r o v i s i o n s f o r the future convention. We appreciate t h i s c o n t r i b u t i o n on the part of 
tlie United ICingdom delegation. 

V/ith regard to the composition, t a s k a n d viorking procedures of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
v e r i f i c a t i o n mechanism, t h e r e are some concrete proposals and suggestions i n world.ng 
pajier CD/220. V/hat I viould l i k e to point out i s that i n respect of the v e r i f i c a t i o n 
t a s k of the future i n t e r n a t i o n a l monitoring and c o n t r o l mechanism, the said paper and 
otl i e r viorldng papers do n o t have r c l e a r p r o v i s i o n f o r e f f e c t i v e o n - s i t e i n s p e c t i o n of . 
the use of chemical weapons. V/e deem s u c h o n - s i t e v e r i f i c a t i o n not only necessary but 
a l s o more pressing than ever before i n vievi of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l i n c i d e n t s w h i c h have 
taJcen place i n recent years. As a matter of f a c t , t h e r e has been an almost continuous 
flov i of complaints about tlie use of chemical vieapons ever since signature of the 
1925 Geneva P r o t o c o l . For t l i i s reason, ve are of tlie opinion that not only should 
the scope of p r o h i b i t i o n i n tlie future convention cover tlie use of cliemical weapons, 
but tlie v e r i f i c a t i o n measures should also apply to the use of s u c h vieapons. In t h i s 
viay, the Geneva P r o t o c o l v/ould be strengthened and the future convention would become 
more comprehensive and e f f e c t i v e . 
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The consultations of experts held not 1оцт ago adopted standardized metliods f o r 
d e t e r m i n i n f T l e t l m l t o x i c i t j ' - tlirough subcutaneous i n j e c t i o n and i n h a l a t i o n , and suggested 
that an inventory be dravm up l i s t i n g tlie key precursors of clieiaical ircirfare agents ajnà 
other heirmful cliemicals, \;liose t o x i c i t y c r i t e r i a are d i f f i c u l t to formulate. These 
concrete r e s u l t s of a te c l i n i c a l nature can undoubtedlj'- be h e l p f u l to the negotiations 
i n the Committee on Disanaanent. Ue welcome these p o s i t i v e r e s u l t s . Tlie Chinese 
expert h.as also presented a \rarking paper, contained i n document С0/С\//СТС/3. I t i s 
our hope that the Committee w i l l conduct more consultations on the t e c l i n i c a l problems 
during future sessions, ta]cin(r advantage of the presence i n Geneva of e:q3erts from 
various countries, i n order to promote tho progress of our n e g o t i a t i o n s . Of course we 
are f u l l y aware t l i a t the n e g o t i a t i o n on tlie p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical v;eapons i s mainly a 
p o l i t i c a l matter rather than a t e c l i n i c a l i s s u e . In t h i s respect, the tvo Superpo\rers 
vrhich possess chemical vreapons should undoubtedly have major r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s . I f they' 
could h a l t t h e i r cliemical weapons arms race and demonstrate the s i n c e r i t y that i s 
r e q u i r e d , t h e process of negotiations f o r tlie conclusion of a convention p r o h i b i t i n g 
chenical wea]?ons vrould be g r e a t l y accelerated. 

l i r . НДУАГЛО (Venezuela) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Spanish); Ibr, Cliairman, before I begin to 
e x p l a i n Venezuela's p o s i t i o n vrith regard to the d i f f e r e n t items on our agenda, I would 
l i k e to congratulate you upon your assumption of tlie chairmanship of tho Conmittee on 
Disarmament. Our countiy enjoys p a r t i c u l a r l y good r e l a t i o n s with tlie country'' you 
represent. 

I should also l i k e to exi^ress tlie gratitude of my delegation to the Ambassador of 
I r a n f o r t h e v e i y e f f i c i e n t vra.7 i n vrhich he presided over tlie meetings of t l i i s Conmittee 
during tlie month of'February. 

Last year, I vías vrarmly vrelcomed on my a r r i v a l here to represent ny country i n ' 
t h i s t h e only m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g forun, and i t i s noir my pleasure to vrelcome i n 
turn tlie representatives of tlie Iletherlands and Czechoslovakia, vrhose contributions 
v r i l l und-oubtedlj»- be of great b e n e f i t to the Committee i n i t s vrork. 

I a l s o vrish to b i d farevrell to ny ¿-ood f r i e n d Anbassador I l a l i t z a o f Pvomania and to 
express my delegation' s apprecia.tion and veyz^ best -Irishes f o r l i i s outstanding success 
i n the nevi and imjrartant functions he has been c o l l e d upon to discliarge. 

Tlie second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted t'o disarmament v r i l l 
•fcake place "very soon, and the most important document to be adopted at that session, 
tlie compreliensive progranne of disarmanent, wliile i t nay not novr be i n an ombr^'-nnic 
s t a t e , i s nevertheless s t i l l f a r from completion. Understajidably, vra are f i n d i n g i t 
v e r y d i f f i c u l t to fomrulate the measures nalcing up the programme. 

The measures included i n the programme should be very s p e c i f i c and subject to 
completion v r i t h i n a tine-frane which, although f l e x i b l e , o u r f i i t not to be so f l e x i b l e 
as to defeat i t s o\m purpose. Ue \rould stress t l i a t the comprehensive programme of 
disarmament ought to be adopted by consensus at the second s i i e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament since otlier\rise vre s h a l l lose s i g h t of the 
primary objective of the programme, vrhich i s tc unite the v r i l l of a l l the peoples of 
the vrorld i n a process d i r e c t e d tovrards i ^ e r ^ r a l and complete disarnanent. 

This meeting of v r i l l s cannot be a mere compromise betvroen ideas about disarmament. 
This i s no longer p o s s i b l e . Ue do not a l l ?,gree on hovr to b r i n g about disarmament, but 
t h e r e v r i l l be no disarmament i f vre do not reach an agreement on hovr to achieve i t . V/e 
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need to "create disarmament". Ideas must combine to create a r.3w substance ccr.posed of 
elements that should be inseparable, f c r othenrise a process vrhich ou^-ht essentiall;;'- to 
Ъо u n i v e r s a l x r i l l fo on beinc d i s t o r t e d i n order to oatisi;,- the most e g o t i s t i c a l 
i n t e r e s t s . 

Tlie vroris of the Foreign I l i n i s t e r of the ГсориЬИс of Venezuela, Dr. Jose Alberto 
Zanibrrjio Velasco, are -юго v a l i d than ever, at t h i s t i n e of ne.^otiation: "The r.!Cir.ent 
оГ t r u t h can be expressed i n the follovrin^"- terns. I t i s the mènent at vrliich vre c l e a r l y 
porceive that tlie ne\.' i n t e r n a t i o n a l order cannot be achieved by tenporarj; adjustment;:, 
\rhich vrould only prolong tiie current a^nny, but by a change i n tte fundamental conce^ition 
of the world i n vrhich v e are l i v i n g . " 

The vrorld i s suffering? uore a.nd more fron a conta/^ious 'disease '.rhich, as i t spreads, 
i s c r e a t i n g areas of tension and an imwarranted arms build-up that could w e l l put гл end 
to i t s very existence. The greatest danger to hume,nity i s the one vrhich i s threatening"-
i t s existence: atomic vreapons. 

.-Tlie vrorld could destroy i t s e l f man;'- ti n e s over with the e x i s t i n g nuclear a r s e n a l , 
but' i t seems that that i s not enough; ' tl;erè are those vrho г.ге not convinced that three 
tons of dynamite per person are enough to protect t h e i r s e c u r i t y . 

I could r e f e r to studies l i k e the one c i r c u l a t e d i n t h i s Comnittee at the request 
of our delegation (document CD/253), vrhich \ras prepared by the P o n t i f i c a l Acaden;'- of 
Gciences at the request of Pope Jolui Paul I I i n order to help persuade the leaders of 
the great povrers of the vrorld of the need f o r disarmament. I could also quote 
f r i g h t e n i n g paragraphs f r o n the Coraprehonsive study on nuclear \reapons and make your 
ears r i n g vrith tlie unbelievable f i g u r e s of the mor^;^ that i s thus squandered, at the 
expense of tlie developnent of the peoples; bwt the .Treat Powers' t e r r o r of i n s e c u r i t y 
maires tlien deaf to the most b a s i c huraar-itarian demands c f those who liave nothing to do 
vrith but are r a t h e r the object of t h e i r p o l i c i e s of domination and expansiordsm, 
p o l i c i e s vrliich, we repeat, are s i n p l y a r e f l e c t i o n of t h e i r ov.-n i n s e c u r i t y , both 
intema.l and e x t e r n a l . 

•V/e are pleased that negotiations are taking place i n Cieneva betv/een tlie 
u n ited States of Anerica and the Soviet 'union on tlie reduction of medium-range m i s s i l e s 
i n Europe, but vre s t i l l ask that negotiations should be started on the cessat.inn of the arms 
race and nuclear disarmament, as the Group of 21 requested i n i t s documents CD/100 anif̂  
CD/lOl of 24 A p r i l 19-G1. 

V/e liave a nevr eleirent to consider, i n oixler to bs able to be,2"in negotiations on a 
nuclear t e s t ban. The delegation of the iJniteci Sta.tes of America has proposed the 
establishment of a subsidiary- body to discuss and tc define issues r e l a t i n g to 
v e r i f i c a t i o n and complaints to be d e a l t with i n the conprehensive test-bcUi. 

Our country i s prepared, as i t vra-s l a s t year, to seek means f o r n e g o t i a t i n g a 
nuclear t e s t ban. I t vras on the i n i t i a t i v e , o r i g i n a l l y , o f our d e l e g a t i o n t i i a t i n f o r m a l 
meetings of the Comnittee viere hold at tlie l a s t session on age,nda items 1 and 2. 

V/e would l i k e once again to state that, a f t e r tliose c o nsultations, i n which v e had 
exhausted a l l p r e l i m i n a r y d i s c u s s i o n on t h i s subject our next step vras notl i i n g other 
than the n e g o t i a t i o n of a nuclear t e s t ban. 
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Venezuela i s prepared to consider the various a l t e r n a t i v e s f o r the mandate of the 
proposed workinc group only i f i t i s understood that the v;ork o f that group w i l l form 
part of the process of the n e g o t i a t i o n of a nuclear test-Ъал treatj"-, meaning that there 
must be the i n t e n t i o n to negotiate such a t r e a t y , which, i s a matter o f unquestionable 
p r i o r i t y and }ias been demanded countless t i n e s by tlie i n t e r n a t i o n a l community; 
otherwise, the Committee's time can be spent more u s e f u l l y on sone t i l i n g e l s e . In'short, 
i f there i s no i n t e n t i o n of n e g o t i a t i n g , there i s no i n t e n t i o n of cominc to an agreement 
and so v e Imow alreeidy what the r e s u l t s of such discussions w i l l be. 

The tasks of the Ad Hoc Uorking Group on Chemical Weapons are of great i n t e r e s t to 
our coimtry; there i s a need f o r a convention vrhich w i l l complement and r e i n f o r c e the 
Geneva P r o t o c o l of 1925 f o r the purpose of e r a d i c a t i n g those atrocious vreapons - chemical 
vreapons. Ve believe that p o l i c i e s of deterrence based on chemical vreapons are 
incompatible with the o b j e c t i v e s of such a convention. Vc hope that, through t h i s 
convention, doubts vrith regard to the scope of a p p l i c a t i o n of the Geneva P r o t o c o l of 1925 
may be resolved sind that a procedure w i l l be e s t a b l i s h e d f o r v e r i f y i n g charges of the use 
of chemical vreapons as vrel l as an adequate system f o r v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance vrith the 
o b l i g a t i o n s flovring from the convention, vrliether these imply actions or r e f r a i n i n g from 
ac t i o n s . The iinportance of t h i s conventiçn as a true disarmament measure w i l l reside 
p r e c i s e l y i n the system of v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

I s h a l l r e s i s t the temptation to go i n t o very d e t a i l e d aspects o f v e r i f i c a t i o n , but 
would l i k e to s t r e s s the p r i n c i p l e of v e r i f i c a t i o n since i t i s not only the d e t a i l s but 
the b a s i c concept i t s e l f tha,t i s endangering the success of t l i i c future convention, as 
a l s o , of course, that of the nuclear test-ban n e g o t i a t i o n s . I n the f i r s t place, 
v e r i f i c a t i o n i s i n no way synonjonous with confidence, nor can the one term be substituted 
f o r the other. Confidence i s not achieved through v e r i f i c a t i o n and cannot be w r i t t e n 
i n t o documents. I t i s a matter of the'general attitxide of one State towards another or 
towards the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community. 

V/hereas v e r i f i c a t i o n i s a meclianical a c t , confidence i s a human ac t . States must 
more a c t i v e l y endeavour to vrin the confidence of others, and a system of v e r i f i c a t i o n of 
a mixed • character w i t h tlie emphasis on openness tovrards tlie vrorld forms part of t l i i s 
process of becoming vrorthy of confidence. 

The s o - c a l l e d negative s e c u r i t y assurances demanded by the non-nuclear-weapon States 
represent a j u s t claim on the part of those countries v>r]iich do not possess nuclear weapons 
and even more so of those wliich have renounced nuclear vreapons through l e g a l l y b i n d i n g 
instruments.' Venezuela, since i t belongs to a nuclear-vreapon-free zone, i s covered by 
those assurances from a l l the nuclear-weapon j iovrers, and vre o f f e r our s o l u t i o n and our 
experience to a l l those who, l i k e ourselves, wish to ensure, through a l e g a l l y binding 
instrument, that they v r i l l not be subjected to a nuclear attack. Ve do not share the 
vievrs of those vrho do not possess nuclear vreapons but vrould be prepared to use tl i e a . 
I t i s c l e a r to us that the only real assurance i s the non-existence of nuc3.ear vreapons; 
hovrever, i f what vre are novi t a l k i n g about i s p r o v i s i o n a l measures, tlien we are s a t i s f i e d 
at having obtained them. I said that we offered our s o l u t i o n to others, but we are not 
imposing i t and what i s more we uphold as a prefnundly l e g i t i m a t e claim not only that 
the non-nuclear-weapon States should be assured that tJiese vreapons w i l l not be used 
against tliem but also that nuclear weapons -should never under any circums-fcances be used. 
U n t i l such time as a l l nuclear vreapons have disappeared, vre s h a l l continue to t r y to 
ensure that tliese assurances are as u n i v e r s a l as p o s s i b l e , f o r atomic vreapons n e i t h e r 
recognize f r o n t i e r s nor read documents. 

This Conmit-fcee lias tlie task of e l a b o r a t i n g a convention on r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. 
These s o - c a l l e d r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons do not oven e x i s t and seem, furthermore, to be 
i n d e f i n a b l e . Our delegation maintains tha.t vrlien the t r e a t y i s dravm up, r a d i o l o g i c a l 
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vreapons should Ъе defined i n a p o s i t i v e way and that sonething t l i a t i s not a r a d i o l c c i c a l 
vreapon should not Ъе so termed, even f o r the purposes of the t r e a t y : I an r e f e r r i n g to 
radioactive m a t e r i a l . Radioactive m a t e r i a l i s not a vraapon. In f a c t , r a d i o a c t i v e 
material could Ъе considered a weapon but only as a n a -.losteriori conclusion, that i s , 
once the i n t e n t i o n so to use i t has become manifest, which vrould mean e s t a b l i s l i i n ^ " a 
subjective and d i s c r e t i o n a i y c r i t e r i o n t l i a t might prejudice the development of the 
peaceful uses of r a d i o a c t i v e m a t e r i a l and of nuclear e n o r t . y i n general. 

At tlie s t a r t of the d i s c u s s i c n s i n the Ad Кос Vorhing Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l V/capono 
we proposed that the focus c f the t r e a t y be chanrod to r e f l e c t v/hat reallj»- represents p. 
possible threa,t: the use of r a d i o a c t i v e m a t e r i a l f o r h o s t i l e purposes. Since that vrould 
cover ojiy future r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons, the problem c f the d e f i n i t i o n of such vreapons 
vrould have been solved, and tlio tvro ol^jecti'^er — tl\e prevention and the e l i m i n a t i o n o f 
tlie t l i r e a t — vrould have been acliieved, ¥e have seen t l i a t i t i s not possible to achiove 
a consensus on t h i s change of focus; we v r i l l not, therefore, i n s i s t on i t , but we are 
s t i l l concerned about the c e n t r a l theme of our proposal. A c c o i d i n g l y , vre are prepared 
to agree to a t r e a t y víhich both p r o h i b i t s the use of r a d i o a c t i v e m a t e r i a l f o r l i o s t i l e 
purposes and prevents the appearance of r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons. \Je are prepared to 
elaborate t h i s proposal i n order to d i s p e l the doubts i t engenders as regards nuclear 
weapons. But the success of such e l a b o r a t i o n w i l l depend on vrhether vje manage to 
formulate the necessary p o s i t i v e d e f i n i t i o n of r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons. 

As regards the p r o l i i b i t i o n of a ttacks on nuclear plants and s i m i l a r i n s t a l l a t i o n s , 
no d i s t i n c t i o n should be made between c i v i l i a n and m i l i t a r y i n s t a l l a t i o n s . The c r i t e r i o n 
Vihich our d e l e g a tion vrould propose i n t h i s connection i s that the p r o h i b i t i o n should 
r e f e r to nuclear p l a n t s t l i a t are i n operation. 

Before emphasizing the importance which my Government attacJies to tlie r e l a t i o n s h i p 
betvreen disarmament and development, I should l i l s e to take a fevr minutes to e x p l a i n hovr 
we understand the work of t h i s Comnittee vrith regard to the n e g o t i a t i o n of t r e a t i e s . In 
-the f i r s t place, the t i t l e o f a t r e a t y i s merely i l l u s t r a t i v e and v-rithout prejudice 
e i t h e r to the contents of the t r e a t y or to i t s a c t i i a l f i n a l t i t l e . In the second place 
a l l proposals, whether applying to the complete t e x t o f a t r e a t y , to i n d i v i d u a l a r t i c l e s 
or to c e r t a i n aspects, are discussed on ал equal f o o t i n g and consequently no t e x t s are 
to be regarded as endorsed or s a n c t i f i e d . 

I f you w i i r allov/ me a comparison, the procedure i n t l i i s Comnittee sonevrhat 
resembles the s i t u a t i o n wlien a doctor puts h i s patient's case before a panel of 
physicians whom lie considers to have greater autlioritj'- on the subject, since -otherwise 
he vrould have taken tlie d e c i s ions l i i r a s e l f . Once the case has been r e f e r r e d , the doctor 
cannot assume that they w i l l a u t o m a t i c a l l y endorse h i s d i a g n o s i s , but tliey may increase 
the p a t i e n t ' s cliances of s u r v i v a l . 

I n conclusion, I would I l l s to r e f e r to the approach which v-re consider e s s e n t i a l 
f o r the achievement of disarmament. 

I t i s our f i r m c o n v i c t i o n that i t i s only througli the f u l l development of tlie 
peoples t h a t we can acliieve a stable and l a s t i n g peace, and. that t h i s development i s 
both a f a c t o r i n and a product of disarmament. T o t h i s end i t i s necessary not only to 
d i v e r t resources f r o n armaments but to devote them to the development of a l l the needy 
peoples i n the world. Tlie vrords of Dr. Luis Herrera Campins, President of the Republic 
of Venezuela, vrere very eloquent on t l i i s subject, vrhen he affirmed h i s b e l i e f i n 
"... a more j u s t and human i n t e r n a t i o n a l lavi, based on f u l l and liarmonious development — 
a.peace that i s not merely an absence o f vra,rs, a j u s t i c e impregnated with s o c i a l 
s o l i d a r i t y between peoples of the e a r t h агЛ a f u l l development that talies man as the 
centre and tlie goal of i t s concerns". 
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The С Н А Ш Ш Т ( t r a n s l a t e d from French); I thanlc the representative of 
Venezuela f o r h i s statement and f o r the hind words he addressed to the Chair. 
I now give the f l o o r to the representative of Czechoslovalcia, His Excellency 
Ambassador Vejvoda. 

Mr. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia): f i r . Chairman, I cannot open my f i r s t statement 
i n my capacity as the representative of the Czechoslovak S o c i a l i s t Republic to 
t h i s Committee i/ithout an expression of sincere thanlcs to you and to my d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
colleagues f o r the vrarm v/elcome given to me upon my a r r i v a l . This vralcome reminds 
me of a f r i e n d l y and business-lilce atmosphere p r e v a i l i n g here some years ago when 
I had the honour to head the Czechoslovak delegation to the Conference of the 
Committee on Disarmament. And I \rould l i k e to assure you, d i s t i n g u i s h e d delegates, 
that the Czechoslovalc delegation w i l l continue to do i t s utmost i n order to' maintain 
an atmosphere conducive towards overcoming d i f f i c u l t i e s and s o l v i n g the complex 
problems of disarmament, so that our negotiations can b r i n g about concrete and 
tangible resvilts as e a r l y as p o s s i b l e . 

Since the month of March i s coming to an end and today ме have our l a s t 
plenary meeting under your guidance allow me to congratulate you, Mr. Chairman, 
on the successful f u l f i l m e n t of your duties as the Chairman of the Committee. 

I f we are to assess the state of a f f a i r s i n t h i s important m u l t i l a t e r a l 
n e g o t i a t i n g body v±th a sense of o b j e c t i v i t y , we are forced to ovir great sorrov-i 
to admit that we can hardly achieve any spectacular b r e a k t h r o u ^ before the 
second s p e c i a l session of the United ITations General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 
We regret t h i s , since my country'is among those i/hich considered the occasion of 
the convening of the second s p e c i a l session devoted to disarmament an important 
inçetus f o r an e f f o r t to present i t л/ith some concrete r e s u l t s . M e s t i l l cherished 
some hopes i n t h i s respect v/hen the Committee opened i t s d e l i b e r a t i o n s e a r l y t h i s 
yeeir. However, i t i s rat h e r d i f f i c i u t to maintain those expectations when the 
Committee i s about to s t a r t formulating i t s report f o r the second s p e c i a l session. 
Nevertheless, a l l has not yet been l o s t . 

The importance we attach to the forthcoming s p e c i a l session and to the urgent 
need to use i t as a new impetus to disarmament negotiations was expressed by 
representatives of s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , i n c l u d i n g Czechoslovakia, on numerous 
occasions, most r e c e n t l y i n the j o i n t communiqué from the meeting of the Committee 
o f the M i n i s t e r s f o r Foreign A f f a i r s of the Warsaw Treaty l a s t December i n 
Bucharest, The s o c i a l i s t countries always were and are advocating reasonable 
steps l e a d i n g to disarmament ;/ithout g i v i n g anybody advantages and without 
endangering the balance of powers. New proof to t h i s approach v/as given by the 
USSR i n the statement and proposals put forviard by President L. Brezhnev on 
16 March a t the seventeenth congress of Soviet trade unions, which my country 
f u l l y supports. I t i s an e s p e c i a l l y f a r - r e a c h i n g u n i l a t e r a l i n i t i a t i v e of the 
Soviet Union'which shoiild f a c i l i t a t e the reduction of nuclear weapons of the tvro 
sides i n Europe, that simply cannot be underestimated v/hatever the hasty argumenta 
r a i s e d by i t s opponents. I t i s most r e g r e t t a b l e that no apparent progress has been 
achieved i n the key sphere of nuclear disarmament, and that a l l those and other 
proposals put f o n i a r d by the USSR were not met at l e a s t h a l f vray by other 
nuclear-weapon Povrors. This vras caused by the amazing approach of some nuclear-
weapon States that obviously decided to "solve" the problem of nuclear disarmament 
by an enormous f u r t h e r build-up of t h e i r nuclear f o r c e s . 
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Our Committee s t i l l seems to Ъе in a position, tfi produce at least .some.-xesults 
in i t s preparatory work for the second special session devoted to disarmament. The 
importance my delegation attaches to the elaboration of the conçrehensive programme 
of disarmament and to i t s adoption Ъу the United Hâtions General Assembly i s well-
known. We expressed our basic considerations in this respect i n document CD/245 as 
w e l l as in several statements made by our delegation on behalf of a group of 
socialist countries. 

Recently we have been taking an active part in the vrork of contact groups 
drafting different chapters of the CPD, Let me avail myself of this opportunity 
to express the thanks of ovir delegation to the distinguished representatives of the 
German Democratic Republic, Brazil and Prance who s k i l f u l l y chaired their 
respective contact groups. 

Our thanks naturally go i n the f i r s t place to the Chairman of the Ad Hoc 
Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, Ambassador Garcia Robles 
of Mexico, who also chaired the contact group on measures, V/e find the vrork of 
contact groups a usefvil form of negotiating a draft CPD, Hov/ever, f u l l success 
cannot be achieved where po l i t i c a l w i l l and a constructive approach are lacking. 
Thus, in the contact group on measures, we were amazed at the approach of som3 
delegations to the basic aspects of nuclear disarmament. In this respect especially, 
the attitude of the United States delegation to the problem of a nuclear test-bam, 
which we consider a question of the h i ^ e s t priority, i s rather discoviraging. 

The Czechoslovalc delegation w i l l continue to exert a l l efforts for the 
elaboration of a consolidated text of a draft CPD, albeit with some provisions 
s t i l l i n brackets. It is also our understanding that the draft text of the programme 
remains open and should react flexibly to a l l nev; proposals and developments in the 
f i e l d of disarmament. In this context I v/ould like to express the viev; of a group 
of socialist countries that the new proposals of the Soviet Union, to vrhich I 
referred a while ago and v/hich are nov contained in document CD/268 submitted by 
the Soviet delegation, should also be appropriately reflected in the comprehensive 
programme of disarmament. A group of socialist countries intends to introduce 
relevant proposals in the respective V/orking Group. 

It is not mere coincidence that the problem of a nuclear test-ban has been 
inscribed as the f i r s t item bn our agenda. This undoubtedly reflects the h i ^ e s t 
priority Vihich members of the Committee attach to this question. And justly so, 
since nuclear testing has been dealt v/ith in the United Nations for more than 
25 years and for almost the same period i n various negotiating forums in Geneva. 
Moreover, from 1977 to 1980 tripartite negotiations on this matter were proceeding 
until they vrere, regrettably, unilaterally broken off by the delegations of the" 
United States and the United Kingdom. Because of the highest priority which vre 
attach to this question, my delegation was alarmed by the approach of the 
United States to the necessity of bainning nu.clear-v/eapon tests vrhich \/as reflected 
in the statement of Mr. Rostov, the Director of the United States Arms Control and 
Disarmament Agency. If v/e are tpl'd thiit the achievement of the relevant agreement 
is not urgent eind remains only an element in the f u l l range of long-term 
United States arms control objectives, then vre fully understand and share the 
discontent v/hich has been voiced about this statement by so many delegations. 
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Item 1 of our agenda has Ъееп úidely discussed r e c e n t l y i n connection with the 
proposal of the United States delegation, supported by the delegation of the 
United Kingdom, to e s t a b l i s h a s u b s i d i a r y body "to discuss and define issues r e l a t i n g 
to v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance which would have to be dealt \;ith i n any comprehensive 
test-ban agreement". As to our delegation, vre have a d e f i n i t e idea of vihat t h i s 
agreement should be about. Therefore the expression "ari.y comprehensive test-ban 
agreement" seems, a f t e r years of negotiations cn the subject matter, f a t h e r 
outdated. I t i s ovir understanding that t h i s expression has been used i n t e n t i o n a l l y 
and i s precious to the United States delegation. I t s use leads us to b e l i e v e that 
i t s proponents are w i l l i n g to discuss v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance i n t o t a l i s o l a t i o n 
from the concrete p r o v i s i o n s of a future agreement. 

Besides, my delegation, has also serious doubt*: on the u t i l i t y of c r e a t i n g one 
more body to deal s o l e l y with problems of v e r i f i c a t i o n and conpliance. The r i g h t 
approach to t h i s problem --ras choseh i n 1976, vhen the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c 
Experts to Consider I n t e r n a t i o n a l Co-operative Measures t c Detect and I d e n t i f y 
Seismic Events was created. The r e s u l t s achieved so f a r i n t h i s expert group, vrith 
the a c t i v e p a r t i c i p a t i o n c f b.-io experts from Czcchoslovalcia, create a s o l i d b a s i s 
f o r a r e l i a b l e v c r i f i c a . t i o n system, c o n s i s t i n g of both n a t i o n a l and i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
v e r i f i c a t i o n procedures. 

Moreover, tho proposal of the United States delegation i s very unclear. I t 
escapes our •'understanding vrhj a delegation suggests that a s u b s i d i a r y bodj'' be 
created to discuss the v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance aspects of an agreement the 
conclusion of vrhich i n tho near future i s excluded by t h i s very delegation. But 
there i s no need f o r me to seek a l l necessary c l a . r i f i c a t i o n s since tho,relevant 
questions were r a i s e d by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representativos of the German.Democratic 
Republic and Poland i n t h e i r statements of 18 and 23 March r e s p e c t i v e l y . Regrettably, 
the United States delegation has so f a r not of f e r e d any answers. 

A number of delega.tions around t h i s table elaborated eloquently on the 
dangerous consequences c f the fiurther p e r f e c t i o n i n g of nuclear ггеаропз, should 
t h e i r t e s t i n g continue una.bated. Heutrcn vreapons, the p r o h i b i t i o n c f vrhich my 
delegation f u l l y supports, should be a s u f f i c i e n t warning i n t h i s regard. And 
my delegation considers, that a -irorking .•proup ^'ith the nandate suggested by the 
United States delegation could not copi.- efrcctivol;.-- vrith the problem of a nuclear 
test-ban. Ve therefore- a.ssociate ourselves \rith the viev; expressed by the 
dis t i n g u i s h e d representative of I i i g c r i a m }IÍE statement c f 23 March i n which he 
sa i d : "A more serious look at the, proposals and the f u r t h e r c l a r i f i c a t i o n s that 
vre have heard so f a r i n t h i s Committee do not j u s t i f y the orchestrated optimism that 
heralded those proposals". 

At the same time, we f u l l y support the cr e a t i o n of an ad hoc v'orlcing group 
on item 1 of our agenda r h i c h should negotial<=; cn a treo.'ty p r o h i b i t i n g a l l 
nuclear-weapon t e s t s . In t h i s respect -/c f u l l y support the propoEal of the 
German Democratic Rnpublic concerning 'Ih.?; mandatai c f the relevant working group 
contained i n d.ocujnent CD/2S'9. 

We vrere t o l d by some cielogations tl-'uit the united States move concerning the 
cre a t i o n of a vo r k i n g group on the v e r i f i c a t i o n of a nuclear test-ban :.-as a step 
fonrard, hovrever small a one. \Jc s t i l l -.rondcr •;rhether a move which vill not b r i n g 
about anything concrete - r i t h rospect to the desired t r e a t y can be callc-d a step 
for.rard. 
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I am novf going to r e f e r to another issue of high p r i o r i t y ^ tha.t of a convention 
on the complete and e f f e c t i v e p r o h i b i t i o n of the development, production and 
s t o c k p i l i n g of c!iemical v/eapons and on t h e i r d e s t r u c t i o n . 

For the l a s t three years t h i s issue has been dealt w i t h predominantly i n the 
relevant Ad Hoc Working Group. The CzechoslovaJt delegation acknowledges vrith 
s a t i s f a c t i o n that the \/orking Group has been r e - e s t a b l i s h e d t h i s year v/ith a 
r e v i s e d mandate enabling i t to s t a r t e l a b o r a t i n g the text of the convention. 

Our delegation h i g h l y appreciates the able leadership of Ambassador Sujka of 
Poleind as the Chairman c f the Group, and f'ully supports h i s i n t e n t i o n "to t r a n s l a t e 
the p o s i t i o n s expressed i n comments contained i n docimient CD/220 i n t o the language 
of a l t e r n a t i v e elements or various versions of elements", 

Ve a l l laiovr that i n s p i t e of the many years' e f f o r t s i n the Committee, there 
continue to be s i g n i f i c a n t divergences of vievrs on a number of aspects of the 
p r i n c i p a l elements of the future convention. The task of the Group v r i l l , t h e refore, 
c e r t a i n l y not be easy. S t i l l , our delegation i s convinced that s u b s t a n t i a l progress 
can be achieved, provided t l i a t the problems are approached i n a b u s i n e s s - l i k e manner, 
and Viith good p o l i t i c a l v r i l l to co-operate and to f i n d concrete and r e a l i s t i c 
s o l u t i o n s . 

This i s f i i l l y true a l s o vrith regard to the problem of v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

Rather too o f t e n , clamorous demands have been made f o r an o v e r - a l l i n t r u s i v e 
v e r i f i c a t i o n , according to vrhich v e r i f i c a t i o n should permanently, through o n - s i t e 
i n s p e c t i o n , i n f a c t cover an u n l i m i t e d range of i n d u s t r i a l , defence and other 
types of a c t i v i t y . I t seems s e l f - e v i d e n t that such one-sided and exaggerated 
demands, often v i r t u a l l y i n the form of an ultimatvun, cannot serve as a b a s i s f o r 
serious i n t e r n a t i o n a l n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

Ve are glad to note that some of tho proposals submitted i n the la^st p e r i o d 
of our work shovr a greater sense of r e a l i t y . \ / i t h perhaps a fevr exceptions, the 
idea of an i n t e r l i n k e d system of n a t i o n a l and i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n measures 
seems to be g e n e r a l l y accepted. I t i s a.lso becoming i n c r e a s i n g l y understood not 
only that an atmosphere of co-operatior. i s a p r e r e c u l s i t e f o r v e r i f i c a t i o n , but 
aJLso that a l l procedures r e l a t i n g to consulta.tion, co-cperaticn, n a t i o n a l and 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n and compla.ints compose an i n t e g r a t e d system assviring 
compliance vrith the convention. \/hile n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l of implementation, exchange 
of information, consultations and co-operation vrould be the main permanent 
procedure, the i n t r u s i v e methods of v e r i f i c a t i o n should be reserved f o r s e l e c t e d 
sitvxations. A l a c k of information on a substantive a c t i v i t y covered by tlie 
convention or a contra-dictory information vrhich could not be s u f f i c i e n t l y explained 
m i ^ t perhaps bo one such reason f o r suggesting the use of an i n t r u s i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
v e r i f i c a t i o n procedure. 

Ve f u l l y support the vievr of'delegations suggesting the e l a b o r a t i o n of concrete 
s p e c i f i c v e r i f i c a t i o n procedures f o r each relevsint p r o v i s i o n of the t r e a t y . Such an 
approach v r i l l malœ i t p o s s i b l e to discuss things i n concrete terms and to evaluate 
the n e c e s s i t y c f s p e c i f i c information, m a t e r i a l , l a b o r a t o r y evidence, e t c . , vrith 
regard to a l l p r o v i s i o n s of the convention. 

As f a r as the States p a r t i e s to the convention are concerned, i t seems evident 
that they should create a n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n system. Ve are avrare of some 
opinions expressed i n -fche Committee that a n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n system may be a 
rather i n e f f e c t i v e s e l f - c o n t r o l of the Government concerned. 
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. Such an approach migiit indicate a certain lack of information or at l e a s t a 
seriour xmderestimation of the conplexity of the problem. 

The chemical weapons com-'enticn v i l l h a v n important implications not only f o r 
m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t i e s but also f o r industry and research. Under present practice, no 
governmental organ exists covering such a broad spectrum of diverse a c t i v i t i e s . 

Ve are not going to suggest tlie ostablisliment of any obligatory national 
i n s t i t u t i o n s c o n t r o l l i i i g the implementation of the convention. This i s f u l l y f o r 
each Government to decide. 

In p r i n c i p l e , hovrever, i n any country'- vith. a. developed chemical industry and 
a s i g n i f i c a n t research basis (irrespective of the possession or non-possession of 
chemical \ícapons), there should be an organ responsible to the Government (but 
independent of i n s t i t u t i o n s f u l f i l l i n g the dtitios imposed by the convention), which 
would s-urvey the implementation of the treaty by a l l i n s t i t u t i o n s imder the State's 
j-urisdiction. I t should have ponmancnt access to a l l data relevant to the convention, 
and should c o l l e c t , check, assess and publi.-jh them i n a proper vra,y. I t should also 
have permanent access to a l l relevant a c t i v i t i e s , including the p o s s i b i l i t y of 
laboratory testing, etc. 

In our understanding, this should be an organ to a s s i s t , i n the f i r s t place, 
i t s ovm Government, since i t i s c e r t a i n l y the Government irhicli i s responsible 
fo r the implementation of the treaty. One can, lioirevcr, assume tliat f o r routine 
contacts i.'ith a corresponding international organ such as the proposed consultative 
comniittee, tliere '..rould be a delf.g&tion of the GovJ-t^mment's r e s p o n s i b i l i t y tc such 
an organ. 

Also, f o r any intrusive international v e r i f i c a t i o n , the information gained 
- from such a national organ v/ould probably be the most im.pcrtant point of departure 

f o r any v e r i f i c a t i o n procoduro. A close co-operation i.'ith such a national organ 
v/ould also be indispensable i n cases А'1ъ:ге t e c i n i c a l asr.istance i/a,s needed, etc. 

I have explained cvir views on some .functions of the national v e r i f i c a t i o n 
system i n more d e t a i l mainly tc dcmunctrate that i n our und«rstar.ding the p r i n c i p l e 
of a balanced system of national and international v e r i f i c a t i o n measures has quite 
a concrete content -"hich opens a v a y f o r the further elaboration of s p e c i f i c 
questions. 

Giving our main empliasis to p o s i t i v e , constructive e.fforts i n the Committee, 
v e carmot avoid expressing owx deep concern v i t l i regard to some serious events 
tlireatening to abolish tho res^jlts of a l l offortr; made so f a r toward:-, elaborating 
the chemical vreapons convention, or э t lc;ar,t to ттаке our work s t i l l m.orc complicated 
and d i f f i c u l t . 

I have in mind iibove a l l the d?cision cf tho Unittd States Government to star t 
production of a nevr generation of chemical ir.^aprnc, nainelj'-, binary weapons. I am 
c e r t a i n l y not going to repeat the arg-4i.aontG indicat.ing ho\r much tlie p r o l i f e r a t i o n 
of binary \reapon:' ',.'ou].d hind.cr the elabor3,tion гГ a convention. Our vievr vra.s f u l l y 
expressed i n docum--?nt CD/25". 0'̂ I• distinguished со11еа^;ие. Ambassador I'ields of the 
United States, i n his la,r.t statement rejected pny idea about binary ^reapons creating 
obstacles f o r naf^tiations v c T y categorically. Vo \/ould, hovrever, be much more 
s a t i s f i e d i f i n addition to strong language some more concrete evidence r.upporting 
his vievr could be displayed. 
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In any case the Amci'ican d e c i s i o n to s t a r t a nev/ s p i r a l i n the arms race, 
with an aggressive m i l i t a i y deterrence doctrine i n the baclcground, has a most 
negative implicó-:ion f o r tho intemationr-1 p o l i t i c a l atmosphere. Instead of 
concentrating a l l e f f o r t s on the p r o h i b i t i o n and d e s t r u c t i o n of chemical vreapons, 
the main a t t e n t i o n of a great Pov/er i s focused cn boosting i t s chemical armaments. 

T r y i n g to f i n d arguments to j v i s t i f y i t s chemical ueapons programme, the 
United States Government lias a l s o i n i t i a t e d and s y s t e m a t i c a l l y elaborated an 
unprecedented propagandistic campaign of a l l e g a t i o n s , suggesting that the. 
Soviet Union and i t s a l l i e s have been u s i n g chemical and even b i o l o g i c a l warfare 
cgents i n several areas of c o n f l i c t . 

In h i s l a s t statement, the d i s t i n g u i s h e d delegate of the United States once 
more repeated, f o r example, a three-years-old s t o r y concerning a s o - c a l l e d " h i ^ i l y 
••uiusual outbrealc of ginthrax i n Sverdlovsk". I t i s not a nev; i s s u e ; i t v/as 
presented on many d i f f e r e n t occasions. 

In the meantime, hov/ever, a very i n t e r e s t i n g piece of information v/as published 
i n the American press: a t the time of the "Sverdlovsk case", and American s c i e n t i s t 
on an o f f i c i a l United States-Soviet excliange was v;orking i n Sverdlovsk and l i v i n g 
V7ith h i s f a m i l y i n the town. In h i s published statement he denied the American 
accusation f u l l y . 

Moreover, i t can be documented v/ithout any d i f f i c u l t y that since the 
Second V/orld Wax anthrax has been e x t e n s i v e l y studied f o r the purpose of b i o l o g i c a l 
v/arfare i n only tvro large m i l i t a i v research i n s t i t u t e s : one of them happened to be 
Por t D e t r i c k i n the United States, the other one tlie Portón establisliment i n the 
United Kingdom. 

In a d d i t i o n to t h i s , i t i s equally easy to prove that a l l philosopliy of 
modem biológico.] т-arfare v/as bom i n the United States of America. As f a r as 
s o c i a l i s t countr.' s are concerned, the b ^ l o g i c a l v/eapons ir.sue v/as always taclQed 
e x c l u s i v e l y from i-he point of viev; of defence and b i o l o g i c a l v/arfare v«is outlav/ed. 

The American accusations are thus not only l a c k i n g i n any substantive ground; 
they are al s o t o t a l l y i n c o n s i s t e n t v/ith a l l h i s t o r i c a l f a c t s regarding b i o l o g i c a l 
^/eapons. 

The same k i n d of unbelievable inconsistency bet\/een confusing and co n t r a d i c t o r y 
evidence on the one s i d e , and far-reaching p o l i t i c a l conclusions on the other side 
i s a l s o very t y p i c a l f o r a l l s t o r i e s we have so f a r heard v/ith regard to the 
al l e g e d use of toxins and (undefined) chemical v/eapons. I t i s not only our claim; 
statements about the unbelievable inconsistency between confusing and co n t r a d i c t o r y 
evidence v/ero r e c e n t l y made i n several a r t i c l e s i n the American press. 

The American propagandi.stic гзо-callod "ycllov; r a i n " e v i d e n t l y has a l o t of 
unique c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s : 

I t v/as demonstratively coloured; 

I t v/as used i n the form of a coa r s e - p a r t i c l e a e r o s o l , v/hich i s the l e a s t 
e f f e c t i v e form i n v/hich a b i o l o g i c a l agent can be a p p l i e d ; 

People died a f t e r touching a sample contaminated v/ith a t o x i n v/liich can k i l l 
only i f eaten i n doses many times higher than those reportedly detected i n the 
laboratorj"- of Dr. l i i r o c l i a of the U n i v e r s i t y of Minnesota; 

Ciñin.ical veapo-cs have allc-godl:' '-ecu vsed h sore r e g j o r s rsivce 197^: a f t e r 
s i x years of srcl^ c]\rmioal warfare, duri f?g мЪхсЪ tliousands of people v/ero 
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reportedly k i l l e d b y toxine, nobody, i n o l u d i n c the I'nited iíations Cormission of 
exports, vSiS able to f i n d one sinfrlc ca^c of i j / p i c a l i n t o x i c a t i o n . 

And, \:hat i s equally s t r i k i n g , t]v¿.ro зг an Ei '--:'lut'' зЪ-опсе of n o d i c a l f i n d i n g s of 
chemical exposure oven anong those c l a i n i n c to have .just suffered from "yello\',ra.in" 
rttacl-.c i n the areas along tho Thr-i-iuampuchoa border. Tt ic- not necessary to remind the 
Comi.iittee that tho reports of chenical -..'arfare i n Kampuchea appear i o eir:anci.t£ almost 
e n t i r e l y from tlic P o l i'ot r i i l i t a r ; ) - o;."-ga:iÍ3ation. 

Compared \'it h the t e r r i b l e consc';^ueneeE of the f i r s t p r i n i t i v e use of chemical 
1/capons i n the period of the F i r s t V'orld v/ar, or v i t h the l a s t i n g devastating e f f e c t s on 
the ecology and the health of the pop-alation i n V i e t Uan, uheve chenical v.'eapons v a r e used 
by the United States amy nore tlian a geoade agn, the y e l l o v r a i n w i t h i t s untracable 
e f f e c t s r e a l l y seems to bo a most cpectacula.i- case i n the h i s t o i y c f chemical -warfare. 

I n s p i t e , o f these braimrashing attempts to nalco the issue of the p r o h i b i t i o n of 
chemical weapons as fuzzy as p o s s i b l e , •'.-o s t i l l s i n c e r e l y b e l i e v e that the great majority 
o f delegations i n t h i s room are v i t a l l y i n t e r e s t e d i n the t o t a l and e f f e c t i v e p r o h i b i t i o n 
o f chemical weapons, and they láll not diminish t h e i r e f f o r t s aimed a t reaching that 
goal as soon as p o s s i b l e . 

F i n a l l y , I v;ould l i k e to o f f e r a f e v comments on tho .infernal consultations on 
issues r e l a t i n g to t o x i c i t y d o t o m i n a t i o n held by the Chaiman of the Uorlcing Group i n 
the week from I 5 to 19 Ilarch 1 % 2 . The f a c t that 52 experts, f r o n 25 coimtries 
p a r t i c i p a t e d i n the consultations only i n d i c a t e s tho importance delegations attach to the 
s o l u t i o n o f t e c h n i c a l problen.^; relevant to tlic conventirm. Me aclcnowledge with 
s a t i s f a c t i o n that t-̂ 'o otandarl protocol::: .for octi-^iating t o x i c i t y were elaborated, so t l i a t 
screening procedures needed f o r the p r a c t i c a l a p p l i c a t i o n of the t o x i c i t y c r i t e r i a , f o r 
the purpose of the convention.have boconc 3,vailablo, 

At the same time,. tT-o important r c s t r i c t i o n L on the a p p l i c a t i o n of t o x i c i t y c r i t e r i a 
i.-ere i n d i c a t e d by experts: tbo precursors of b i n a i y chenior-'.l weapons and i n c a p a c i t a t i n g 
agents cannot be classif-i.cd f o r the purpose of tho convention according to t h e i r t o x i c i t y 
l e v e l s . Hence, i n a d d i t i o n to the general purpose c r i t e r i o n , othei approaches should be 
elaborated, and the e l a b o r a t i o n of i l l u s t r a t i v e l i s t s of precursors and of i n c a p a c i t a t i n g 
agents i;as suggested a,s a, tasl: f o r the future c o n s u l t a t i o n s . 

Our delegation wishes to o:qprcss i t s support f o r t h i s roccnmendation, since the 
s o l u t i o n o f both the above-mentioned duestions wo-ald be very important f o r the e l a b o r a t i o n 
o f several basic elements of the convention (such ?,G d e f i n i t i o n , scope, v e r i f i c a t i o n , 
e t c ) . 

I t i s hardly necessary to r e c a l l that Czechoslovakia has a l v a y s been a c t i v e i n a l l • 
relevant meetings \7ith tlie p a r t i c i p a t i o n of exports. Mo value very much the q u a l i f i e d 
opinion o f our experts, and we have been using t h e i r assistance as f r e q u e n t l y as p o s s i b l e . 
There i s a l s o no need to emphasise ho^' ma.ny serious and complex t e c h n i c a l problems 
underly the chemical vfcapons i s s u e . 

However, I would l i k e to o::press our v?.c\; that a l l c r u c i a l questions regarding a 
chemical weapons convention are basicñ.lly of a p o l i t i c a l nature, and that p o l i t i c a l 
decisions of p r i n c i p l e arc the fundaneiital prrrorii- i is-Lte f o r tho success of the negotiations 
on a convention. Teclmical procedures and suggestions, inportant as they undoubtedly a.re, 
p l a y b a s i c a l l y an a u x i l i a r y r o l e , and th'ji-.э c e r t a i n l y can be no reason f o r any dcla.y i n 
the viork on the t r e a t y because of t e c l m i c a l Questions. 

I n conclusion, Hr. Chairman, :.аа.у I assure you that the Czechoslovak delegation standes 
ready to contribute as much as p o s s i b l e to tlie f i n a l e f f o r t s of the Committee to f i n d ways 
to contribute to a successful outcome of the forthcoming second s p e c i a l session of tlio 
United l i a t i o n s General Assembly dev^oted to disarmajnent. 
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The CHAIRMAN (t r a n s l a t e d from French): I thank the representative of 
Czechoslovakia f o r h i s statement. I am a l s o g r a t e f u l to him f o r the kind words he 
addressed to the Chair. I 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 I t a l y , 
Mr, Cabras. 

Mr. CABRAS ( I t a l y ) : Mr. Chairman, I would l i k e , on behalf of the I t a l i a n 
d elegation, to speak about item 7 of our agenda e n t i t l e d "Prevention of an arms race 
i n outer space". 

Two r e s o l u t i o n s dealing with arms c o n t r o l and disarmament i n outer space were 
adopted by the General Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - s i x t h session; both requested the 
Committee on Disarmament to take a c t i o n on that i s s u e . Our Committee has accordingly 
agreed to include a new item i n i t s annual agenda and has scheduled two informal 
meetings f o r a f i r s t a i r i n g of the subject. These are welcome developments which 
prompt my delegation to place on record some preliminary views on the subject. 

We b e l i e v e that the informal meetings and the more substantive d i s c u s s i o n which 
we expect to take place during the second part of the session could serve three 
main purposes: 

F i r s t l y , to o f f e r a general overview and an evaluation of what has been achieved 
so f a r i n terms of stemming a m i l i t a r y competition i n outer space; 

Secondly, to proceed to an assessment of the a c t i v i t i e s taking place i n outer 
space and of s c i e n t i f i c and t e c h n o l o g i c a l developments l i a b l e to threaten the 
preservation of outer space as a peaceful environment; 

T h i r d l y , to i d e n t i f y those "further measures" and "appropriate i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
n e g o t i a t i o n s " which, i n the words of paragraph 80 of the F i n a l Document, are to be 
undertaken i n order to prevent an arms race i n outer space. 

Both r e s o l u t i o n 56/97 С and r e s o l u t i o n 56/99, adopted by a very large majority 
at the t h i r t y - s i x t h session of the General Assembly, r e f e r the question of preventing 
an anns race i n outer space to the Committee on Disarmament. I t i s — i n our view — 
a r e c o g n i t i o n of the f a c t that t h i s question cannot be treated i n t o t a l i s o l a t i o n 
from the complex issues of s e c u r i t y on Earth and the g l o b a l process of disarmament. 
VJe have noted with s a t i s f a c t i o n that delegations with a long-standing i n t e r e s t i n the 
subject, l i k e the delegation of Sweden, have i n d i c a t e d that the Committee on 
Disarmament has now the primary r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r e f f o r t s i n t h i s f i e l d . 

I t i s a l l to the c r e d i t of the United Nations, and i n p a r t i c u l a r of the 
Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space, the motive f o r c e i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
co-operation, that progress i n space sciences and technologies i s being achieved i n 
an o r d e r l y manner and b e n e f i t i n g mankind as a whole. These r e s u l t s are h i g h l y 
commendable, and the work of the Committee and other bodies such as thé Outer Space 
A f f a i r s D i v i s i o n remains e s s e n t i a l . The i n t e r n a t i o n a l community has now appealed 
to the s p e c i f i c expertise and r o l e of the Committee on Disarmament to complement 
that work from another angle, that of arms c o n t r o l and disarmament proper. 
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My delegation understands the concern expressed by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
Ambassador of Egypt at the plenary meeting of iG February not to lose s i g h t of the 
goal of preserving outer space f o r peaceful uses o r l y , i n tne i n t e r e s t s of a l l peoples 
of the world. 

This should indeed remain our common goal, i n keeping with the p r i n c i p l e s set 
f o r t h i n r e s o l u t i o n 1 9 6 2 (XVIII) unanimously adopted by the General Assembly at i t s 
eighteenth s e s s i o n . The Conmittee cn Disarmament should make i t s c o n t r i b u t i o n towards 
the achievement of t h i s goal i n the f i e l d which i s proper to t h i s n egotiating forum,, 
concentrating on the s p e c i f i c o b j e c t i v e we have set f o r ourselves, that i s , the 
prevention of an arms race i n outer space. 

My delegation f e e l s that the problems of outer space cannot be e f f e c t i v e l y r,o:.ved 
through an all-embracing approach of the kind devised i n 1 9 6 1 f o r the A n t a r c t i c . 
The e a r l i e s t of the post-World War I I arms l i m i t a t i o n agreements could hardly provide, 
i n 1 9 8 2 , a s u i t a b l e pattern.for a comparable treatment of outer space. 

We share the opinion, widely supported a l s o i n the s c i e n t i f i c community, that 
such an approach would r e s u l t mejrely i n the delaying of urgently needed, more l i m i t e d 
measures which are w i t h i n the bounds of f e a s i b i l i t y and can e f f e c t i v e l y curb the 
most immediately threatening developments. To t a c k l e e f f e c t i v e l y the disarmament 
issues r e l a t i n g to outer space, we have to place them i n a forward-looking perspective 
and i d e n t i f y p r i o r i t i e s . These issues are not s t a t i o n a r y : they evolve at the pace 
of technology which, i n the case of outer space, i s p a r t i c u l a r l y r a p i d . Some of 
them cannot wait f o r o v e r - a l l progress on a l l f r o n t s . Without e s t a b l i s h i n g an order 
of p r i o r i t i e s we may j u s t be c r e a t i n g a storehouse of highly v o l a t i l e problems with 
p o t e n t i a l l y harmful consequences f o r the future of our endeavours. 

The two States with major s p a c e - c a p a b i l i t i e s seem to have established an order 
of p r i o r i t i e s f o r themselves when, between 1 9 7 8 and 1 9 7 9 , they held three rounds of 
b i l a t e r a l t a l k s on the l i m i t a t i o n of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems. The work i n the 
F i r s t Committee l a s t year showed thjat a growing number of countries appear to be 
aware that the t e s t i n g and deployment of p h y s i c a l and t e c h n i c a l means to destroy, 
damage or i n t e r f e r e with space objects c o n s t i t u t e s the most immediately threatening 
development. 

A survey of s p e c i a l i z e d l i t e r a t u r e i n d i c a t e s that t h i s i s a l s o a l a r g e l y shared 
opinion among experts and s c i e n t i s t s . 

Let us dwell f o r a moment on t h i s aspect. 

The existence of many p u b l i c sources describing i n d e t a i l the a c t i v i c i e s 
c u r r e n t l y performed by s a t e l l i t e s saves my delegation from having to r e f e r to t h i s 
aspect at length, at l e a s t at the present stage. ,One such source i s the "Study on 
the i m p l i c a t i o n s of e s t a b l i s h i n g an i n t e r n a t i o n a l s a t e l l i t e monitoring agency", drawn 
up by a group of governmental experts and annexed to document А / A C . 2 0 6 / 1 4 of 
6 August 1 9 8 1 . I t o f f e r s a very u s e f u l general survey. 
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Even a cursory reading of t h i s study s u f f i c e s to give a good idea of the 
e f f i c i e n c y of s a t e l l i t e s and of t h e i r extreme v e r s a t i l i t y . Their use extends to 
f i e l d s as d i v e r s e as meteorology, cartography, geodesy, communications, reconnaissance, 
n a v i g a t i o n , e a r l y warning, e t c . Reconnaissance s a t e l l i t e s j-rovide the most e f i e c t i v e 
means of v e r i f y i n g compliance wich c e r t a i n disarmament agreements and play a 
s t a b i l i z i n g r o l e i n c r i s i s - m o n i t o r i n g . The use of e a r l y warning s a t e l l i t e s contributes 
to i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y and confidence. 

Many current and p o t e n t i a l uses of s a t e l l i t e s are of great importance f o r the 
economic and s o c i a l development of a l l c o u n t r i e s , p a r t i c u l a r l y the developing 
c o u n t r i e s . 

The relevant technology i s no longer the monopoly of two States ; other nations 
possess a n a t i o n a l capacity i n t h i s f i e l d , while a number of others p a r t i c i p a t e i n 
the implementation o f space programmes through organs of i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operation. 

The importance of s a t e l l i t e s and the dependence of States, of a l l States, on 
them are l i k e l y to i n c r e a s e : i n many instances, s a t e l l i t e s provide unique 
c a p a b i l i t i e s , c a p a b i l i t i e s that cannot r e a d i l y be duplicated by ground-based systems; 
f o r c e r t a i n other missions they are c o s t - e f f e c t i v e or perform with higher e f f i c i e n c y . 

These very c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s , together with t h e i r v u l n e r a b i l i t y , make s a t e l l i t e s , 
v i r t u a l l y a l l s a t e l l i t e s , tempting t a r g e t s . Outer space i s at present a medium s t i l l 
mainly f r e e from kill-mechanisms. Yet the deployment of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems 
marks the beginning of a trend t h a t , unless checked, can introduce the arms race i n t o 
t h i s new dimension. 

Without, f o r the time being, going i n t o the complex d e t a i l s of the various 
a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems, be they at the experimental stage or at the o p e r a t i o n a l stage, 
i t i s s u f f i c i e n t to note that i n t h i s sector the ingredients f o r a m i l i t a r y 
competition seem" to be present: the importance of s a t e l l i t e s as t a r g e t s , the 
development of a panoply of p h y c i c a l and t e c h n i c a l a n t i - s a t e l l i t e means which would 
give the holder a considerable advantage, the d i f f i c u l t i e s of p r o t e c t i n g s a t e l l i t e s 
by making them l e s s vulnerable, etc. — a l l these f a c t o r s could s e t i n motion the 
r e a c t i v e c y c l e which characterizes an arms race. 

I t i s e a s i e r to forecast an arms race i n the a n t i - s a t e l l i t e system s e c t o r than to 
i n d i c a t e i t s l i k e l y consequences. I t seems c l e a r , however, that i t would be extremely 
c o s t l y , s t r a t e g i c a l l y " d e s t a b i l i z i n g " , and d i s r u p t i v e f o r the o r d e r l y e x p l o i t a t i o n of 
outer space i n the i n t e r e s t of a l l mankind. Resolution 36/97 С describes the 
n e g o t i a t i o n of an agreement on the matter as "an important step" towards preventing 
an arms race i n space and assigns p r i o r i t y to i t . I t s consideration would be an 
appropriate task f o r the Ccxm.'.ttec Disarmcment, аз i t would c o n s t i t u t e a genuine 
disarmament measure, e n t a i l i n g a ban on systems which are i n existence, which form 
part of m i l i t a r y a r s e n a l s , which are deployed. 

I t would be premature to undertaken even a preliminary a n a l y s i s o'f the issues 
involved i n the question of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems. I t would, however, be u s e f u l to 
t r y to glimpse the complexity of some of these to demonstrate that a serious 
co n s i d e r a t i o n of them would already c o n s t i t u t e a formidable task i n i t s e l f . 
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Foremost among these issues i s the d e f i n i t i o n a l question of what c o n s t i t u t e s 
an " a n t i - s a t e l l i t e system". The v u l n e r a b i l i t y of s a t e l l i t e s to an array of weapons 
and techniques makes a s o l u t i o n p a r t i c u l a r l y arduous. How broadly i s the term 
" a n t i - s a t e l l i t e system" to be construed? Should j t nnly encompass weapons s p e c i f i c a l l y 
designed to damage or destroy a s a t e l l i t e and t h e i r components? Should i t a l s o 
comprise any weapon constructed and deployed f o r an ASAT r o l e , or tested i n an ASAT 
mode? Would i t be possible or desirable to i d e n t i f y the various types of ASAT systems? 

In a d d i t i o n , the even more d i f f i c u l t issue would a r i s e of what c o n s t i t u t e s an 
" a n t i - s a t e l l i t e a c t i v i t y " . In f a c t , without n e c e s s a r i l y damaging or destroying the 
s a t e l l i t e , i t i s possible to i n t e r f e r e with i t s f u n c t i o n i n g , f o r instance through 
e l e c t r o n i c jamming or by b l i n d i n g i t with l a s e r s or by moving i t from i t s o r b i t , e t c. 

Adequate v e r i f i c a t i o n , which i s an e s s e n t i a l requirement of any arms c o n t r o l and 
disarmament agreement, would, i n t h i s case, be very d i f f i c u l t to achieve. Even a 
l i m i t e d ASAT c a p a b i l i t y , acquired or retained i n evasion of an ASAT ban, could be 
s i g n i f i c a n t . For t h i s very reason, a comprehensive consideration of the problem could 
not avoid the question of disarmament per se. Operational c a p a b i l i t i e s i n t h i s f i e l d 
are already a r e a l i t y . The issue of dismantling procedures f o r e x i s t i n g ASAT systems 
and t h e i r components, and the r e l a t e d v e r i f i c a t i o n procedures, would be yet another 
very complex i s s u e . 

Any d r a f t t r e a t y or proposal purporting to deal with the problem of ASAT systems 
should be judged i n the l i g h t of the whole range of issues involved i n t h i s highly 
s e n s i t i v e area and on the basis of the answers i t provides to them. 

Ifliat, f o r instance, would be the value, i n terms of arms c o n t r o l and disarmament, 
of an agreement that amounted to a "no-use" arrangement? I f ASAT systems can be f r e e l y 
tested or deployed, would not each s i d e a n t i c i p a t e that they might be used, and take 
appropriate measures? I t can be argued that anything less than a p r o h i b i t i o n of 
t e s t i n g , deployment and use would be s e r i o u s l y flawed. 

The opportunity before us i s r i p e , bi perishable. As Î r e s u l t of the b r e d 
examination that we are going to commence on t h i s item, we need to i d e n t i f y our 
r e a l p r i o r i t i e s , l e s t we disperse our energies. I f we want to keep outer space 
free from any kind of weapons, should we not s t a r t with those weapons that already 
e x i s t , that have been deployed? 

We are aware that t h i s would be only a step, a f i r s t step, i n a process. 

Consistent with i t s long-standing interest in the f i e l d , the I t a l i a n delegation 
stands ready to contribute f u r t h e r to the work of the Committee on item 7, but 
most of a l l i t stands ready to l i s t e n , to learn and to give serious consideration 
to any suggestion or proposal which can serve to advance our common endeavour. 
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I l r . LIDGAPlD (Sweden): I l r . Chaiiraan, l i i : e most previous speal:ers today, I am 
going to focus ray i n t e r v e n t i o n on issues under item 4 of our agenda, namely, concerning 
chemical weapons. 

I t should Ъе obvious to a l l that a chemical weapons convention i s now more 
urgently needed than ever. I t i s therefore a source of great s a t i s f a c t i o n to my 
dele g a t i o n , as vrell as to me per s o n a l l y , that the Committee cn Disarmament has t h i s 
year provided i t s . A c Hoc V/crkir^ Group on Ch.-riaical ¥ôapcnc with an in-proved 
mandate vdiich enables i t to enbark upon genuine and serious negotiations i n order to 
achieve agreement on such a convention. l/e are g r a t e f u l to УлпЬаззаоог Sujka f o r 
having tal:en upon himself the strenuous but also s t i m u l a t i n g task of leading those 
negotiations t h i s year. I an confiden-¿ that ъ-ith h i s serious resolve and diplomatic 
q u a l i t i e s the negotiations w i l l tal:e an important step to^/ards the conclusion of a 
convention. 

I t has taicen the Conm.ittee three years — ani I v v T . t t o remind you that our 
precJecessors dealt \.dth t l i i s i ssue from l^fô — to reach tha -^tage v'hrro we new are i n 
the n e g o t i a t i o n process. In the f i r s t year.v;e were t o l d that the n a t t e r v;as not 
r i p e f o r being dealt with i n a Uorking Grou.p. I t was only tho follovring year that a 
l/orking Group was established out r e g r e t t a b l y only v;ith a vague nandate. I th i n l : 
today nobody -srauld contest ulie value of m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on chenical vreapons. 
The expérience we have obtained i n the Liorking Group pr-oves the v i s i b i l i t y of the 
e x i s t i n g machinery f o r such neg o t i a t i o n s . This bodes w e l l f o r our hone tl i a t the 
future convention " i l l ga.in u n i v e r s a l accepxance. The example of the Uorking Group 
on Chenical Ueapons shoulc a l s o bo used to d i s s i p a t e the i*enaining reluct.mce about 
m u l t i l a t e r a l nagotia^tions on other disarnanent n a t t e r s . 

As regards the developnents i n the './orkin:; Group during the present cession, 
Svreden vrelcomos the increased partici;.-)aticn by the major poirers i n tho work. They 
have more clea.rl;'- than previously stated t h e i r vieb's and presented concrete pi-oposc.ls. 
This h?.c c e r t a i n l y contributed to the sol-.ition of тгпу of the s t i l l outstanding i s s u e s . 
Tlii s year, г,з l a s t year, nany other countries a l s o liave ma.de very i n t e r e s t i n g and 
valuable c o n t r i b u t i o n s as regards both the scope and the v e r i f i c a t i o n c f a chenical 
vreapons convention. 

I t i s obviouo that important cUfforcnces o" opinion regarding tho eccpc of a future 
convention s t i l l i-cmain. -jnonc; -fchcn C.DUIC oe irientionc? •;;he questions vdie-blier a 
convention chould include a p r o h i o i t i c n of uce and whether i t should include 
prohiuibiens regarding pnimali- and plcuits. Another question i n -̂ ..'hich ïïn; delegation 
has taicen a p a r t i c u l a r i n t e r e s t i s the p r o l i i b i t i o n of plaiinin^;, o r c a n i z a t i o n and t r a i n i n g 
f o r tho u t i l i z a t i o n of tho I c x i c propcrtie.: of chenicals as ггеаропз i n conbat. Î y 
delegation har. submitted L\. \:orkin¿: ра-.юг to tlio './oi-kinc Croup on thic l a s t i s s u e , 
document Cv/C\l/CJ2.2^ dated 1':; ilarch 1502. ilesponcing to the request of the Chaiman 
of the Uorking Ci-eup, we have suggosteO wordin;;s to be added to tlie elenents included i n 
l a s t year's repcrt c i the '.'orking Group. ".'e have; also responded to vorious questions 
and comnenta v;ith rega,rd to our proposal. 

"..l-iile no delegation lias questioned cur Dtr.tenont thab i n order mos-t e f f e c t i v e l y 
to eliminate a cliemical v/arfa-re c a p a b i l i t y i t i r necessary also to prohibt o r g a n i z a t i o n , 
planninr and t r a i n i n g f o r the purpo-ot of such warfare, some have asserted that i t vrould 
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Ъе d i f f i c t i l t to v e r i f y such p r o v i s i o n s . One could, however, r e c a l l that other 
p r o h i b i t i o n s , too, ha.ve been cuEgested that may be very d i f f i c u l t to v e r i f y , e.g. 
the non-existence of stoclcpiles of chemical ireapons. По one, of course, s e r i o t i c l y 
questions t h i s p r o h i b i t i o n . The v e r i f i c a t i o n measures that :,he u;;edÍGh delegation has 
DUCGCsted to accompan;'- i t s proposal would to a l a r ^ c extent be based on an exchajige of 
information regarding d i f f e r e n t a c t i v i t i e s . 

líjr delegation has alec pointed out that, f o r p r a c t i c a l reasons, the provisions 
on planning, organization and t r a i n i n g \70uld most probably talce e f f e c t only a f t e r the 
complete d e s t r u c t i o n of a l l msin stoclc p i l e s . Ve hope t l i a t other delegations v r i l l 
study our suggestion and naice comments, so that an appropriate s o l u t i o n can be foimd. 

The other weelc the Chairman of the Ad Hoc "./orking Group on Chemical Ueapons held 
consultations w i t h delegations a s s i s t e d Ъу t h e i r t e c h n i c a l experts p r i m a r i l y on 
questions concerning t o x i c i t y determinations and on t h e i r standardization.• The 
Swedish delegation would l i k e to express s a t i s f a c t i o n on tho r e s u l t s obtained i n those 
consultations. Thus, i t vras most valuable that the p a r t i c i p a n t s vrere able to recommend 
tvro protocols on standardized t o x i c i t y t e s t s to the ^./orking Group. Ue express our 
appreciation to the P o l i s h expert. Professor lîunp, f o r h i s M g h l y q u a l i f i e d vrork, vrhich 
made t h i s r e s u l t p o s s i b l e . 

Another development during the consultations v r i l l no doubt prove important f o r our 
future n e g o t i a t i o n s , namely, the discussions of the a p p l i c a t i o n of the t o x i c i t y 
c r i t e r i o n and thereby a,ls.o of t o x i c i t y t e s t s i n order to r e l a t e the so-called 
precursors of chemical vreapons to the p r o v i s i o n s of a chemical vreapons convention. 
This i s a complicated question, although fa.r from unsolvable. Uy delegation has 
suggested a conceptual basis f o r the a p p l i c a t i o n of the t o x i c i t y c r i t e r i o n i n t h i s 
connection. A working paper on t h i s question v r i l l bo submitted to the Committee on 
Disarmament i n the nea.r f u t u r e . The d i s c u s s i o n vrhich tool: place on t h i s issue during 
the consultations shovred hovr d i f f i c u l t i t i s to have a purely t e c h n i c a l d i s c u s s i o n víhen 
p o l i t i c a l r e s t r i c t i o n s are imposed. I'sy delegation considers, f o r example, that the 
question of the r e l i a b i l i t y of t o x i c i t y t e s t s on chemical r e a c t i o n mixtures, i n c l u d i n g 
those from binary vreapons, i s i r r e l e v a n t . 

I t i s not the t o x i c i t y of the r e a c t i o n mixture as such tha.t matters, but of the 
t o x i c chemical víarfare agent formed, among other chemical r e a c t i o n products. 

Dy saying t h i s my delegation docs not vrant to r i v e the impression that binary 
vreapons do not pose a problem f o r our negotiations. I t i s , on the contrary, vrith 
great concern that my delegation learned of the preparations by the United States to 
s t a r t production of binr^-y chemical vreapons. This has sometimes been explained, 
i n t e r _ a l i a . by the l a c l : of w i l l i n g n e s s of the Soviet Union to provide information that 
vrould d i s s i p a t e fears of an ovenrliolming strength as regards chemical vreapons on i t s 
part. The United Litates d e c i s i o n to b u i l d up i t s chemical vreapons arsenal i s , 
hovrever, more l i l c e l y to lead to f u r t h e r e s c a l a t i o n of the arms race than tc the alleged 
purpose of promoting a chemical vreapons convention. 

This brings me to the question of v e r i f i c a t i o n . 1/c have studied the working paper 
jresented by the United ICingdom delegation on v e r i f i c a t i o n , document CD/244, '>rith great 
i n t e r e s t . I t i s c l e a r i n i t s aim. '/e ha,ve also noted the explajiation by 
iunbassador Summerhayes the other day that the suggestions i n the \rorking paper do not 
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imply that proposals \rliich are not dealt w i t h i n i t would not oe acceptable to the 
united ICingdom. Tbe Si/edish delegation shares the view that the v e r i f i c a t i o n 
p r o v i s i o n s of a chemical weapons convention should include on-site v e r i f i c a t i o n . Me 
t h i n l : , however, that a more balanced presentation of a l l the aspects relevant to an 
i n t e r r e l a t e d complaints and v e r i f i c a t i o n ;3rocedure would have been obtained i f the 
problem had been approached vrith i n the frame\rorl: of the e x i s t i n g elements i n CD/220 
r a t h e r than by presenting n. new s t r u c t u r e . 

Por the moment, I víould only l i ! : e to state that the Siredich delegation attaches 
great importance to an adequa.tely f u n c t i o n i n g s t r u c t u r e , vrMch allows 
infoimation-gathering, f a c t - f i n d i n g and information-dissemination to serve the pa.rties 
to the convention. I t i s оггг f i r m b e l i e f that a consulta-tive committee — wliich i s 
necessarj'' f o r nanzr purposes — CDJinot determine the respective s e c u r i t y needs of the 
p a r t i e s and what those needs may require as to c l a r i f i c a t i o n c from or on-site i n s p e c t i o n 
on the t e r r i t o r y of other p a r t i e s . In t h i s connection ve note with i n t e r e s t the 
di s c u s s i o n on remote continual v e r i f i c a t i o n , the so-called PECO'ffiR p r o j e c t , wliich 
h i g h l i g h t s an i n t e r e s t i n g approach tovrards l e s s i n t r u s i v e v e r i f i c a t i o n measures. The 
Swedish delegation f e e l s that t l i i s p o s s i b i l i t y should be f u r t h e r i n v e s t i g a t e d . 

I]y delegation noted with s a t i s f a c t i o n the statement the other weel: by tho Chairmzm 
of the Voricing Group i n which he expressed confidence about the development of the 
negotiations on v e r i f i c a t i o n i s s u e s . Ambassador Herder on that same occa,sion gave a 
comprehensivo and i n t e r e s t i n g revie\r of the v e r i f i c a t i o n problems. A continuing 
c o n s t r u c t i v e treatment of these questions would be most welcome, i n c l u d i n g an agreement 
on the nec e s s i t y of adequate on-site i n s p e c t i o n of the de s t r u c t i o n of chemical v/eapons. 
The Federal lîepublic of Geimany a l s o introduced i n tho form of vrorking paper CD/265 
dated 2/ Iiarch 1922, a considered view, i n t e r a l i a , on the v e r i f i c a t i o n of 
non-production of chemicai vrarfare agents, vrliich my delegation v r i l l study wit h great 
i n t e r e s t . 

In t h i s context I should l i l : e to state that I l i s t e n e d vrith great i n t e r e s t to 
vrhat iimbassador pLodriguez lIa,varro said t h i s morning about confidence-building measures. 
Içr delegation e n t i r e l y shares l i i s e valuation of the importrnce of ouch measurer;. Me 
intend to submit i n due course a vrorking paper on the subject to the Committee. 

The discussions about a l l e g a t i o n s of the use of chemical weapons i n various parts 
of the v r o r l d verj^ f o r c e f u l l y i n d i c a t e the need to e s t a b l i s h permanently a v a i l a b l e , 
f l e x i b l e and objective complaints and v e r i f i c a t i o n mechanisms i n arms l i m i t a t i o n and 
disarmament agreements. They could, i n the form 01 an i n t e r n a t i o n a l machinery, give 
the p a r t i e s the p o s s i b i l i t y of having t h e i r cases in v e s t i g a t e d i n an i m p a r t i a l manner. 
Such mechanisms v rou ld provide for i n v e s t i g a t i o n s to be ca r r i e d out vrithout hindrance and 
f o r f u l l access to s i t e s and m a t e r i a l s , v r h i c h would s h e d l i g h t on the f a c t s i n each case. 
I t i s conceivable that the existence of such mechanisms would have been u s e f u l and of 
assistance t c the covmtries involved i n the present dispute. 

jVnother lesson to be dravni from the current experience i s that an e f f e c t i v e c o n t r o l 
of disarmament agreements, i n c l u d i n g the one on chemical vreapons, requires greater 
openness. To suggest r e l y i n g on mutual t r u s t i o merely a piouc hope vrhen there 
i s a grave dispute a,bout compliance. \Л1еп a l l e g a t i o n s of breaches of i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
agreements are made, co-operation between the p a r t i e s . v r i l l i n most cases be d i f f i c u l t 
to obtain through b i l a t e r a l contacts. This i s but one of the f a c t o r s vrhich underline 
the n e c e s s i t y of m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations and i n t e r n a t i o n a l s o l u t i o n s to problems 
vrhich a f f e c t us a l l . 
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The Cli/lirJuUI (translated frcm French): I thanl: the representa.tivG of Svreden 
f o r h i s statement. I s t i l l have on my l i s t of spealcerc f o r today's meeting tiro 
delegations, those of licrocco and l)0l:;ivjn. In v i e u of the lateness of the hour I 
propose, i f there are nc objections, to su.'.pend t h i s meeting now and to гезглпе i t t h i s 
afternoon at 3 o'cloci;. xhe delegations of Ilorocdo and Delglum ha,ve been good enough 
to agree to talce tho f l o o r on the resumption of our mooting t h i s afternoon. So, i f 
there are no objections, I s h a l l nou suspend the meeting and w. s h a l l meet agaiip 
t h i s afternoon at 3 o'clock. 

Tho meeting was suspended at 12. -n.m. and res\uned at 3 p.m. 

The CKlirjLJI (translated from French); I declare reopened the l67th plenary 
meeting of the Committee on Disarmament. 

I give the f l o o r to the representative of Horocco, His Excellency Ambassador S l c a l l i i 

lir. SICALLI (llorocco) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Trench): l i r . Cliairman, I should l i l c e 
f i r s t of a l l to vrelcome Ambassador Vejvoda on the occasion of h i s appointment as the 
representative of Czechoslovalcia, to the Committee on Disarmament, I t i s g r a t i f y i n g to 
see again among us so eminent a diplomat, vrhom I had the pleasure of knov/ing and 
appreciating at the Conference of tho Committee of Disarmament. 

ÎTy delegation intends to deal today v/ith the question of the complete p r o h i b i t i o n 
of nuclear v/eapons t e s t s . 

Tlie Iloroccan delegation has repeatedly expressed i t s views as to the importance of 
concluding a t r e a t y p r o h i b i t i n g nuclear i/oapons t e s t s eveiyv/here and by everyone. 
I t has alv/ays stressed the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of the three nuclear-weapon Pov/ers v/hich 
are the depositaries of the 19^5 p a r t i a l test-ban Treaty and of the Treaty on the 
ITon-Proliforation of IFuclear Ueapons. In tlio-t connection, ny delegation noted v/ith 
s a t i s f a c t i o n the statenent by tho distinr^mchod representative of the Union of Soviet 
S o c i a l i s t i"iepublics cn IG Februarj'- that tho si g n i n g of a comprehensive test-ban t r e a t y 
by the other nuclcar-\/eapon ro\/ers wo.s not e s s e n t i a l f o r i t s entry i n t o force. 

I n my i n t e r v e n t i o n of 4 Ilarch, I r e f e r r e d to the deadloclc i n v/liich the Committee 
has found i t s e l f since t l i i s subject was placed on i t s a,gonda as a p r i o r i t y item 
i n 1979* I expressed the hope that t h i s year that problem \/ould be s a t i s f a c t o r i l y 
resolved. I t seems that that hope, chared by a l l , i s now perhaps on the v/cy to 
becoming a r e a l i t y . 

For the present s i t u a t i o n i s indeed very d i f f e r e n t from the one that existed 
before tho statements made by the distinguished representatives of the 
United States of iunerica and the United lüngdom of Great lïritain and llorthem Ireland 
on 11 liarch 19G2. 

A f i r s t a n a l y s i s of these tv/o statements reveals the füllov/ing f a c t s : 

F i r s t of a l l , unanimity thus e x i s t s today on the need to create, at t h i s stage 
of our v/oric, a s u b s i d i a r y body on item 1 of our agenda. Ue may hope tha.t t h i s body 
v/ould be an ad hoc working group, as the Group of 21 has alv/ays v/ished. 
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There i s al s o -unanimity conceminj; the important question of the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
of the Conmittee on Disarmament i n the ophei-e of dioarmameñt and e s p e c i a l l y that of 
nuclear disarmament. The statement of the distinguished representative of the 
United otates i s c l e a r on t h i s point. Foi- Amhasoa^dor f i e l d s declared: "The 
United States f u l l y shares the viov expressed by maiv delegations that the 
Conmittee on Disarmament must e f f e c t i v e l y discharge i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s " . He a l s o 
s a i d : "The Conmittee on Jisarmament should address everj'- issue uhich r e l a t e s to the 
v i t a l s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s of a l l States, i n c l u d i n g the c o n t r o l , reduction and eventual 
e l i m i n a t i o n of nuclear \;eapcns", and that: "'ilie Committee on Disarmament, the only 
disarmament body i n which a l l f i v e nuclear-ueapon Sta,tc3 p a r t i c i p a t e , i s an appropriate 
forum f o r dealing \rith tlie inVerest i n nuclear disarmament — an i n t e r e s t deeply shared 
by a l l States". 

The two delegations proposed that the su b s i d i a r y body should concentrate i t s 
e f f o r t s on the I:ey issue of - ' e r i f i c a t i o n . The Jljnerican delegation s p e c i f i e d that 
t h i s body would be rccponciblo f o r examining and d e f i n i n g problems r e l a t i n g to 
v e r i f i c a t i o n . The comprehensive test-ban t r e a t y should deal w i t h these problems. 
As f o r the United ICingdom delegation, i t expressed the hope that discussions in_ the 
su b s i d i a r y body would not only throw l i g h t on the nature of the problem of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n , but would i n d i c a t e d e t a i l e d л.'аус. i n '.;hich i t might be resolved. 

4Q understand t h i s to mean that the vrorhing group v / i l l bo required to deal v/ith 
a problem of a p o l i t i c a l nature end not with the t e c l i n i c a l aspects of v e r i f i c a t i o n , 
v/hich are v/ithin tho competence of the Croup of Exports. 

As v/e a l l Icnow, the .'i.J Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experto has been studying these 
aspects f o r nearly s i x years and the Group, './hich i s headed by the eminent Dr. E r i c s s o n 
of Sv/eden, has accomplished a great deal i n t h i s area. 

The three e s s e n t i a l elements v;e lia.ve noted i n the statements of the iunerican 
and D r i t i s h delcga-tions may bo ¡.¡ummarized as follov/o: 

The establishireut of a working group; 

xleaffirmation of the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of the Committee; 

I n i t i a t i o n Ox a process of a p o l i t i c a l nature. 

Ily dclega-tion \/elcomes \ / i t h ña,tisfaction the ргороса.1о put for\/ard by the 
iunerican and B r i t i s h delegations. I t believes that a nev/ development has occurred 
i n the Committee, \/hich could lead to the beginning of negotiations on a comprehensive 
nuclear test-ban t r e a t y . The Iloroccan delega,tion, a\/are of the f a c t that the 
problem of v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance v/ith a ccraprehenoive nuclear test-ban t r e a t y 
i s an important element of sucli a t r e a t y , believes that consideration of t h i s problem . 
could be a s t a r t i n g point f o r negotiations on t h i s treaty. 

Although tho ..mericoji and B r i t i s h delegations have given reason to hope that the 
Conmittee may succeed i n emerging from the impasse of e a r l i e r years, they have also 
raised many questions, p a r t i c u l a r l y as regards ihe mandate of the proposed v/orl:ing grroup. 
These questions are at prcr;ent being discussed i n the d r a f t i n g group, v/hich i s presided 
over by yc u i - s c l f , i i r . Chairman, and open to a l l delegations. The Iloroccan delegation 
w i l l do i t s best to help c l a r i f y these p o i n t s . 
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Me b e l i e v e that w i t h the goodviill of c.11, the Conmittee coulcl res-ch. a 
consencun f a i r l y r a p i d l y on the mandate of the vrorlrinc G^o^P* I't ^'ould thuc Ъе 
talcing a step c l o s e r to n e g o t i a t i n g a comprehensive nuclear test-oan tre?,ty. You 
w i l l remember ths.'. the Committee \/as i n t l j came s i t u a t i o n t-ю years ago ;;hen the 
\'orlcing Croup on Chemical './eapons was established. Although t h i s Group has not 
yet achieved tangible r e s u l t s , i t i s nevertheless c u r r e n t l y engaged i n serious 
negotiations w i t h a viev to the elaboration c f a convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of 
these weapons. 

In t h i s connection I voulà l i l : c to 03:press to you, I l r . Chclrman, my very 
sincere thanlcs f o r your t i r e l e s s e f f o r t s both during the informal consultations 
and i n the d r a f t i n g group on the mandate of the \7or.:ing group on item 1 of our 
agenda. 

I would now l i l : e to deal л/ith the question of the p r o h i b i t i o n of r a d i o l o g i c a l 
weapons. 1/e \rish to express our s a t i s f a c t i o n at the fa c t that the Ad Hoc 
\/orking Croup on t h i s question ha.3 been able to overcome the d i f f i c u l t i e s which 
arose l a s t year concerning the i;a.y i t should approa.ch a l l the problems r e l a t i n g 
to tho scope of the p r o h i b i t i o n of such weapons. i h i s r e s u l t i/as made possible 
thanlcs to the f l e x i b i l i t y and opon-mindedness shoim Ъу the various delegations, 
determined as they vcrc not to l i m i t the sphere of p r o h i b i t i o n ' t o r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons 
properly so-called but to include i n i t attacks on peaceful nuclear i n s t a l l a t i o n s . 
I vrould l i l c e t o s t r e s s the extremely p o s i t i v e r o l e played by the distinr^aished 
representative of the TedcraJ jlopublic of Ccrmrn;'', .'unbassador ".^egencr, i n h i s 
capacity as Chairman of the '.'oricing Croup, e s p e c i a l l y i n br i n g i n g about a 
r e c o n c i l i a t i o n betvreen opposing views. Me would o f f e r l i i n here our sincere 
congratulations on the vray i n which he i s guiding t h i s work. 

liy delegation irhich, together with others, has agreed, as a possible procedure, 
to the separate examination of the tvro aspects of the convention on r a d i o l o g i c a l 
vreapons, vrishes to r e a f f i r m i t s p o s i t i o n of p r i n c i p l e tioat the Convention must 
contain provisions p r o h i b i t i n g a t t a c l : j on peaceful nuclear i n s t a , l l a t i o n s . The 
I s r a e l i attack of .June 1$31 on the peacefv". nuclear povrer st-.tion of Tammuz i n Ira q 
provided rjnple j u s t i f i c r t i o n f o r our v i e " s . --.s regards the d e f i n i t i o n of 
r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons, p o s i t i v e formulations must be sought which define these 
vreapons d i r e c t l y and p r e c i s e l y . 

Me continue to b e l i e v e that the rapid conclusion of a convention p r o h i b i t i n g 
r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons vrould c o n s t i t u t e a valuable c o n t r i b u t i o n to the e f f o r t s of 
the Committee vmder item 5 of our agenda. 

Before concluding t h i s statement I v i s h to say hovr much ire regret the departure 
of OTir eminent colleague and f r i e n d , ilmbassador I i a l i t z a of Puomania. 

ICnovring h i s i n t e l l e c t u a l and human q u a l i t i o o wo do not doubt t h a t , as you so 
r i g h t l y s a i d , l i r . Chaiman, we s h a l l very much miss them. ^̂ e wish ."imbassador I i a l i t z a 
every success i n h i s .new and inportant _fu:ictions. 
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The CHAIRMAN ( t r a n s l a t e d from French): I thank the representative of Morocco 
f o r h i s statement and f o r the kind vrords he addressed to me i n my capacity as 
Chairman. I now give the f l o o r to the representative of B e l g i i m , 
His Excellency Ambassador Onkelinx. 

Mr. ONKELIHX (Belgitim) ( t r a n s l a t e d from French): I th i n k I am r i ^ t i n saying 
that t h i s i s the l a s t formal meeting of the Committee that you w i l l ' b e p r e s i d i n g over. 
I should therefore l i k e to thank you f o r the v.'ay you have guided our work during t h i s 
important month f o r the Committee on Disarmament. Ve already had an opportunity, 
at the beginning of the month, to pr a i s e your t a l e n t s , your i n t e l l i g e n c e and your 
experience, but I can t r u t h f u l l y say that you have not disappointed us. I know 
that i n our conversations we sometimes v/ondered whether you i n h e r i t e d your diplomatic 
t a l e n t from M a c h i a v e l l i , Cavour or the doges of Venice, but I do not t h i n k we have 
time to go i n t o that question now and I should l i k e simply to express our gra t i t u d e 
to you f o r the very imaginative and s k i l f u l way i n which you have conducted our work. 

Our work during t h i s session has been characterized by the emphasis placed on 
the a c t i v i t i e s of the f o u r vrorking groups vie set up, i n which v/e hope s i g n i f i c a n t 
progress w i l l be made v/ith a view to the forthcoming s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly on disarmament. 

' I would l i k e to r e f e r today to two ms.tters other than those f o r which working 
groups already e x i s t — two questions on which, f o r various reasons, p o s i t i v e 
developments have taken place i n recent weeks. 

The f i r s t concerns the p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear t e s t s . For the f i r s t time, the 
Committee on Disarmament has been able to agree on a procedural formula, namely, 
the establishment of a working group v/hich should enable i t i n due course to l a y the 
foundation f o r the n e g o t i a t i o n of such a p r o h i b i t i o n . The consensus which i s noví 
emerging i n the Committee on the establishment of such a vrorking group i s already 
one of the s t r i k i n g features of t h i s s e s s i o n . That i s v/hy, Mr. Chairman, I w i s h 
to repeat the Belgian delegation's f u l l support f o r the consultations you are h o l d i n g 
on the formulation of t h i s working group's mandate. 

V/e do not th i n k that the Committee's working groups are the appropriate place 
f o r academic exchanges. On the contrary, v/e th i n k that they ought to be able to 
deal e f f e c t i v e l y vrith the matters before them. Such e f f e c t i v e n e s s i s necessary to 
the success of a process which should lead to agreements to ban the weapons concerned. 

With regard to the banning of nuclear t e s t s , my delegation b e l i e v e s that we 
should concentrate on the issues vrhich present the greatest d i f f i c u l t i e s . This means 
i n f a c t the problem of v e r i f i c a t i o n , f o r t h i s questien v/as the stumbling-block 
i n the negotiations on a t o t a l nuclear t e s t ban v/hich vrere c a r r i e d on i n the separate 
t a l k s the l a t e s t assessment of vrhich was communicated to the Committee on Disarmament 
i n June 1980 (document CD/130). 

The v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance vrith agreements i n the sphere of arms c o n t r o l 
and disarmament i s not of equal importance i n every case. ' I t depends very much on 
the subject-matter of the p r o h i b i t i o n . The I963 Treaty Banning ITuclear Weapon 
Tests i n the Atmosphere, i n Outer Space and Under Water, f o r example, did not give 
r i s e to any p a r t i c u l a r v e r i f i c a t i o n problem. Ihat i s no doubt vrhy i t vras p o s s i b l e to 
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conclude the Treaty without the i n c l u s i o n of any pr o v i s i o n s conceining i t s 
v e r i f i c a t i o n . This Treaty can e a s i l y be v e r i f i e d , p r i n c i p a l l y by n a t i o n a l 
t e c h n i c a l means. However, the situs-tion i s quite d i f f e r e n t when the object of 
the p r o h i b i t i o n i s more ejnbitious, as i n the'case of a t o t a l nuclear t e s t ban. Such 
a ban x/ould properly c o n s t i t u t e the f i e l d of applic--4tion of the comprehensive t r e a t y 
envisaged i n paragraph 5 i of the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, as my colleagues from Pakistan and 
A u s t r a l i a have already pointed out. The crux of the problem of a t o t a l n uclear 
t e s t Ъгт thus c l e a r l y resides i n the question of v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

The experience of the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations should c o n s t i t u t e ал important 
element i n our work on t h i s subject. I t v/ould also be u s e f u l i f t h i s work, v/hich 
w i l l by d e f i n i t i o n be of r. p o l i t i c a l and l e g a l nature, v/ere to take due account 
of the accimulated experience of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to Consider 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l Co-Operative Measures to Detect and I d e n t i f y Seismic Events. Л 
r e v i s i o n of that Group's mandate might bo a u s e f u l c o n t r i b u t i o n to the work of the 
Committee's working group. I t could, f o r exançle, consider the necessary methods 
of detection — e s p e c i a l l y seismic and atmospheric — f o r the v e r i f i c a t i o n of 
compliance with a t o t a l nuclear t e s t ban. I t could a l s o determine the means 
required f o r the implementation of those methods: n a t i o n a l means and i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
means. In that connection i t could a l s o consider the i n s t i t u t i o n a l machinery 
needed f o r a v e r i f i c a t i o n and complaints procedure. 

Echoing the remarks made e a r l i e r i n t h i s connection by my colleagues from 
A u s t r a l i a and the USSR, I too would l i k e to s t r e s s our very great concern that t h i s 
opportunity of i n i t i a t i n g a process which might lead to a nuclear t e s t ban should 
not be v/asted through an excessive concern f o r the wording of the mandate of the 
working group v/e are on tho point of s e t t i n g up. 

The second question I wish to r e f e r to today i s that of the prevention of an 
aims race i n outer space. V7e are pleased that the Committee on Disarmament has 
placed t h i s item on i t s agenda and that i t has agreed to hold informal meetings 
on the subject i n the near f u t u r e . 

Having said t h i s , we recognize that not a l l the items on the Committee's agenda 
o f f e r the same p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r n e g o t i a t i o n s . This question i s a new item, víhich 
the Committee i s t a k i n g up f o r the f i r s t time, and i t i s important because of i t s 
i m p l i c a t i o n s f c r the s e c u r i t y of our States. I t i s necessary, at t h i s i n i t i a l 
stage, f o r the Committee to explore the subject. 

The o b l i g a t i o n to take up t h i s question a r i s e s from paragraph 80 of the 
F i n a l Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the General /-ssembly. ñs e a r l y as 
1979» I t a l y proposed that the matter be taken up when i t submitted dociment CD/9. 
At the l a s t session of the General Assembly two r e s o l u t i o n s were adopted — n e i t h e r 
of them gave r i s e to any o b j e c t i o n , nnd one of them, r e s o l u t i o n 36/97 C, was 
co-sponsored by Belgium — requesting the Committee on Disarmament"to take'up t h i s 
matter f o r consideration. 

Our o b j e c t i v e ought therefore to be to t r y gradually to f i l l the gaps i n the 
e x i s t i n g i n t e r n a t i o n a l l e g i s l a t i o n . 

At present, such l e g i s l a t i o n r e s t s p r i n c i p a l l y on the I967 Treaty on P r i n c i p l e s 
Governing the A c t i v i t i e s of States i n the E x p l o r a t i o n and Use of Outer Space, 
i n c l u d i n g the Moon and Other C e l e s t i a l Bodies. I t v/ould a l s o be u s e f u l to take i n t o 
account the i m p l i c a t i o n s f o r outer space of the 1963 p a r t i a l test-ban Treaty and the 
1972 Treaty on the L i m i t a t i o n of A n t i - B a l l i s t i c I l i s s i l e Systems. 
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Ve ought f u r t h e r to consider the p o s s i b l e connections between the prevention of 
the aims race i n outer space .and the establishment of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l s a t e l l i t e 
monitoring agency, vrhich vras the subject, i n p a r t i c u l a r , of General Assembly 
r e s o l u t i o n 34/85 E, co-sponsored by Belgium. 

\ie b e l i e v e that i n i t i a l l y the main aim of the Committee's v/ork should be the 
question o f the n e g o t i a t i o n of an e f f e c t i v e and v a r i f i a b l e agreement p r o h i b i t i n g 
a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems. At the present stage, such systems c o n s t i t u t e the greatest 
i d e n t i f i a b l e d e s t a b i l i z i n g t h r e a t . 

In f a c t , a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapons could s e r i o u s l y compromise the mechanisms designed 
to ensure respect f o r arms c o n t r o l and disarmament agreements. 

P a r t i c u l a r a t t e n t i o n ought a l s o to be given to methods of v e r i f y i n g such a 
p r o h i b i t i o n , w i t h reference again, to the subject of the p r o h i b i t i o n . This would 
imply, among other t h i n g s , a d e f i n i t i o n of the concept of aims i n r e l a t i o n to outer 
space. My delegation hopes that at the informal meetings vre are s h o r t l y to hold 
i t w i l l already be p o s s i b l e to c l a r i f y some of these questions. 

I t vrould a l s o be u s e f u l , I t h i n k , i f the Committee could considei; i n the l i g h t 
of i t s p r i o r i t i e s , the most appropria.te procedural arrangements to enable us to begin 
substantive discussions i n the most e f f e c t i v e maimer p o s s i b l e at our Етлшпег sessi o n . 

The Сп1\.ШШ ( t r a n s l a t e d from French); I thank the representative of Belgium f o r 
h i s statement. I should l i l c e to thank him a l s o f o r the k i n d and f a r too f l a t t e r i n g 
remarks he addressed to me; they vrere tmdoubtedly d i c t a t e d by ?. s p i r i t of f r i e n d s h i p , 
f o r which I am p a r t i c u l a r l y g r a t e f u l to him. 

I have no more speakers on my l i s t f o r today. Do any other delegations vrish to 
take the f l o o r ? The representative of the Soviet Union, 
His E x c e l l e n c y Ambassador Issraelyan has asked f o r the f l o o r . I give i t to him. 

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Russian); 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I have asked f o r the f l o o r i n order to make a s l i g h t 
f a c t u a l c o r r e c t i o n . The Ambassador of Belgium, Mr. Onkelinx, has j u s t s a i d , i f I 
c o r r e c t l y understood the Russian t r a n s l a t i o n of h i s statement, that the p r o h i b i t i o n 
of nuclear weapons depends on the s o l u t i o n of the problem of v e r i f i c a t i o n and 
compliance. I must St\y, as the representative of a State vihich p a r t i c i p a t e d f o r 
more than three years i n the 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 vreapons 
t e s t s that took place betvreen the Soviet Union, the United States and the 
United Kingdom, that that i s not i n accordance vrith the f a c t s . I should l i k e to 
r e f e r to the a u t h o r i t a t i v e opinion of the leader of the delegation of the 
United States of .imeric? at the 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 n u c l e a r vieapons 
t e s t s , Mr. Paul C. Vamke, vrho w r i t e s i n today's issue of the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Herald 
Tribune : ''The implementation of a-freeze could l o g i c a l l y begin vrith the prompt 
completion of the comprehensive t e s t ban t r e a t y that has been under n e g o t i a t i o n with 
the Soviet Union and the United Kingdom since mid-1977'' • -''Jid even more important 
i s what he seiys next: ' ' A l l that now stands i n the way of an agreed-on t o t a l ban on 
nuclear explosions i s the necessary p o l i t i c a l v r i l l . ' ' I t h i n k that Mr. Vamke i s 
correct and Mr. Onkelinx i s not c o r r e c t . 
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fe. OITKELiroC (Belgium) (trnnslgted from French); I did not r e a l i z e that a f t e r 
my statement 1 v/ns going to Ъе taicen tc te sic Ъу f r i e n d J'rabassador Issraelyan'. 
But i t i s with gr-at pleasure that I ansí; r him. What I cculd do v/ould Ъе to reread 
the relevant passage i n my statement, a passage which was summed up i n one sentence: 
i t i s that sentence that he has taken exception t o ; i t v;as ahout the problem of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n . This question has been the stumbling-block i n the negotiations on a 
complete p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear t e s t s th-it took place through separate t a l k s , an 
assessment of v/hich v/as communicated to the Committee on Disarmament f o r the l a s t time 
i n June I98O. For my part I drew my i r f o i r s a t i ' j n , not from a private author as 
Jlmbassador Issraelyan has ju s t done, but from the report we received here on the 
t r i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s , document CD/13O. I t was i n that document that I discovered 
that the sphere of v e r i f i c a t i o n v/as apparently the one on which the p a r t i e s to the 
t r i l a t e r a l n egotiations had not succeeded i i i reaching agreement. .nd i t was from 
that report that I drev/ the conclusions that I have j u s t now presented to you. 

l l r . 133Е.''Л!!Ы;Ш (union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Russian); 
Allow me again very b r i e f l y to quote from I l r . Wamke. He s a i d : '.111 that now 
stands i n the v/ay of an agreed-on t o t a l boh on nuclear explosions i s the necessary 
p o l i t i c a l w i l l . ' ' I t h i n k I l r . Wamke i s r i g h t . 

The СШ1ШР1Т (tr a n s l a t e d from French); I thank the representative of the 
Soviet Union. I f no other representatives \/ish to speak, I should l i k e , as I 
announced at the beginning of t h i s plenary meeting, to put before the Committee f o r 
adoption the recommendations contained i n the report of the Ad Hoc Group of 
S c i e n t i f i c Experts to Consider I n t c r n a t i o n o l Co-operative Measures to Detect and 
I d e n t i f y Seismic Events, v/hich has been c i r c u l a t e d i n document CD/26O. In 
p a r t i c u l a r , the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts has proposed that i t s next 
session should be held from 9 to 20 August 19Q2 i n Geneva. 

I f there are no ob j e c t i o n s , I s h a l l take i t that the Committee adopts these 
recommendations of the Ad Hoc Group. 

I t v/as so decided. 

The CHuIRIill" ( t r o n s l a t e d from French); Distinguished colleagues, since t h i s 
plenary meeting i s the l a s t one f o r the month of ïîaxch, I should l i k e to express to 
a l l of you my sincere gratitude f o r the s p i r i t of co-operation you have shown, f o r 
the very e f f e c t i v e support ycu have' so k i n d l y given to my chainnanship and al s o f o r 
the many expressions of f r i e n d s h i p that have been addressed to myself. Thanks to 
the assistance and goodv/ill of a l l , i t has been p o s s i b l e to hold very u s e f u l 
exchanges of vicv/s end neg o t i a t i o n s cn a considerable number of questions of substance. 
At the same time, the four ad hoc v/crlcing graups under the able guidrnce of t h e i r 
respective chairmen, have been able to i n t e n s i f y t h e i r work and i n some cases to make 
progress. But t h i s month of liarch has undoubtedlj' been marked by the developments 
that have taken place i n the consideration of the question which appears as item 1 
of our agenda, '"Nuclear t e s t ban''. Since the Committee entrusted me with the task 
of conducting p r i v a t e consultations on t h i s subject and since i t asked me to preside 
over the d r a f t i n g group v/hich i s at present engaged i n formulating a d r a f t mandate 
f o r a possible s u b s i d i a r y body, a l l my e f f o r t s have been directed towards the goal 
of securing a p o s i t i v e advance i n the handling of t h i s p r i o r i t y issue which has f o r 
so many years been the focus of 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. I think 
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that the i n t e n s i v e negotiations which have Ъееп going on since have permitted some 
progress to be made i n the r e c i p r o c a l understanding of the various p o s i t i o n s on"this 
subject. I s i n c e r e l y hope that the continuation of these n e g o t i a t i o n s may lead as 
soon as p o s s i b l e to a p o s i t i v e conclusion. To that end, I should l i k e to appeal to 
a l l delegations to spare no e f f o r t to t r y to reach the conclusion ve a l l desire i n the 
i n t e r e s t s of the a c t i v i t y of tho Committee on Disarmament v i t h respect to item 1 of 
i t s agenda. 

Allow me to say t l i a t one of the p r i v i l e g e s of the Chairman- i s to vork i n close 
contact w i t h the s e c r e t a r i a t . I have thus been able to appreciate to the f u l l the 
great conrpetence and the q u a l i t i e s of Ambassador J a i p a l , Secretary of the Committee. 
I should l i k e to express to him a l l my g r a t i t u d e , a gratitude which r e f l e c t s my most 
sincere f e e l i n g s . The advice and assistance of I i r . Berasategui have also been 
extremely valuable to me during t h i s month o f my chairmanship; I should l i l c e to t e l l 
him how much I have appreciated h i s assistance during t h i s p e r i o d . I l y gratitude 
goes also to a l l the s t a f f c f the s e c r e t a r i a t as v/ell as to the i n t e r p r e t e r s and 
t r a n s l a t o r s whose competence anù dedication I have been b e t t e r able to appreicate. 
L a s t l y , I should l i k e to o f f e r my successor. Ambassador Okawa of Japan, my very warm 
good viishes f o r h i s success i n the exercise of h i s mandate. I t h i n k i t i s a very 
happy coincidence f o r the Committee at such an important moment i n i t s work that i t 
w i l l have as i t s Chairman so eminent and competent a colleague as Ambassador Olcawa. 
I am sure that under h i s guidance the Committee v ; i l l be able to conclude i t s vrork 
i n the most e f f i c i e n t mpnner p o s s i b l e and tha.t he v r i l l be able to submit a meaningful 
report to the United Nations General Assembly at i t s s p e c i a l session devoted to 
disar-mament. 

In accordance vrith our time-table f o r t h i s vreek, the Committee w i l l , immediately 
a f t e r t h i s plenary meeting, hold <?n informal meeting on item 7 of i t s agenda, 
•'Prevention of an arms race i n outer space-', and we s h a l l also be abl e , i f vre have 
the time, to take up again the question of the date of closure of t h i s session as v/ell 
as the problem of the composition, of the Committee. 

The next plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament w i l l be held on 
Thursday, 1 . p r i l 19S2, pt 10 a.m. 

The meeting i s adjourned. 

The meeting rose at "5.50 p.m. 
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The CHAIRMAN; I declare open the l 6 8 t h plenary meeting of the Committee on 
Disarmanent. 

Distinguished members of the Comnittos, ЬэГогэ we s t a r t tha programme of тюгк 
for t h i s plenary n e e t i n c I would lilc e to лаке a b r i e f statement o n the occasion of 
assuming the chairmanship of the C o W i t t s e . 

Today we enter th3 t h i r d and la.st month of th3 spring session of t h i s Committee 
and, i n the ramainini few \;3Sks at our d i s o o s a l , i n a d d i t i o n to our normal work as 
tha disarnanent ne'^otiating body, ue have to prepare our report to the forthcoming 
second s p e c i a l session of tne General Assembly devoted to disarmanant on the r e s u l t s 
of our negotiating'; e f f o r t s over the past three years. 

I t i s hopo"' that Che s e c o n t i s p e c i a l session v / i l l produce concrete r e s u l t s o r at 
le a s t provide new and badly naaded impetus for* orofTess i n tne f i e l d of arns "control 
and disarna-iient. In ny own country, tho e::p3Ctatiens of our citiz;ens are mounting 
d a i l y and hardly a si n i ^ l e day nasses \;ithout the large d a i l y newsnapers c a r r y i n g sone 
a r t i c l e o r e d i t o r i a l concernin'^, the s o e c i a l session o r disarnanent i n ';eneral; and I 
imagine t h i s i s also the case i n many othc?r c o u n t r i e s . I could add that our a c t i v i t i e s 
i n t h i s Committee are al s o followed with-considerable i n t e r e s t i n Japan. 

At such a no'iicnt, I f e e l r v a r t i c u l a r l y honoured to ba ^ivan t h i s ooportunity. of 
servinf; i n the c h a i r of t ! i i s r e s o e c t c i i n t e r n a t i o n n l foruio. I assume t h i s task with 
h u n i l i t y and a sense of f-;reat r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . I nl-^d^ia to you a l l that I w i l l do my 
best to f u l f i l .,)v duty. - ' " - •• 

Fortunately, iny. two cono^tont preuocossors f o r t h i s year, Ambassador I l a h a l l a t i 
of Iran and Ambassador A l c s s i o f I t a l y , have c c w l e t e d i . i o 3 t of the '-,TOund v;ork'for 
t h i s session and I a m e/.tremsly f^rateful and indeote . i to then. I viah to pay them a 
t r i b u t e f o r the painstakin•'• e f f o r t s and the -lost e r f e c t i v 3 leadership they nrovided 
fo r us during the months of February and uarcn. .jy task i s thiîrefore, with your -
guidance and c o - o p e r a t i o n , to t r y an., x'iiio uo the чогк of our sprizig session i n a 
reasonably presentable ааппог. 

I n t h i s connection, Ï \.'oul.-i l i k e to «:coress iny respects to Ambassador J a i n a l and 
to l i r . Berasacagui a n . i to t h - ? othsr nembers oi' the S e c r e t a r i a t he s o ably lea''s and 
say how nuch I s n a i l Ьэ dependin-ï o n ths'o to oupoort and a s s i s t ne i n ny task. 

Our m a i n and inmediate preoccuoation Í3, оГ coursr., the completion of a 
.'leaningful and aoprooriato reoort f o r 'Tnoenuation to th3 s3cond s p e c i a l session. At 
fne sane t i i ' i e , 1 t r u s t my d i s t i n ^ u i ^ h a d со11га '<;изз ' ' i l l a.̂ r̂ee with г л э n h e n I say 
tnat ws sLiould not a l i o " the seconti s o e c i a l session to nake u s lose s i g h t of our long-
гап»зе obj e c t i v e s and r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s -i", the sole i n u l c i l a t e r a l disarmament nê iotiatinrï 
body. Let us renenber t h a t , a f t e r the sacond s'-^scial s e s sion, vo nust return to t h i s 
room i n the suinner to resuuie our work and t r y to make r e a l prorîres-j i n substantive 
disarmaiiient n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

Before concludin.4 tneso o r i 3 f rs i.iar.'cs, I n.y •>e!"h.aos be permitted to mention a 
f e " pi«actical considerations T h i c h T think v ' i l l be relevant i n vieu of the very 
l i m i t e d time ue 'nav? a v a i l a b l e to us t h i s uionth. f i r s t l y , I s h a l l endeavour, to the 
extent p o s s i b l e , with your undarstandin'-í and co-operation, to inaintain p u n c t u a l i t y i n 
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the opening and c l o s i n g of our meetings. Secondly, I s h a l l seek your c o l l a b o r a t i o n 
to keep i n t e r v e n t i o n s i n the Committee and i n informal meetings, as w e l l as i n informal 
c o n s u l t a t i o n s , as concise and to the point as p o s s i b l e . T h i r d l y , I v;ish to remind you 
of my suggestion l a s t year that we could perhaps do with a l i t t l e l e s s f o r m a l i t y i n 
ou»' proceedings, although I c e r t a i n l y do not wish to deprive my predecessor of the 
praise he so r i g h t l y deserves. . 

I count on your understanding, your co-operation and your support to enable me to 
s t e e r our s p r i n g session to a s u c c e s s f u l conclusion. 

The Comiaittee continues today i t s consideration .of item б of i t s agenda, 
e n t i t l e d "comprehensive programme of disarmament". In any case, members wishing to 
make statements on any other subject relevant to the work of the Committee may do so 
i n accordance with r u l e jO of the Rules of Procedure. 

I have on my l i s t of speakers f o r tod-чу the representatives of Sv/eden, 
Argentina, Cuba, A u s t r a l i a , Morocco, China and Indonesia. 

I now give the f l o o r to the f i r s t speaker on my l i s t , the reoresentative of 
Svreden, His Excellency Ambassador Lidgard. 

Mr. LIDGARD (Sweden): Mr..Chairman, a f t e r your thoughtful remarks, i t i s my 
pleasant duty as the f i r s t speaker to congratulate you on your assumption of the 
Chairmanship of t h i s Committee f o r the month of A p r i l . 

.1 do not think that I am .going against your apoeal f o r l e s s f o r m a l i t y because i t 
i s not f o r m a l i t y when I express to you a few words concerning the sincere 
appreciation my delegation f e e l s i n seeing you i n the c h a i r f o r t h i s d i f f i c u l t month 
of A p r i l , when we are supposed to conclude our work and make a meaningful summary of 
i t i n order to give the s o e c i a l session a .good basis f o r i t s assessment of our 
achievements. 

You, perhaps more than most of us here, are personally involved i n and devoted to 
these matters. Not only t h a t , you are a l s o e x c e p t i o n a l l y experienced and s k i l l e d i n 
leading i n t e r n a t i o n a l n e g o t i a t i o n s . I t i s therefore with great confidence that we 
look forvjard to your leadership during the month of A p r i l . 

To your d i s t i n g u i s h e d predecessor, I a l s o would l i k e to say a couple of v/ords, 
namely, to express our ap p r e c i a t i o n of the way i n which he l e d our work i n thé month 
of March. He d i d so with /treat calm, steadfastness and, of course, a l l the diplomatic 
s k i l l that one can expect from an I t a l i a n diplomat and I think that i t i s with deep 
s a t i s f a c t i o n that he can look back at h i s achievements of the past month. 

I am going to speak today on item 7 of the agenda, the issue of preventing an 
arms race i n outer space. 

The peaceful uses of outer space are now, 25 years a f t e r the s t a r t of the space 
age, manifold and b r i n r , great benef i t s i n areas such as communications, n a v i g a t i o n , 
meteorology and remote sensing of the earth. I t i s no doubt of great importance 
f u r t h e r to advance the peaceful uses of t h i s environment. Simultaneously, however. 
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m i l i t a r y a p p l i c a t i o n s are r a p i d l y assuming i n c r e a s i n g importance. In f a c t , the vast 
majority of s a t e l l i t e s launched so f a r have had a m i l i t a r y mission. I t i s thus 
estimated that about 75 per cent of a l l s a t e l l i t e s o r b i t e d s i n c e the s t a r t o f the 
space era i n I957 have been launched f o r m i l i t a r y purposes. Although i t i s true 
that a considerable p o r t i o n of m i l i t a r y s a t e l l i t e s have a rather l i m i t e d l i f e t i m e , 
they nevertheless i l l u s t r a t e the f a c t that outer space in being h e a v i l y m i l i t a r i z e d . 
Other f a c t o r s of a qualitativî nature give added reason f o r concern that outer space 
may become a f u t u r e b a t t l e f i e l d i f nothing i s done to prevent such a development. 

We l i v e i n times of r a p i d progress i n science and technology, " l i a t i s science 
f i c t i o n today may w e l l become r e a l i t y tomorrow. This i s true not l e a s t i n the f i e l d 
o f ' m i l i t a r y technology and perhaps p a r t i c u l a r l y so ac f a r ач the e x p l o i t a t i o n of 
outer space i s concerned. Only a couple of decades ago, the m i l i t a r y e x p l o i t a t i o n of 
outer space appeared as a fantasy to most people. Outer space has now become the 
main arena f o r the t e c h n o l o g i c a l arms race. I t i s of c a p i t a l importance to prevent 
t h i s new domain f r o u continuinrj to i n v i t e f u r t h e r c o s t l y investments i n terms of human 
t a l e n t and m a t e r i a l resources i n a f u t i l e race f o r s u p e r i o r i t y and bargainin.'i c h i p s . 
The recent discussions regarding a n t i - b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e s (ABi!) and b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e 
defence (ВШ) provide examples of conceivable developments which would presumably be 
enormously c o s t l y and a l s o d e s t a b i l i z i n g . 

Awareness o f the threatening e v o l u t i o n as f a r as outer space i s concerned i s 
c e r t a i n l y not new. Several attempts have been made t o ' b r i n g t h i s matter to the 
a t t e n t i o n of t h i s Ckimmittee. I have i n mind p a r t i c u l a r l y the thoughtful c o n t r i b u t i o n s 
made by I t a l y and the Netherlands and, of course, the two r e s o l u t i o n s adopted by the 
General Assembly l a s t autumn, where the Soviet Union, as w e l l as the western countries 
I j u s t mentioned, played an important r o l e i n promoting m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on 
t h i s i s s u e . 

I t i s a f a c t , well-known to a l l of us here, that disarnniaent negotiations are 
often outstripped by the pace of developments i n m i l i t a r y technolo:îy, which make 
warfare p o s s i b l e i n environments v/hich have so f a r been spared from m i l i t a r i z a t i o n . 
This i s a matter of great concern to my Government and no doubt to many other 
Governments represented i n t h i s Committee. 

E f f o r t s have already been made i n t h i s respect. One example i s the 
Outer Space Treaty, v/hich p r o h i b i t s the emplacement of nuclear and other weapons of 
mass d e s t r u c t i o n i n outer space and reserves the use of the moon and other c e l e s t i a l 
bodies e x c l u s i v e l y f o r peaceful purposes. I t s p r o v i s i o n s are, however, not s u f f i c i e n t 
to prevent a general arms race i n outer space. Further e f f o r t s must be made i n t h i s 
regard. 

This matter i s now before the Committee on Disarmament, ily delegation v/elcomes 
the f a c t that these important and, i n зотэ respects, ur'^ent questions w i l l be d e a l t 
v/ith i n the s i n g l e m u l t i l a t e r a l disarma/aent nogotiatinív forun. Ue consider t h a t , 
a f t e r the i n i t i a l exploratory t a l k s t a k i n g place during the f i r s t part of t h i s year's 
session, an ad hoc v/orking group of the Coiiiraittee should be e s t a b l i s h e d i / i t h an 
appropriate mandate i n thcsuiaaer of 19o2. 

The two Superpowers play, a predominant r o l e i n the m i l i t a r y and c i v i l i a n 
e x p l o i t a t i o n of outer space. I t i s therefore a xiclcome development that they have 
already held b i l a t e r a l tal'<<s on the problem of avoiding an arms race i n t h i s 
environment. I t i s r e g r e t t a b l e that these t a l k s have been suspended. In the view of 
my delegation, i t i s h i g h l y d e s i r a b l e that they should be resumed as soon as p o s s i b l e . 
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Houevor, Outer space i s a common province of mankind and i t s use or abuse i s 
therefore a matter t l i a t concerns a l l c o u n t r i e s . Even i f the Superpowers have a c l e a r 
t e c h n o l o g i c a l lead, an i n c r e a s i n g number of other countries v r i l l ,n;radually be i n a 
p o s i t i o n to make use of outer space. I t i s al s o f o r t h i s reason n a t u r a l that the 
p r o h i b i t i o n of an arms race i n t h i s donain should become the subject of m u l t i l a t e r a l 
n e gotiations. 

I t should be noted i n t h i s connection that s a t e l l i t e s can make a very u s e f u l 
c o n t r i b u t i o n i n the disarmanient f i e l d by providin:; the means f o r non-intrusive 
v e r i f i c a t i o n and s u r v e i l l a n c e . I t i s a well-known f a c t that s u r v e i l l a n c e by 
s a t e l l i t e s has been t a c i t l y accepted as a means of v e r i f i c a t i o n i n the SALT context. 
S i m i l a r ideas are the basis f o r the t i n e l y and valuable French i n i t i a t i v e on the 
establislment of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l s a t e l l i t e monitoring agency. This i n i t i a t i v e i s a l l 
the nore valuable and forward-loolcing i n that i t envisages a m u l t i l a t e r a l body which 
\70uld play a c r u c i a l r o l e i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n , since i t i s u n l i k e l y that the 
v e r i f i c a t i o n techniques '..'hich are a v a i l a b l e to a small f r a c t i o n of the countries of 
the world \70uld achieve u n i v e r s a l acceptance. 

Our imraediate concern, hoiievcr, i s , i n accordance with the wording of item 7 of 
our agenda, how an arras race i n outer space should be prevented. For a number of 
reasons, i t i s extremely d i f f i c u l t to define at tho outset i n exact terms the scope of 
l i r a i t a t i o n s and p r o h i b i t i o n s one should aim at i n order to achieve an e f f e c t i v e 
p r o h i b i t i o n t i i a t would prevent undesirable developments without hampering l e g i t i m a t e 
a c t i v i t i e s i n outer space. One problou i s t l i a t some space systeiis have both m i l i t a r y 
and c i v i l i a n a p p l i c a t i o n s . Another i s that some m i l i t a r y systems may p r i m a r i l y have 
s t a b i l i z i n g e f f e c t s and otFlers may have d e s t a b i l i z i n g e f f e c t s . 

A fundamental question w i l l Ьз to consider v/hether e f f o r t s should concentrate on 
banning or l i i j i t i n g various weapons systems i n space or on banning or r e s t r i c t i n ! ? 
c e r t a i n a c t i v i t i e s or actiotis i/hich would c o n s t i t u t e i n t e r f e r e n c e with or an attack 
against space objects. Perhaps a combination of both approaches i s c a l l e d f o r . 

I t seems appropriate i n i t i a l l y to detoriiine the-extent to i/hich e x i s t i n g 
provisions i n t r e a t i e s such as t h 3 1 9 6 3 Outer Space Treaty and t h 3 1 9 7 2 ABil Treaty and 
i t s subsequent Protocol need to be completed i n order to cover e x i s t i n g and expected 
developments i n outer space v/arfare. 

As a natter of p r i n c i p l e , i t nust be agreed at an e a r l y stage v/hether a 
p r o h i b i t i o n should cover a l l m i l i t a r y s a t e l l i t e s or concentrate on those space 
systems which are p r i m a r i l y and i n c r e a s i n g l y i n t e g r a l parts of t e r r e s t r i a l i/arfare 
systems. 

Another matter of p r i n c i p a l importance i s the extent to v/hich i t i/ould be possible 
and d e s i r a b l e to l i r a i t research on and the development, t e s t i n g and production of 
m i l i t a r y space systems. 

A t h i r d issue v/hich nust be dealt with i n i t i a l l y i s v/hether one should aim at a 
conprchensive convention or apply a step-by-step approach. I f the l a t t e r a l t e r n a t i v e 
i s chosen, i t would seem appropriate to e s t a b l i s h a l i s t of p r i o r i t i e s according t o 
irtiich the most threateninn; developments would be subject to negotiations f i r s t . I t 
i s , f o r exanple, quite conceivable that the problcij of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e warfare should 
be addressed at a very e a r l y stage. This question a l s o comprises complicated problens 
of d e f i n i t i o n , as so p e r t i n e n t l y i l l u s t r a t e d by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of 
I t a l y l a s t Tuesday. 

file:///70uld
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I t v.'ould seem to ny delo'^ation t h a t , o r i u a r i l y , a l l devices that hav'e the purpose 
of hanperin.i the çtabilizing uses of outer space should be p r o h i b i t e d . V e r i f i c a t i o n 
through t e c h n i c a l iiieans siust not be i n t e r f e r e d with. At the г.а;ле time one nust a l s o 
be aware of the problern of asyiiinetry b'hich пяу a r i s e i n u i l i t a r y c o n f l i c t s between 
space Powers and other countries as f a r as space communications f o r u i l i c a r y purposes 
are concerned. A considera:jle nu'ibsr of e x i s t i n g s a t e l l i t e s are designed t o give 
e a r l y warning of a t t a c k s . I f they ь-сге to be a l i b i i n a t s d , the adversary ..light w e l l 
react i n an unpredictable way. Such d o s t a h i l i z i n g undertakings should, i n the view of 
ny dele:îation, bo p r o h i b i t e d . 

I t i s Sweden's view that outer ярасе i t s e l f , as i s already the c a s e f o r the moon 
and other c e l e s t i a l bodies, should be reserved f o r e x c l u s i v e l y peaceful purposes, 
rlo'.'ever, i t i s a well-knoim f a c t that -álitary uses of outer space are freauent and 
far-reac:iin.'ç... I t therefore b'îcoies a i.iatter of parajount ianortanco to prevent such 
a c t i v i t i e s f r o n having a tampering o f f n c t on e x i s t i n g and future c i v i l i a n and 
peaceful useü of outer space. 

I t i s obvious that tho n o n i t o r i n g of n i l i t a r y a c t i v i t i e s i n outer space and the 
v c r i f i c a t i o a of compliance with future li;-.]ications and p r o h i b i t i o n s w i l l e n t a i l a 
number of d i f f i c u l t p u l i t i c a l and t e c h n i c a l proble.js. ily d e l e g a t i c n attaches great 
i-.iportance to t i l l s i i a t t e r and ','isho.i to s t r e s s t h r need to s t r i v o i^or m u l t i l a t e r a l 
s o l u t i o n s to these prob.ie-io. 

General knowlec'-jo of what i.î '¿oin,.-: on i n ta;-nr of current and p o t e n t i a l . l i l i t a r y 
devolopmonti? in p a r t i c u l a r l y X i u i t e d f a r a.o outer soace i s concerned. Иэге, аз i n 
other areas of tiie 'global аг'пз race, e;:cas.?5iV3 косгссу ir, ona of the main d r i v i n ; ; 
forcea behiiid f.c race. I f f i e Icadin;; soaca Po'.'srs ara r s a l l y i n t e r e s t e d i n reaching 
agreements ','ith prospects of u n i v e r s a l adherenca, they should bo rorthcoidn"^ i n 
providing in.'oraation and ancjcrin^c tho q'.'astiono which w i l l no douot be put to them 
i n t h i s C o i x i i t t e e . му rielogation thcr-;fore иг'-;о-; then not onl^' to resui.is t h a i r 
D i l a t e r a i t a l l a j on can ^revontion of an аггль race i n outer spaca, but ali?o to ¿ave a 
comprchenoive roiîort to tha Comiiittpe on the i.';oue."3 an-J proble .in of substance they 
arc faced with i n thciio talî:,j. I'hic- ' . ' i l l enable tho Conmittee on Disarf.iai.icnt to 
address the isTia-s anc' to iiiake pro'a'fî.'is i n nara.i.lcl '.'ith the b i l a t e r a l e f f o r t s by 
the leaciin': m i l i t a r y Power.:. 

Thore can ••in n o '^loubt chat tiic apace Poi.'sr^ and, s s n a c i a l l y , ti-? leadinn; amonjc 
than bear .aoecial r e a p o n s i b i l l t y f o r '•.•ravantin.-; an arui.r raca i n outer enlace. 
Developments i n tho f i e l d of зоасе technology a.-o such as to widen the %тг> betv/een 
the leadin", powers and m o - j t .юмЬега of the i.'oriil coumunicy. I t would he a mistake, 
however, to bellovc that the présent ol?.':opoly ' - i l l l a s t f orever. Tho sooner t n i s i s 
r e a l i z e d and accepted, the hotter the prospects f o r .progress i n the forthoonin.g 
ne.rotiation.a, f o r the bencflc of us a l l . 

I t i s not too l a t e to avoid a f r u i t l e s s anis race i n outer space, \;hich would 
i.'aste enormous resources and ,iakc our planet a t i l l йоге insecure. Cut time if: a 
c r u c i a l f a c t o r i n ùi.'iarmaiaent n.-'riotiations. The lon^;e:- -re wait, the ..юг? d i f f i c u l t 
i t w i l l 1)0 to taci:]a the ..lany coiipler -згоЫемг; v i s h a l l face. 

The CHAIRMAN; I thank Ambassador Lidgard of Sweden f o r h i s statement and 
for tho kino words he addressci.; to tl'e C i i a i r . I no'j - i - ' s t i i c f l o o r to the 
reoresantative of Argentina, Hi.i ::.:cellencv ArtbassaUor Carasales. 

http://Disarf.iai.icnt
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Mr. CAHASAIES (Argentina)(translated from Spanish): Mr. Chairman, as you pointed 
out i n your opening remarks, l a s t year, dxiring the Committee's informal consideration 
of ways of improving i t s f u n c t i o n i n g , you and I were among these most s t r o n g l y i n 
favour of doing away with vrhat had become a ceremony of congratulations extended to 
the new Chairman by a l l members of the Committee and of having that pleasant task 
performed by one representative only. However, as you have s a i d , the f a c t i s that i t 
i s very, d i f f i c u l t to give up a p r a c t i c e which indeed simply r e f l e c t s the t r u t h . I t 
i s f o r that reason that I take great pleasure i n expreásing s a t i s f a c t i o n at having you 
preside over our d e l i b e r a t i o n s during the current month of A p r i l and i n wishing you 
every success, which w i l l a lso represent a success f o r a l l of us, since the l a s t month 
of a s e s s i o n u s u a l l y involves a great deal of work and the need f o r exceptional e f f o r t s 
to b r i n g our' three months of work to a s a t i s f a c t o r y conclusion. For t h i s , you can 
count on the Argentine delegation's f i r m and steadfast support. 

At the same time, I wish to extend to the outgoing Chairman, Ambassador A l e s s i of 
I t a l y , my delegation's sincere congratulations on the very e f f i c i e n t manner i n which 
he guided the Committee's d e l i b e r a t i o n s during the past month; the q u a l i t y of h i s 
leadership was r e f l e c t e d not only i n our formal and informal meetings, but a l s o i n 
a l l the work done outside t h i s room; we have not a l l had an opportunity to know and, 
i n p a x t i c u l a r , to r e a l i z e how many cons\iltations he had to engeige i n while p r e s i d i n g 
over the work of the D r a f t i n g Group, whose task v/as and i s of p a r t i c u l a r importance. 
He d i d a l l t h i s very w e l l , w i t h the d i s t i n c t i o n that i s customary f o r I t a l i a n 
diplomats. I t i s therefore w i t h genuine pleasure that I extend to him ray delegation's 
warmest congratulations. 

Today I s h a l l r e f e r to agenda item 3: " 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 weapons". 

The Committee on Disarmament has been considering t h i s question f o r more than 
three years, i n pursuance cf the p r o v i s i o n of paragraph 59 of the F i n a l Document, 
which I s h a l l not read out since i t i s so well-knovm. I wish to praint out, however, 
that the appeal made i n t h i s paragraph by the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarm.ament i s a t r a n s i t i o n a l measure, pending the 
achievement of the fundamental objective contained i n paragraph 56, which states that 
"The most e f f e c t i v e guarantee against the danger of nuclear war and the use of nuclear 
weapons i s nuclear disarmament and the complete e l i m i n a t i o n of nuclear weapons". 

The Argentine Republic ha^ expressed the view ~ which i t continues to hold — 
that the "m.ost e f f e c t i v e guarantee" — to use the words of the F i n a l Document — and 
perhaps the only guarantee of s u r v i v a l , i n the true sense of the term "guarcintee", 
that a State can have i s the p r o h i b i t i o n and e l i m i n a t i o n of nuclear weapons. 

' There i s no need to repeat that t h i s basic o b j e c t i v e i s now f a r t h e r beyond ovir 
reach than ever. 

The Committee on Discirmament has nevertheless set up an Ad Hoc Working Group 
on t h i s issue f o r three conse-utive years and has done so onre again i n 1962. The 
Group has done valuable work i n i d e n t i f y i n g problems, c l a r i f y i n g p o s i t i o n s , suggesting 
common formulas and seeking procedures that might serve as a s u b s t i t u t e f c r a binding 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l convention, an instrument which, as everyone agrees, i s as d e s i r a b l e as 
a goal as i t i s impossible to achieve, at l e a s t at the present time. 
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At i t s t h i r t y - s i x t h session, the General Assembly, i n i t s r e s o l u t i o n 5 6 / 9 5 , 
reaffirmed the urgent need to rea-ch agreement- on t h i s matter and appealed "to a l l 
States, e s p e c i a l l y the nuclear-weapon States, to demonstrate the p o l i t i c a l w i l l 
necessary to reach agreement on a common approach and, i n p a r t i c u l a r , on a common 
formula which could be included i n an 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 
character." 

The meetings h e l d by the Ad Eoc Working Group i n 1982 show that the p o s i t i o n s of 
the States which should provide the guarantees — the nuclear-weapon States — have not 
undergone any change. For some time now, they have had what might be c a l l e d 
c r y s t a l l i z e d by them approaches based on t h e i r s t r a t e g i c perceptions and on t h e i r 
r e s p e c t i v e u n i l a t e r a l d e c l a r a t i o n s , which are a l l d i f f e r e n t and a l l contain c o n d i t i o n s , 
requirements"and escape clauses that so reduce t h e i r value as to make them meaningless 
as guarantees on which non-nuclear-weapon States can r e l y f o r t h e i r s e c u r i t y . 

In view of the r i g i d i t y of these p o s i t i o n s and the comprehensive exploratory work 
done by the Working Group, i t seems evident, i n my delegation's o p i n i o n , that the 
next steps should be taken i n the area of the p o l i t i c a l w i l l of the nuclear States 
and that there i s no longer any point i n continuing sine die w i t h t h e o r e t i c a l debates 
confined almost e n t i r e l y to the r e p e t i t i o n of viewpoints that have already been 
expressed and discussed. There are also other items on our agenda that have not yet 
been discussed i n depth and that perhaps o f f e r b e t t e r prospects of success. 

I t therefore seems l o g i c a l to ask whether the time has not come to d i s c o n t i n u e , 
f o r the time being, and I s t r e s s the words " f o r the time being", the e f f o r t s which the 
Committee has been making w i t h regard to s o - c a l l e d "negative guarantees" and to say so 
f r a n k l y to the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly, as suggested i n the 
statement made on 1 6 March 1 9 8 2 by the Chairman of the Working Group, Ambassador Ahmad 
of Pakistan. Perhaps the General Assembly can give f r e s h impetus to these discussions 
and the nuclear-weapon States can take advantage of t h i s opporturâty to аппоттсе new 
p o l i c i e s that are more i n l i n e with the desires of the non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s , 
which w i l l be the b e n e f i c i a r i e s of such guarantees and must regard them as s a t i s f a c t o r y ' 
i n order f o r t h i s exercise to have some meaiijng. 

The Argentine Republic continues to b e l i e v e that the only measure which w i l l 
j u s t i f y t h i s e f f o r t i s a l e g a l l y binding i n t e r n a t i o n a l instrument, without any 
conditions or l i m i t a t i o n s as to scope, which w i l l protect a l l non-nuclear-weapon States 
and include an undertaking to work e f f e c t i v e l y f o r nuclear disarmament that w i l l l e a d 
to the genuine and r e a l guarantee, namely, the e l i m i n a t i o n of nuclear arsenals. 

The experience of the Ad Hoc Working Group shows that t h i s o b j e c t i v e i s s t i l l f a r 
beyond our reach, and a l l the a l t e r n a t i v e s proposed or mentioned ( r e s o l u t i o n s of the 
General Assembly and the S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l , i d e n t i c a l i m i l a t e r a l d e c l a r a t i o n s , etc.) 
do nothing more than r e s t r i c t the importance of or n u l l i f y something that i s i n i t s e l f 
of no great value. 

So l o n g as nuclear weapons remain a v a i l a b l e f o r use, a convention on s o - c a l l e d 
"gusirantees" w i l l be nothing more than a p a l l i a t i v e that w i l l leave a great many 
questions imanswered. Can a d e c l a r a t i o n of i n t e n t r e a l l y be v e r i f i e d ? Can one be sure 
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that a nuclear State which considers i t s n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y to Ъе s e r i o u s l y threatened 
w i l l not use every means at i t s d i s p o s a l to defend i t s e l f ? V i l l not the e f f e c t s of a 
nuclear war also be f e l t i n the t e r r i t o r y of a State which i s supposedly protected by 
a "guarantee", even though the State under attack i s a d i f f e r e n t country which i s not 
protected by the guarantee, but with which i t shares a common border? 

These and other questions which many of us are asking ourselves -should not, 
however, hamper the search f o r means of enhancing — even i f only to a small extent — 
the s e c u r i t y of States which form part of a world'in which a nuclear d i s a s t e r seems 
in c r e a s i n g l y p o s s i b l e . 

I t i s to be hoped that the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted 
to disarmament, the body through which the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community w i l l express and 
put forward i t s views on t h i s matter, which i s , to an ever-increasing and more 
in t e n s i v e degree, uppermost i n the minds of peoples, w i l l succeed i n b r i n g i n g about a 
resumption of the negotiations on item 3 of огдг agenda. This i s yet another challenge 
the nuclear Powers face and, on t h i s i s s u e , as w e l l as on others, a .great deal 
depends on how much imagination and f l e x i b i l i t y they show i n t r y i n g to .respond to the 
leg i t i m a t e concerns of the non-nuclea.r-weapon States. 

In f a c t , a l l issues 'which involve nuclear weapons are interconnected, and i t can 
Ъе s a i d that the s e c u r i t y cf a l l States, or at l e a s t that of the non-nuclear-weapon 
States, w i l l be enhanced i f measures are taken to prevent a nuclear war. 

I t i s perhaps not i r r e l e v a n t to point out i n t h i s connection that 
r e s o l u t i o n 36/8I B, adopted by consensus at the recent session of the General Assembly, 
urges, i n i t s paragraph 1, " a l l nuclear-weapon States to submit to the 
Secretary-General ... ( f o r consideration at the second s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarneunent) t h e i r views, proposals and p r a c t i c a l 
suggestions f o r ensuring the prevention of nuclear war". 

To the best of my delegation's knowledge, no nuclear-weapon Power has responded 
to t h i s appeal by the General Assembly, a,lthcugh the t i m e - l i m i t set i n 
r e s o l u t i o n 36/8I B, 30 A p r i l 1982, i s very c l o s e . 

The process i s , however, already under way. On the basis of the p r o v i s i o n of 
operative paragraph 2 of the same r e s o l u t i o n , the Government of India submitted to the 
Secretary-General of the United Nations, on В February 1982, i t s comments and 
proposals "viith regard to the prevention of nuclear war and I am sure that those 
proposals w i l l receive c a r e f u l consideration at tho next Assembly. 

>iy delegation considers, as i t has already stated on other occasions, that the 
prevention of nuclear war continues to be a question of the highest p r i o r i t y and t h a t , 
i f the F i n a l Document expressed that view four years ago, t h i s urgency i s , i f p o s s i b l e , 
oven greater today because the time that has passed since then has made the threat even 
more immediate. 

It i s therefore l o g i c a l and i n e v i t a b l e that the second s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly should give c a r e f u l a t t e n t i o n to t h i s issue and that,, i n order f o r 
t h i s examination to lead to r e s u l t s which are concrete and f e a s i b l e as -well as 
p o s i t i v e , i t w i l l be e s s e n t i a l and indispensable f o r proposals and p r a c t i c a l 
suggestions to be made by a i l States concerned and, p r i m a r i l y , by the Powers which 
possess the means of unleashing a nuclear war. 
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I t i s therefore to be hoped that the o b j e c t i v e which prompted the adoption of 
r e s o l u t i o n 56/8I В w i l l a c t u a l l y be achieved. I f i t i s , an important c o n t r i b u t i o n 
w i l l have been made to the work of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l meeting which i s now the focus 
of our a t t e n t i o n , namely, the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted 
to disarmament. 

The С Н А Ш Ш ; I thank Ambassador Carasales f o r h i s statement and f o r the k i n d 
words he addressed to the Chair. I now give the f l o o r to the representative of Cuba, 
His Excellency Anbassador Sola V i l a . 

Mr. SOLA VILA (Cuba) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Spanish); F i r s t , Ambassador Okawa, I wovdd 
l i k e to express my delegation's most sincere congratulations on y o u r assumption of the 
chairmanship of the Committee on Disarmament f o r the month of A p r i l ; v:e are c e r t a i n 
t h a t , under your able guidance, demonstrated yet again when you were the Chairman of 
the Vorking Group on Chemical Weapons, t h i s n e g o t i a t i n g body w i l l conclude i t s s p r i n g 
session f o r the year s u c c e s s f u l l y . Allow me also to congratulate your predov^essor. 
Ambassador A l e s s i , f o r the e f f i c i e n t way i n which he conducted our work during the 
month cf March. 

The Ad Hoc Working Group f'stablished by t h i s Committee to negotiate a convention 
banning chemical-weapons i s one of those that has, i n our opinion, accomplished 
worthwhile work. E f f o r t s to that end have been encouraged by the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
comnxmity f o r many years and- t h i s n e g o t i a t i n g body, i n p a r t i c u l a r , ha.s devoted a 
considerable proportion of i t s t i n r tn the subject. 

Although, at the beginning of the Committee's work, the Working Group had a 
l i m i t e d mandate which dirt not s a t i s f y a l l delegations, t h i s year at l a s t i t s mandate 
has been broadened and the Group i s , t e c h n i c a l l y at l e a s t , f u l l y . i n a p o s i t i o n to 
complete i t s vrork s u c c e s s f u l l y w i t h i n a short t i n e . 

However, the hopes which many delegations placed i n the work of t h i s Group seem 
to be evaporating i n the face of what i s imdoubtedly the beginning of a new 
e s c a l a t i o n of the arms race: tho d e c i s i o n to s t a r t maniifacturing binary chemical 
weapons. 

In h i s statement to the tenth World Trade Union Congress h e l d r e c e n t l y i n Havana, 
F i d e l Castro, the President of the Councils of State and M i n i s t e r s of the Republic of 
Cuba, s a i d : "In present c o n d i t i o n s , the improvement of алу kind of weapon sets o f f a 
chain r e a c t i o n that n e c e s s a r i l y leads to the f u r t h e r development of weapons systems 
and makes the previous means of warfare obsolete, so that they are s w i f t l y abandoned. 
Every day the cost of such system? r i s e s and every day the period during which they 
w i l l be e f f e c t i v e i s reduced. This i s the absurd and i r r a t i o n a l l o g i c of the s p i r a l l i n g 
arms, race". 

The manufacture of t h i s new generation of c h e n i c a l weapons adds a f u r t h e r l i n k 
to the disastrous ^hain which s t a r t e d with the d e c i s i o n to postpone r a t i f i c a t i o n of the 
SALT I I Agreement and continued with the d e c i s i o n to deploy new medium-range nuclear 
m i s s i l e s i n Europe and, more r e c e n t l y , the d e c i s i o n to s t a r t manufacturing nuclear 
neutron weapons. 

I t has been r i g h t l y s a i d that tho production of binary weapons makes the 
negotiations to ban chemical weapons f a r more complex, since i t has 0. negative e f f e c t 
both on the determination of t o x i c i t y and on aspects r e l a t i n g to v e r i f i c a t i o n . 
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In r e f e r r i n g to the complexity of t h i s l a t t e r question, document CD/167, submitted by 
the Canadian' delegation j u s t over one year ago on 26 March 1981, points out that the 
s i t u a t i o n could become even more tense i f the United States decided to renew i t s 
binary weapon capacity; unfortunately, that prophecy has been f u l f i l l e d . 

The arguments used to j u s t i f y production of t h i s new generation of chemical 
weapons are based on the theory of deterrence and are therefore unacceptable to my 
delegation. 

Speaking i n t h i s Conmittee on ¿5 March l a s t , the representative of the United Statei 
s a i d that an e f f e c t i v e ban on chemical weapons was a way of i n c r e a s i n g i t s own 
s e c u r i t y , as w e l l as that of i t s a l l i e s and the non-aligned and n e u t r a l c o u n t r i e s . 
As the representative of a non-aligned country, I have to state i n t h i s respect that 
such an objective cannot be achieved by a c c e l e r a t i n g the chemical weapons race. 
Far from p r o t e c t i n g the s e c u r i t y of States, binary chemical weapons merely increase 
the dangers involved by p l a c i n g substances that ha.ve t r a d i t i o n a l l y been used f o r 
peaceful purposes i n the category of chemical warfare agents. 

S i m i l a r l y and as a r e s u l t of the foregoing, document С1)/2б4 contains various 
a r g ^ e n t s which do not bear close s c r u t i n y . 

These arguments, which are also based on the p o l i c y of deterrence and dramatize 
an imagined danger which does not i n f a c t e x i s t , are intended to give the impression 
that the objective sought i s the strengthening of defence, when i n f a c t i t i s to 
force n e g o t i a t i o n from p o s i t i o n s of strength. 

It i s now e a s i e r to understand tho reason behind the f a l s e and tendentious-
a l l e g a t i o n s made about the -use of chemical weapons i n various regions. I t i s now more 
obvious that the idea was to condition p u b l i c opinion i n crder to eliminate as f a r as 
possible any opposition to t h i s new e s c a l a t i o n of.the chemical arms race. 

The production of t h i s new generation of chemical weapons i s a serious obstacle 
to the work of t h i s Committee and, i n p a r t i c u l a r , to the work of the Ad Hoc Working 
Group on the scope of the ban, t o x i c i t y c r i t e r i a , t r a n s f e r s , declarations of 
s t o c k p i l e s and production f a . c i l i t i e s and v e r i f i c a t i o n mea.sures. 

In order to give an idea of the foregoing, s i i f f i c e i t to say that the number of 
neuro-toxic substances which may be used as components of binary mixtures w i l l not only 
tend to increase, but i t w i l l a lso be impossible to discount the development of 
substances with other t o x i c e f f e c t s . 

With regard to t o x i c i t y c r i t e r i a , the Committee ha.s already been informed of the 
existence of op]?osing c r i t e r i a . I t has been stated , r i g h t l y i n our view, that the 
t o x i c i t y of binary substances cannot be determined e i t h e r by t h e i r precursors or by 
the f i n a l products. 

In the f i r s t case, binary substances would be c l a s s i f i e d i n a lower category; 
i n the second, the r o l e of the by-products of tho f i n a l i;eaction might w e l l be unknown. 
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V i t h regard to t r a n s f e r s , i t should be noted that the danger of the p r o l i f e r a t i o n 
of oheiaical weapons i s growing: the purpose cf c e r t a i n transactions w i l l be "very 
d i f f i c u l t to determine sinco i t i s p r a c t i c a l l y impossible to draw a i i s t i n c t i o n 
between chemical substances f o r c c n n o r c i a l use and tiicse f o r use as weapons. 

Consequently, i t - w i l l also be extremely d i f f i c u l t to demonstrate that v i o l a t i o n s 
have occurred. 

I t i s worth noting that the d e c l a r a t i o n of chemical weapons s t o c k p i l e s and 
production f a c i l i t i e s v ; i l l become nore d i f f i c u l t because chemical substances produced 
f o r commercial purposes may also be used to manufacture binary weapons. I t should 
also be pointed out that t h i s -affocts the developing countries which do not have 
chemical weapons and vrhich v i l l have to provide data on t h e i r economies that nay 
d e l i b e r a t e l y be used to hinder t h e i r development. 

L a s t l y , I would l i k e to make some b r i e f comments on v e r i f i c a t i o n measures. 
The development of binary chemical weapons has undoubtedly created a new s i t u a t i o n 
and the methods of c o n t r o l which we have discussed f o r so nany years do not appear 
to be able to guarantee with any c e r t a i n t y that a p a r t i c u l a r country has or does not 
have binary weapons. 

The existence of chemical substances which can serve a dual purpose and be used 
both i n c i v i l i a n and i n m i l i t a r y i n d u s t r y detracts f r o n the e f f e c t i v e n e s s of the 
s o - c a l l e d i n s i t u inspections supported so s t r o n g l y by some delegations. I t can also 
be s a i d that t h i s s i t u a t i o n lends i t s e l f to concealment of the funds which States 
a l l o c a t e to chemical weapons and thus also a f f e c t s the declarations we referred to 
e a r l i e r . 

In view of the foregoing, i t i s e s s e n t i a l to recognize the importance of a 
n a t i o n a l system of v e r i f i c a t i o n and c o n t r o l under which^States would, because t h e i r 
p r e s t i g e was at stake, take a l l the necessarj'- steps to guarantee s t r i c t compliance 
with an i n t e r n a t i o n a l agreement on the subject. 

A n a t i o n a l system of v e r i f i c a t i o n as a b a s i s . f o r the c o n t r o l of any agreement 
asstmes considerable s i g n i f i c a n c e i n terms cf i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n measures, 
since the d i r e c t p a r t i c i p a t i o n of States i n the c o n t r o l of agreements t c which they are 
p a r t i e s would prevent doubts and suspicion's concerning the implementation of such 
agreements and guarantee that the c o l l e c t i o n of the data needed f o r e f f e c t i v e c o n t r o l 
would not be hampered. 

In conclusion, we must recognize once again the im.portance of the b i l a t e r a l 
n egotiations between the Soviet Union and the United States.which were i n progress on 
t h i s - subject outside the Conmittee, but which have now been u n i l a t e r a l l y and 
u n j u s t i f i a b l y i n t e r r u p t e d . The resumption of those negotiations would undoubtedly 
help to solve nany of tha problems that a r i s e i n connection with the p r o h i b i t i o n of 
c h e n i c a l weapons and, i n p a r t i c u l a r , with tho work which t i j i s Conmittee i s c a l l e d upon 
to do i n that f i e l d . 

The CHAIBMAN"; I thank the representative of Cuba f o r h i s statenent and f o r the 
k i n d words he addressed to the Chair. I now give the f l o o r to the representative of 
Morocco, His E x c e l l e n c y Jimbassador S k a l l i . 
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• Mr.. SKALLI CMorocco) (tranglated from French): Mr. Chairman., you w i l l 
understand that Í f e e l bound to say how pleased xie i n the Moroccan delecïition are to 
see you p r e s i d i n g over oxir work f o r the month of A p r i l . 

Your devotion to the cause of disarmament and your humanity are only psirt of the 
explanation f o r the conscientiousness and enthusiasm you d i s p l a y i n b r i n g i n g to the 
work of our Committee the Lnvaluable c o n t r i b u t i o n of your country, a great f r i e n d of 
my ovm. 

These q u a l i t i e s , together with your great covirtesy and percoptiveness, v/liich are 
a r e f l e c t i o n of the great c i v i l i s a t i o n to i/hich yovi belong, have made of you a man 
whose views and opinions are received here \.'ith respect and keen a p p r e c i a t i o n . 

Ve are convinced t h a t , vmder your chairmanship, the momentvm created by yovrr 
predecessor, the very d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of I t a l y , Itr. A l e s s i , v ; i l l be 
sustained and continued. 

I should l i l c e to devote my statement today to a problem to vhxch my country 
attaches the utmost importance, namely, that of the s e c u r i t y guarantees to be granted 
to non-nuclear-\reapon States. 

As you are aware, t h i s i s a problem that has been of concern to a l l non-nuclear-
v/eapon States f o r nearly two deccides. Serious e f f o r t s have been made i n a nvinber of 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l forumc, such as the I96G Conference of non-nuolear-v/eapon States, and 
dviring the el a b o r a t i o n of the lion-Prolifération Treaty. 

The purpose of those e f f o r t s , i t should be noted, A/as and s t i l l i s to free tho 
non-nuclear-v/eapon States from the f e a r of the uso or threat of use against them of 
nuclear v/eapons. These covmtries vent to obtain from the nucloar^v/eapon bta-tes a 
binding l e g a l comnitmeni; that thoy w i l l never ucc and never tliroaton to use nuclear 
weapons against any State that undertaices not to acquire such v/eapons. 

These e f f o r t s have led to the res v i l t s of v/hich \JQ are a l l a\;are: Security 
Covmcil r e s o l u t i o n 255 (1968), General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 293o.(XXVII) and tho f i v e 
u n i l a t e r e u d e c l a r a t i o n s mrJe by the f i v e nuclear Powers. 

Morocco, v/hich, j o i n t l y v/ith other non-5uicloc'j:-\/oapon States, has vmdertalcen by 
v i r t u e oí i t s accession to the IIPT not to acquire nuclear woapons i n any i/ay 
v/hatever, endeavoured at the Conference at •'./hich that Treaty v/as reviewed to obtain 
guarantees of the s e c u r i t y of the non-nuclerx-v/eapon States. 

Thus, at the f i r s t Pievicw Conference held i n 1975, the iloroccan delegation 
c a l l e d f o r the adoption by the Conference of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l instrument r e l a t i n g to 
secvirity gueirantees that v/ould form au integra . 1 part of tho IIPT, 

Ve do no.t intend to dwell on the r e s u l t s to v/liich those endeavours gave r i c e . 
They are v/ell-ltnoi/n to a l l of us. 
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At the specirJ. session i n 197n-i/hich it-devotori to disaraaiaont', the 
General Assenbly gave f r e s h inpetus to tho e f f o r t s nade i n that area. For i n s t o i i c e , 
i n paragraph 59 of the F i n a l Docxmont of that session, the General /assembly, having 
taicen note of the d e c l a r a t i o n s nado by the uuclo.ar-i'crpon Gtates, xirged then to 
pursue e f f o r t s to conclude e f f e c t i v e i n t e r i i c . t i o n a l iirrangenents to assure non-nuclcrr-
veapon States agrinst-tho use or threat of use of nuclear u'eapons. liy coimtrj','JhicI'. 
considers that the r e s u l t s acliiovod, i n c l u d i n g the u n i l a t e r a l d e c l a r a t i o n s , are 
inadeqviate, \/elcomed tho adoption of paragraph 59 with s o t i s f a c t i o n . I t lilce'./ise 
v/elcomes the nanner i n \;hich the Connittoo of Disamrjnent i s d o r l i n g i r i t h the problen. 
I t i s worth r e c o i l i n g t h a t , as f a r bad: as 1979» Connittee appointed, f o r t l i i s 
purpose, an Ad Hoc \/orlcing Group, uhich, l u i t i l t h i s session, had tho b e n e f i t of tho 
competence of the d i s t i n : i i i s l i e d representatives of Lgypt and I t a l y , uho presided over 
i t , as i t no\r has the b e n e f i t of tho e:rporience .uid s l d . l l of .'jnbassador Пглзиг /duTir.d 
of P a k i s t a n . 

Although we cannot undercstinate tho obstacles that stand i n the i/ay of a connon 
formula -i/hich could be included i n cn i n t e r n a t i o n a l instruncnt of a l e g a l l y binding 
character, we nust pursue our e f f o r t s to achieve that g o a l . 

i'he Committee's discussions hrve made i t p o s s i b l e ; 

(1) To i d e n t i f y some elements of the commitments not to use or t l i r c a t e n 
to use nucîear I'eapons against the non-nuclenr-\ieapon States; aiid 

(2) To c o r i y out a d e t a i l e d and comparative a n a l y s i s of the p o s s i b l e 
a l t e r n a t i v e s to a common approach or formula. 

!the d i s c u s s i o n s during the foiu- sessions of the Group have provided a d e t a i l e d 
view of the pr o p o s i t i o n s before us. Mo are no'i faced \.'ith t\;o approaches: on the 
one hand, an approach that provides f o r assurpnccs to bo granted i/ithout any 
c o n d i t i o n , q u a l i f i c a t i o n or l i i , i i t a t i o n and, on the other, an .-•.pproach uhich requires 
c e r t a i n c r i t e r i a to be mot i n order to determine '/hich non-:iucloar-\/eapon States 
v/ould be covered by the guarantees. 

d e l e g a t i o n , \/hich represents "a country that lias entered i n t o a b i n d i n g 
commitment, i s unable to accept some of the conditions proposed by some nuclear 
Powers. In p a r t i c u l i e r , • i t i s unable to c^^roe that non-nuclear-weapon States, such 
as Morocco, should be reo_uirod to enter i n t o a d d i t i o n a l commitments. 

Me cannot agree that States such as liorocco, uhich are P a r t i e s to the IJPT, nust 
wait f o r a nuclear-weapon free sone to bo created i n t h e i r region before- claiming the 
b e n e f i t of s e c u r i t y guarantees. Ily country' i s sparing no e f f o r t to e s t a b l i s h 
nuclear-free zones i n A f r i c a and the Iliddlo Hc-^t. However, the e f f o r t s that have 
been made i n the pact tv;o decades vdth a vieu to d«nucleari-jini- the A f r i c a n 
continent have, unfortunately, boon unsuccos:.ful because of South A f r i c a ' s t o t a l l y 
negative a t t i t u d e . Tlic e f f o r t s to dcnucleori'.:o the l l i d d l e East ore also being 
d e l i b e r a t e l y obstructed by I s r a e l . I f these f a c t s are bomo i n mind,- one cannot 
but understand our a t t i t u d e touords sucli a p r o p o s i t i o n . 

Morocco can also not agree that the grraiting of assurances to a State Party to 
the KPT should depend on i t s accession to an ngroenont on the non-s t a t i o n i n g of 
nuclear v/copons on i t s t e r r i t o r y . 
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AG to the form of the 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 weapons, the Moroccan delegation 
has already stated on several occasions that i t i s i n favour of conclucjing an 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l convention on the matter. 

V/e are al s o pleased to note that, i n p r i n c i p l e , there i s no opposition to such 
an approach. 

The CILiirJLUTi I thanic ̂ unbassador S l c a l l i f o r h i s statement and f o r h i s very kind 
words. I now give the f l o o r to the representative of A u s t r a l i a , His E x c e l l e n c y 
Ambassador S a d l e i r . 

Mr. SADLCIll ( i - u s t r a l i a ) : l l r . Chairman, i t i s vrith p a r t i c u l a r pleasure t h a t , 
on behalf of my delegation, I congratulate you, the representative of a State vrith 
which A u s t r a l i a not only has strong regiona,! t i e s , but a s p e c i a l t r e a t y r e l a t i o n s h i p , 
on your assumption of the chairmanship of t h i s Committee. 

Hay I a l s o express my appreciation to your predecessor, the distinguished 
iunbassador of I t a l y , Hr. A l e s s i , on the e f f i c i e n t and s e n s i t i v e manner i n vdiich he 
presided over us. That the Committee has been э-Ъ1е, i n d i f f i c u l t i n t e r n a t i o n a l times, 
to malee recognizable prrigress on several important f r o n t s i s i n no small vray due to 
h i s personal e f f o r t s . 

I t u r n novr to tvro items '̂ n our agenda, namely, the issues of chemical vreapons 
and of r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons. 

Ue, ac tho Committee on Disarmament, can talce some s a t i s f a c t i o n from the sense 
of p r i o r i t i e s and timing that led us to e s t a b l i s h an Ad Hoc V/orking Group on 
Chemical 1/eaponci a Working Group wliich has, moreover, the mandate of ela b o r a t i n g 
an agreement to p r o h i b i t such \reapons. 

In one context or another, 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 p u b l i c i o being 
dravm, increasingly-, to these -peculiarly s i n i s t e r and grctesq-ae t o o l s of vrar. 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l concern at t h e i r very existence grovro s t e a d i l y . i l i e to-pic i s an 
emotional one, as i t has been ever since the f i r s t h o r r i f i c use of chemical vreapons 
almost 70 yea.rs ago. Emotion i s not a good basis f o r rea.soned debate or substtintive 
n e g o t i a t i o n , but i t lends im-petus and urgency to the search f o r a, convention designed 
to eliminate these vreapons. 

There are already important areas of consensus on the means of achieving and 
shaping such a convention. Tliere i s consensus, f o r example, on the need f o r such a 
convention. There i s consensus on the aptness of t h i s Committee as a body i n which to 
negotiate a convention banning chemical vreapons. There i s concensus on the f a c t that 
chemical vreapons are of considerable m i l i t a r y value. iTiat point i s novrhere disputed 
i n the p u b l i c i t y c u r r e n t l y being given to these vreapons. Indeed, i t i s p a r t l y t h e i r 
very e f f i c i e n c y , nctably against c i v i l i a n s and the inadequately protected, vrhich malcec 
re s o r t to them tempting and the need f o r a ban on them urgent. 
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I f Chemicals of one sort or another aro being uced i n the c o n f l i c t s now talcing 
place i n too many parts of t h i c earth, then there can be no doubt that those chemicals 
are talcing a very severe t o l l . I f , a l r e r ^ y , there i s deplo:Tiient on a large scale on 
one or both sides of the European m.ilitar;'- t h eatre, then thao i s because the use of 
chemical weapons i n c e r t a i n m i l i t a r y contingencies o f f e r s a d e c i s i v e advanta.ge, even 
\rhen those v/ho c o n s t i t i i t e the target have some p r o t e c t i o n . I f there i s to be an 
increase i n C.I c r . p a b i l i t i c s , f o r example through the fevclopment of b i n a r y weapons, 
t h i s IS because tha.t .increo.ee i n c a p a b i l i t i e s mo.y serve to deter. I do not intend, 
here, to give an a.ssessment of the various p u b l i c reports that liave appeo.red on those 
n a t t e r s . -îut I \rill come bade to thorn i n d e s c r i b i n g the task before tho Connittee. 

i'wo major issues roma.in to be resolved i n our e f f o r t s to p r o h i b i t chemical weapons. 
Those arc the issues of sccpo and v e r i f i c a t i o n . The issue of scope, i n c l u d i n g tho 
important question whether or not there should be a beai on use, i s a contentious one. 
Once again there i s , however, consensus on sono fimdánental p o i n t s . One of these i s 
the s a n c t i t y of the I525 Geneva T r o t o c o l . The 1-rotocol bans the use of chemical 
Vieapons, even though i t does not do so i n a conprehencive. way. The P r o t o c o l i s f a r 
from p e r f e c t , f o r i t s u f f e r s from ambiguity, as w e l l as a lack of comprehensiveness, 
nevertheless,, the P r o t o c o l of 1925 does liave groat merit: i t i s a-lready i n place, i t 
i s alreadj»- pa-rt of the machinery of constraint and a great many yta.tes are p a r t i e s t o 
i t . 'The P r o t o c o l V7ill need to be referred to i n the n3v; convention tovra,rds v/hich ;;e 
are v/orking, since v/hatever the scope of the no\.' instrument, i t v / i l l b u i l d on the 
achievenent of 1925- 'hat our convention should do i s liiHc i t s e l f , perhaps i n i t s 
preamble, to the P r o t o c o l . In doinr; so, i t should r e i n f o r c e the P r o t o c o l . This 
reinforcement v/ould then be nu t u a l . The detemina,tion of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l comnunity 
to nalce chemical ^/eapons impossible would bo •'one qui v o c a l . 

Gome delegations have i n the past expressed concern that a new convention could 
have the e f f e c t of wcalconing the 19^5 P r o t o c o l . I do not thinlc they need v/orry. 
Mhen a t r e a t y b u i l d s on an e a r l i e r one, the .lego-l force of that e a r l i e r t r e a t y cannot 
be v/ealcened. J o r i s there ambiguity of commitment. A party to one, but not to the 
other remains bound by the commitment i t hr.s na.de. I f bound to both, the comnitmont 
i s e q u a l l y c l e a r . In p r a c t i c e , i t seems .aghly probable thct p.ll States p a r t i e s 
to the 1925 P r o t o c o l v / i l l a l s o move to adhere to the now convention. 

Another fundamental point under the heading of scope on v/hich there i s consensus 
concemr. t h e d e f i n i t i o n of t h e c r i t e r i o n of purpose. There i s general agreement 
that some h i g h l y t o x i c chemicals \áll be permitted f o r production, s t o c k p i l i n g , 
r e t e n t i o n , t r a n s f e r and so on. .'juch chenicals w i l l , f o r example, includ e 
pharmaceuticals. The e s s e n t i a l c r i t e r i o n d i s t i n g u i s h i n g permissible chemicals from 
those to be prohibited i s the ends to vdiich these chenicals arc to be put. 'fhe 
d e f i n i t i o n of the general-purpose c r i t e r i o n i s , ond must be, the corner-stone of- the 
tr e a t y at v/hich \rc sin: a l l other d e f i n i t i o n s r e f e r back to i t . In the d e f i n i t i o n 
of categories — cupertoxic l e t h a l c h e n i c a l s , l e t h a l chenicals and other h a m f u l 
chenicals — the c r i t e r i o n of purpose w i l l determine v/hat i s and what i s not to be • 
banned. 

The c r i t e r i o n of purpose a.s a.pplied to chemical v/arfare agents r e f e r s to the 
purpose f o r v/liicli the;' are made. They are produced f o r use i n amed c o n f l i c t m 
order to confer m i l i t a r y advantage. Thus, the c r i t e r i o n of purpose r e f e r s , i n f a c t . 
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to the s p e c i f i c a c t i v i t y of gaining a n i l i t a r y advantage, namely, the use of chemicals 
i n vrar. In other v:ordc, the general-purpose c r i t e r i o n already r e f e r s to the use of 
chemicals i n armed c o n f l i c t s . I t seems l o g i c a l therefore to han the use, as w e l l as 
the production, s t o c k p i l i n g and so on, of t o x i c chemicals. 

A han on use i c a l s o l o g i c a l f r o n another point of v i e v . The clauses of a CJ 
convention aimed at d c t c m i n i n g whether or not the convention i s heing honoured are 
1И:е1у to he applied only when there are reporte, suggestions or news that chemical 
vreaponc are being used. You may t l i i n i : that a p e s s i m i s t i c statement, what i n the 
jargon of our times might be termed a "worst-case scenario", but i t i s f o r a l l that 
a r e a l i s t i c statement. Consequently, i t ceemc to my delegation l o g i c a l that p r o v i s i o n 
must be made i n a convention f o r a ban on uce to be investigated and v e r i f i e d on i t s 
ovm merits. Ue chould not nal:e the problems of v e r i f i c a t i o n more d i f f i c u l t by 
i n t r o d u c i n g a r t i f i c i a l c o n s t r a i n t s that permit v e r i f i c a - t i o n only of l e s s c e n t r a l and 
nore oblique v i o l a t i o n s , such as \mla\;ful production or c t o c k p i l i n g . 

nven i n the best case, uce i s p e r t i n e n t ; i f our e f f o r t s are s u c c e c s f u l , that 
\ ; i l l be evident onl;'- by the f a c t that chemical vreapons 3̂ *0 not used. T/liether or not 
there i c unlavrful production, s t o c k p i l i n g or t r a n c f e r , there w i l l be l i t t l e r e a l concern 
among States or on the pa-rt of vrorld p u b l i c opinion so long as there a.re no suggestions 
of use. 

Hecent reports of use i n various c o n f l i c t s bea.r d i r e c t l y on our ta,sk, both vrith 
regard to the ссоре of a future convention and w i t h regard to i t s v e r i f i c a t i o n p r o v i s i o n s . 
The United ilations i c l o o k i n g i n t o these r e p o r t s , but under considerable handicaps, 
not the l e a s t of them being the absence of agreed mochanisms. Thic i s , i n p a r t , vrhy 
the United Uationo m v e c t i g a t i o n he,c been extremely clow. The procedures f o r c o l l e c t i n g 
and assescing ma.terial relevant to the United Ila.tions team's enquiry are undetermined. 
The lecson to be drairn i s tha,t the convention v e seek must provide f o r e v e n t u a l i t i e s 
of t h i s s o r t : i t must ba:i tice and i t must e c t a b l i c h machinery f o r complaints and 
f o r v e r i f i c a t i o n . llaiiy sound ideas have been a.dvanced on these acpecto. Thoce ideac 
include proposalc to l i n l c the new convention to e x i c t i n g instruments. In the Ad Hoc 
Working Group, detailed proposals have been put forvra.rd f o r e s t a b l i s h i n g a c o n s u l t a t i v e 
committee. One cuggection, which has not been made i n t h i s Committee before, but should 
not be ignored altogether, i s f o r agreed, decignatod n e u t r a l States to malee availa.ble 
a email corps vrhich vrould c n e c i a l i z e i n v e r i f i c a t i o n techniquec and could q u i c k l y 
i n v e s t i g a t e caceo referred to i t by the c o n s u l t a t i v e conmittee. I mention these idcac 
to shovr not only that our vrork i s urgent but tliat we should not have closed minds on 
the range of options open to uc i n t a c k l i n g i t . 

Since the Committee on Diearmamcnt l i r c t began ^rork on t h i s agenda item, i t hac 
benefited from the help of exports. Delegationo have boon a.ble to draw on t e c h n i c a l 
advice and feed i t i n t o tho './orking Croup. Thic has helped i n r e g u l a r sessions of 
the Uorkin;; Croup and i n separate exorcices ctracturcd arovmd s p e c i f i c problème cuch as 
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the d e t e m i n a t i o n оГ t o x i c i t y . I t i s t i n e , i n the vie'.; of the A u s t r a l i a n delegation, 
to develop t h i s important aspect of our \;or?:. I t i s t i n e that t e c h n i c a l advico 
sliould Ъе a v a i l a b l e when a p o l i t i c a l need f o r i t has been determined. Conversely, 
tecl-uiical advice can help to sliaiio tha,t p o l i t i c a l need and, indeed, ensure that the 
need i s a r e a l one or uell-baseci or i n t e l l i g e n t l y framed. delega.tion considers 
tl i a t on aspects such as v e r i f i c a t i o n , i t would g r e a t l y arjsist the Uorhing Croup 
to Icnov; \;liat technologies are availa.ble and hc\i they might be a,pplied to our tasl:. 
'..''e have c o n s i s t e n t l y stipported, f o r example, the worl: done i n t h i s area by Finland 
and b e l i e v e that t h i s work w i l l :->rove valuable. I¿ is f o r t h i s reason that ме 
consider that the technology,' described as remote con t i n u a l v e r i f i c a . t i o n — or 
i'-ecover — should be f u r t h e r examined. I t i s v;hy we b e l i e v e tha.t the CM s p e c i a l i s t s 
should be convened here again i n .^ugust to explore t e c l i n i c a l aspects of a future 
convention, ac recommended i n \ ^ r l : i n g Paper Го. jO, 

Me have heard a great deal about binary •i;eo.pons at t h i s sección of the 
Committee on Disarmament. Viy delegation regrets any new development of chemical 
weapons, f o r whatever reason. Me would be happy to see the s h e l v i n g of алу 
new development, i n c l u d i n g that of binary \;eapons, Jut some fundamental points 
need to be faced squarely. T i r c t , binary weapons are no more or no leso than the 
sum of t h e i r p a r ts: the j:no;m sum of knovm parts. For the purposes of our 
convention, ac ha.s been urgently argued oy Yugoslavia i n document CD/266, the pajrts 
can be c a l l e d precursors, or more p r e c i s e l y "key precurcoro" and subjected to the 
same procedures as tho chemicalc v;hich go to malte up a chemical v;eapon c f a 
non-binary type. The binoj:y process — i n v o l v i n g chemical r e a c t i o n during use — 
vrould therefore be treated under the convention i n the same v;ay as the process 
c f producing chemical weapons by a chemice.1 r e a c t i o n at a chemical p l a n t . Secondly, 
are the moсt vocal opponents of t h i s development i n favour of a ban on b i n a x i e c ? 
I f so vrhat arrangemonts do they have i n mind i n p r a c t i c a l terms f o r v e r i f y i n g 
such a ban? In my delegation's viexr, v e r i f y i n g a ban on b i n a r i e c i s no d i f f e r e n t 
from v e r i f y i n g a ban on other chemical weapons and i t should, of course, involve 
on-site i n s p e c t i o n . F i n a l l y , the clock cannot be stopped, l e t alone tvimed back. 
Assuming there was a ban on b i n a r i e s , and sin e f f e c t i v e , v e r i f i a b l e one at t h a t , 
vre would s t i l l have to cope vrith the p o t e n t i a l f o r b i n a r i e s . Me vrould s t i l l , i n 
attempting to drav; up a. chemical vreaponc convention, have to aclcnovrledge the 
p o s s i b i l i t y that a weapon could be constructed by mixing tvro chemical agents i n 
f l i g h t . In other vrords, the issue of b i n a r i e s i s vrith ua come vrha.t nay: the 
problem i s a t e c h n i c a l one and i t should have nothinc to do vrith p o l i t i c s . 

Ily l a s t remarks on t h i s item rela.te to the a c t i v i t y of the 'Joricing Group, 
under i t s dedicated Chairman, :unbassador Sujlca of Poland. Ily delegation vras 
pleased to see the mandate of the Working Croup.expanded. Mo were pleased that 
i t s nevr terms of reference permit s p e c i f i c vrording to be tabled i n the form of 
a l t e r n a t i v e elements of a d r a f t CM convention. I t i s pleased too at the response 
of delegations to tloic development. I t considers that a p o s i t i v e report on i t s 
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current vrorl: can Ъе made by the Worlcing Group, through the device of an agreed 
Chairman's statement, to the second s p e c i a l session on disarmament. I t considers 
t h a t , at the resumed summer session, the Working Croup be able to go a stage 
f u r t h e r and seel: to r a t i o n a l i z e the various nev/ îiltemative elements. Together 
v/ith the elements and comments tha.t constituted l a s t year's report of the 
Working Group, under the distinguished chainaanship of ..Imbacsador Lidgard of Sv/eden. 
ouch r a t i o n a l i z a t i o n should mean th a t , by the end of the year, much of the work 
of e l a b o r a t i n g a convention on chemical v/eapons v / i l l have been done. Ilany t e c h n i c a l 
d e t a i l s v / i l l remain to be worked out. I t may be that the questions of scope and of 
linlcage v/ith other instruments v / i l l not ha\re been f u l l y resolved by then, nonetheless, 
v/e s h a l l have talcen a d e c i s i v e step fori/ard, a step vrhich does much to meet earnest 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l hopes f o r r e a l progress tov/ards p r o s c r i b i n g chemical v/eapons. 

I novr tvim to the subject of r a d i o l o g i c a l v/capons, on v/hich the A u s t r a l i a n 
delegation has not spolcen substsmtively i n plenary f o r some time. That i s because, 
i n oviT viev/, more v/ac to be gained by concentrating our e f f o r t s i n the l/orking Group 
on r e s o l v i n g outstanding questions. Por tv/o reasons, v/e judge that the time has 
now come to speaZi out on some aspects of .the Working Group's tasks. \/e note f i r s t 
t h a t , b u i l d i n g on the strong fovmdations l a i d l a s t year by the distinguished 
Ambassador of Hungary, l i r . Komives, and imdor tho d r i v i n g leadership of t h i s year's 
Chairman, the distinguished Ambassador of the Federal Hepublic of Germany, 
[Ir. Wegener, there i s a i-èal chance of progress i n the v/ork on v/liat i s defined as 
the t r a d i t i o n a l s u b j e c t ^ a t t e r of negotiations on r a d i o l o g i c a l v/eapons. Secondly, 
the Working Group has beg-un serious study of how to ban attacks on c i v i l i a n nuclear 
i n s t a l l a t i o n s . 

- On the text covering the t r a d i t i o n a l m a t e r i a l , A u s t r a l i a l a s t year sovight 
to help define what c o n s t i t u t e s a r a d i o l o g i c a l v/eapon. This year, v/e have put 
fon/ard i n the Working Croup four d i f f e r e n t d e f i n i t i o n s . In so doing, v/e hoped 
not so much to conceive a d e f i n i t i o n that v/ould meet the st r i n g e n t t e c h n i c a l 
requirements that are needed, but to prompt c r e a t i v e thinlcing on the problem. 
In that respect, v/o b e l i e v e v/e have succeeded. \Ic e a r n e s t l y hope t h a t , once a 
t e c h n i c a l l y sound d e f i n i t i o n lias been achieved, p o l i t i c a l objections yet vmvoiced 
v / i l l not impede i t s ul t i m a t e i n c l u s i o n i n a t r e a t y . Ilany grey c e l l s and much 
sv/eat have gone i n t o the e f f o r t to device a d e f i n i t i o n that can i n no v/ay be 
int e r p r e t e d as l e g a l i z i n g the use of nuclear v/eapons. Discouragement and much 
disappointment v/ould imdoubtedly follov/ i f doubts yet unexpressed on t h i s v/ay of 
proceeding v/ere to negate i t . 

Аз to the other a r t i c l e s of the projected IT./ convention, v/e have been 
g r e a t l y encouraged by the v/orlnnanlike a t t i t u d e of those talcing part i n the 
Working Croup and f i r m l y endorse the Chairman's viev/ that v/e should t r y , before the 
second s p e c i a l session, to come as cloce ac poccible to an agreed t r e a t y . 
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Ггал1:1у, my delecation has always seen a convention on radiological v/eapons 
as a marginaJ disarmament measure. Nonetheless, vve have also regarded i t as 
v/orth persisting i n as a further step on the path to disarmament. Agreement, 
even near agreement, on the draft of, a convention i s , moreover, something v/hich 
can only encourage us in ovir work and help ensure a successful cpecia.! session. 
Ue need, in any event, quickly to doopatch this particular monster so that we can 
attack with greater confidence the larger monsters that crov/d our agenda. 

As to the projected ban on attacks against ci v i l i a n nuclear f a c i l i t i e s , 
A.ustralia s t i l l has under reviev/ hov/ this might best be achieved. One thing, 
hov/éver, is clear: there is l i t t l e to bo gained from linlcing i t in such a way 
to negotiations on the traditional material that neither is advanced. The banning 
of attacks cn civilian nuclear installations w i l l be, as even the f i r s t of our 
meetings has chov/n, a task 6f great complexity. It requires and deserves the 
f u l l attention of a Uorking Group free from other preuccvipations. It has, for-example, 
been argued that so fierce are the consequences of the hostile dispersal of 
radioactive material from nuclear f a c i l i t i e s that attaclcs on the v/hole range 
of installations involved in any v/ay irith such material should be prohibited. 
Wiile this may sound like a good idea, i t raises immense problems not only of 
verification, identification and marking of the f a c i l i t i e s to be protected, but 
also of adequately delimiting perimeters and sanctuaries. Many countries are, 
moreover, so peppered v/ith f a c i l i t i e s v/hich tise or handle radioactive material for a 
wide variety of purposes, that an effort to ban attacks on a l l of them immediately 
runs up a,gainst insurmourit?.ble practical problems. 

Thus, the Committee w i l l need to look carefully at the problem of definition, 
especially at the lov/er, less dangerctia, end of the spectrum, v/hich includes 
such installations as spent fuel storage f a c i l i t i e s , nuclear research establishments, 
factories working v/ith irradiated material and radioactive material being transported 
betv/een f a c i l i t i e s . Australia, as a country with f a c i l i t i e s at thic lov/er end 
of the spectrum, is concerned to see a f u l l exchange of viev/s on a l l the options 
open to the Uorking Croup in developing a definition of the kinds of f a c i l i t i e s 
and installations to be protected by the projected ban. Accordingly, v/c ̂ /ould 
v/elcome any technical information and expertise that delegations can bring to 
the discussions. I do not v/ant to finish this statement v/ikhout stressing that 
my delegation brings an open mind to the matters encompassed by a ban on attacks 
against c i v i l i a n nuclear installations and looks forv/ard both to learning from 
and to co-operating \/ith a l l delegations on this journey into relatively unchartered 
waters. 
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The CHAIRilAH: I thank the representative of A u s t r a l i a f o r h i s statement and f o r 
the kind words he addressed to the Chair. I now give the f l o o r to the representative 
of China, His Excellency ííinister Tian J i n . 

Mr. TIAM JIN (Oiina) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Chinese); Mr. Chairman, f i r s t of a l l , 
please allow me warmly t o congratulate you on your assumption of the chairmanship of 
the Committee on Disarinament f o r the month of A p r i l . We believe t h a t , v/ith your 
diplomatic s k i l l and r i c h experience, you w i l l be able to guidée our Comr-iittee to 
the completion of i t s arduous task i n the l a s t month of the sp r i n g session. I would 
a l s o l i k e to express our appreciation to Ambassador M. A l e s s i of I t a l y , vjho so 
e x c e l l e n t l y accomplished extensive work during the l a s t month. 

I vrould now l i k e to express our vievjs on the comprehensive programme of 
disarmament. 

The el a b o r a t i o n of a comprehensive programme of disarmament i s a task entrusted 
to the Committee by the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament. This i s a r e f l e c t i o n of the urgent d e s i r e of the people of the vrorld 
that such a programme should help h a l t the aruis race and promote disarmament. Since 
the VJorkiai; Group on a CPD resumed i t s work l a s t January under the s k i l l e d and 
experienced chairnanship of Ambassador Garcia Robles, many meetings have been held 
and a great deal of v/ork has been done. During t h i s period of time, representatives 
of member States have held serious and i n t e n s i v e discussions and frequent consultations 
on the elements of tha pro.'^raiame. As a r e s u l t , they have f u r t h e r c l a r i f i e d t h e i r 
respective p o s i t i o n s and views ana gradually a r r i v e d at various degrees of convergence 
on some of the issues and achieved souie progress. In t h i s connection, I v/ish to 
express our appreciation of the a c t i v e r o l e played by the Group of 21. However, we 
cannot f a i l to note that , on the conceptual issues relatin,!^ to the stages, nature 
and time-frame of the programme, the measures to be included i n the programme and 
the procedures f o r the review of the inplementation of the programme, d i f f e r e n c e s 
s t i l l e x i s t ajong various sides and anireeraent s t i l l eludes us. Greater e f f o r t s 
therefore s t i l l have to be made i n t h i s regard. 

In our view, i f a comprehensive programme of' disarmament i s r e a l l y to accelerate 
the process of disarmament, v/e should, as stated by representatives of some States, 
make a step forv/ard from the P i n a l Docuiient adopted at the f i r s t s p e c i a l session 
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. The programme should encompass 
s p e c i f i c measures to be implemented by stages rather than merely l i s t i n g various 
measures. For the promotion of the disarmament process, the measures of the i n i t i a l 
stage are the most c r u c i a l . Measures f o r t h i s stage should be as s p e c i f i c as p o s s i b l e . 
Their formulation should proceed i n the l i g h t of the e s c a l a t i o n of the arms race and 
the grov/ing danger of v/ar and i t should r e f l e c t the p r i n c i p l e that the States with the 
la r g e s t arsenals should be the f i r s t to reduce armaments so that the implementation of 
those measures may curb the arms race and reduce the danger of v/ar. With regard 
to the question of how many stages should be included i n the programine, various sides 
gener a l l y think that there should be at l e a s t three stages: the f i r s t , intermediate 
and final-Stages, v/ith the intermediate stage being sub-divided i n t o two or three stages 
i f necessary. We view t h i s approach as f e a s i b l e . 

With regard to the question of time-frames, views remain widely :divergent. 
We are of the opinion that there should be an i n d i c a t i v e time-frame f o r each stage. 
This would give us a sense of urgency i n the implementation of the measures. I f there 
i s no time-frame at a l l or i f States do not undertake to ifiiplement relevant measures 
V7ithin a time-frame, then the prograiome x / i l l lose much of i t s p r a c t i c a l s i g n i f i c a n c e . 
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Apart from an I n d i c a t i v e tlme-frame, I t I s a l s o necessary to define an appropriate 
review mechanism and procedures. P e r i o d i c reviews w i l l not only promote the 
Implementation of the programme, but a l s o f a c i l i t a t e the adjustment of measures f o r 
the next stages. Therefore, reviews may ge n e r a l l y be c a r r i e d out at the end of each 
stage without excluding the p o s s i b i l i t y of a l s o conducting mid-stage ones, should the 
necessity f o r them a r i s e . We subscribe to the view that the United Nations should 
play the c e n t r a l r o l e i n reviewing the Implementàtlorr,of the programme. We bel i e v e 
t h a t , i f the n e g o t i a t i n g p a r t i e s genuinely wish to promote disarmament by ela b o r a t i n g 
the Programme, then once I t has been worked out a f t e r s e r i o u s n e g o t i a t i o n s , they should 
n a t u r a l l y undertake the o b l i g a t i o n and r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of implementing i t 
c o n s c i e n t i o u s l y . 

The second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament I s 
drawing c l o s e r with each passing day, yet the t e x t of the various elements of the 
programme, e s p e c i a l l y the most substantive part on "measures", s t i l l contains many 
brackets. This s i t u a t i o n cannot but arouse general concern. As some representatives 
have pointed out, the achievement of r e s u l t s i n negotiations depends on the w i l l t o 
neg o t i a t e . We would l i k e to emphasize that the f u l f i l m e n t of.the task of elaborating 
the programme depends mainly on whether or not the Superpowers that possess the 
l a r g e s t arsenals have the w i l l to cease t h e i r arms race and to car r y out disarmament. 
Though they cannot o v e r t l y oppose the p r o v i s i o n of p r i n c i p l e that they have s p e c i a l 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r disarmament, the Superpowers, i n discussions and negotiations on 
s p e c i f i c disarmament measures, have frequently placed i n brackets the reasonable 
proposals of the non-aligned and n e u t r a l States that they take concrete disarmament 
a c t i o n s . This c o n s t i t u t e s the main obstacle to substantive progress In ne g o t i a t i o n s . 

In the course o f the meetings, we have deeply f e l t the e f f e c t s o f the general 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n on the disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s . The I n t e n s i f i e d Superpower 
r i v a l r y i n various parts of the world, t h e i r accelerated arms race and the continued 
aggression and occupation of sovereign States by hegemonists have Jeopardized 
confidence and understanding among States and have s e r i o u s l y a f f e c t e d the atmosphere of 
the disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s . This has n a t u r a l l y added to the d i f f i c u l t i e s involved 
i n the el a b o r a t i o n of the programme. Therefore, i n order s u c c e s s f u l l y to elaborate 
and, subsequently, Implement the programme, i t i s of k̂ ŷ importance that the Superpov/ers 
should change t h e i r p o s i t i o n s and honour t h e i r professed d e s i r e f o r disarmament with 
concrete a c t i o n s . 

F i n a l l y , I wish t o s t a t e that the Chinese delegation w i l l continue to exchange 
views with other delegations and work together with them f o r the completion of the 
ela b o r a t i o n of the programme. 

The CHAIRMAN; I thank the representative of China f o r h i s statement and f o r the 
kind words he addressed to the Chair. I now give the f l o o r t o the representative o f 
Indonesia, Ambassador Sutresna. 

Mr. SUTRESNA (Indonesia): Mr. Chairman, permit me, at the outset, to express on 
behalf of my delegation our sincere congratulations to you on your assumption of the 
chairmanship of the Committee f o r the month of A p r i l . Your accession to the c h a i r 
during the l a s t month of the Committee's f i r s t session of' 1932 augurs w e l l f o r the 
completion of the Committee's work, i n view of what the Committee Is expected to 
contr i b u t e to the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 
I say t h i s because we are a l l aware-that you have long been deeply involved In t h i s 
m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament n e g o t i a t i n g body. This f a c t o r , against the background o f 
the past, yet unique experience of the country which you so ably represent, has given 
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my delegation added confidence that you w i l l be able to guide our work to a successful 
conclusión.. My delegation pledges i t s support and co-operation to you i n the 
accomplishment of your task. 

I , j 3 ^ a l l be remiss i f I do not a l s o say, on t h i s occasion, how much my delegation 
appreciates the c o n t r i b u t i o n made by your predecessor, tho d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative 
of I t a l y , tóibassador Mario A l e s s i , during h i s term of o f f i c e as Chairman of the 
Committee f o r the month of March. . The s k i l l , t a c t f u l n e s s and firmness he displayed 
i n p r e s i d i n g over our work during that period enabled the Committee to reach the átage 
at which i t f i n d s i t s e l f today. 

My brip;f. i n t e r v e n t i o n t h i s morning w i l l be devoted to item 6 of the agenda namely, 
the compcehenai'ye prograiume of disarmament and, i n p a r t i c u l a r , the question of the 
nature of the CPD. 

My delegation attaches considerable importance to the nature of the comprehensive 
prograkiiime of dlsarmábent.üi ;-in my delegation's view, i t w i l l determine and r e f l e c t the 
degree o f our commitment t o the implementation of the CPD i n f u t u r e . The embodiment 
of the CPD i n a l e g a l l y binding instrument would c o n s t i t u t e thr greatest assurance of 
i t s сге<!1Ъ111Су and worthiness and crown the long, hard and laborious work that has 
gone i n t o I t s e l a b o r a t i o n . 

tíff delegation r e a l i s e s t h a t some delegations i n the Committee have r a i s e d o b j e c t i o r 
to t h i s i d e a . ' They have argued, f o r example, that the success of any negotiations,woul 
depend on various f a c t o r s and that ,• i n pursuing disarmament e f f o r t s States cannot • 
be l e g a l l y bound. VJhile i t i s true that we cannot t r e a t disarmament negotiations 
i n i s o l a t i o n , i t i s equally t r i i e that r e l a t i o n s among States at any given moment are the 
r e s u l t of the behaviour of the States concerned and, as such, l i e w i t h i n the domain 
of t h e i r r e s p e c t i v e r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . Linkage theory can, and must, work both ways. 
Thus, ext e r n a l f a c t o r s may in f l u e n c e the disarmraent negotations, but e s p e c i a l l y i f 
progress i s achieved, the disarmament negotiations can a l s o help to shape r e l a t i o n s 
among States. 

My delegation a l s o suspects that there i s some apprehension t h a t , once the CPD 
i s embodied i n a l e g a l l y binding instrument, i t w i l l eventually serve as another 
platform f o r blaming one State or group of States i n the case of f a i l u r e to a r r i v e 
a t successful r e s u l t s . I f t h i s f a i l u r e occurs, the blame w i l l be on a l l of us without 
exception. . Needless to say, the F i n a l Document c o n s t i t u t e s a v i v i d reminder to a l l of 
us that we have to proceed to disarmament or face a n n i h i l a t i o n . I t i s therefore 
d i f f i c u l t to understand that t h i s noble aim of disarmament should be put aside simply 
because of the perceptions and s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s of a few States-

The d i s t o r t i o n of the noble aim of disarmament has, to soma extent, a l s o been 
caused by those who expressed doubts about the assumption on which the s t a t e of a f f a i r s 
r e f e r r e d to i n paragraph 11 of the F i n a l Document was based; and who went even f u r t h e r , 
saying that paragraph 11 was an exeiggeration. My delegation i s aware -that some 
m i l i t a r y s t r a t e g i s t s have advocated the view that a nuclear war could be winnable. 
Another suggestion based on t h i s f a l s e premise was t h a t , as they are already used to 
the e x i s t i n g s i t u a t i o n , they argued that there i s no point i n changing i t and that there 
i s no other way than to accept i t as a r e a l i t y . The only remark that my delegation 
can o f f e r , a t l e a s t f o r the purpose o f t h i s b r i e f i n t e r v e n t i o n , i s : are we going t o 
continue to l i v e under constant fear as a r e s u l t of the s o - c a l l e d balance of t e r r o r or 
deterrence p o l i c y ? My delegation submits that to l i v e without fear i s one of the 
fundamental r i g h t s of mankind. 

In conclusion, the experience I believe we a l l gained from the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o 
devoted to disarmament i s that p o l i t i c a l commitment alone i s not enough to ensure the 
implementation of the F i n ^ i пл/ч1то«4-
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I am not at a l l suggesting that the embodiment of the CPD i n a l e g a l l y binding 
instrument w i l l automatically ensure i t s s t r i c t and f a i t h f u l implementation. However, 
my delegation believes that we w i l l at least have the assurance that the obligations 
contained therein w i l l be carried out i n good f a i t h . 

The Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a CPD, the distinguished representative 
of Mexico, Ambassador Garcia Robles, requested us, during the l a s t meeting of the 
Contact Group, to f i n d an acceptable solution to the two d i f f e r e n t approaches to the 
nature o f the CPD and to choose between a l e g a l l y binding instrument and a simple 
recommendation of the General Assembly. 

I am not claiming that, by t h i s b r i e f intervention, my delegation has adequately 
responded to such a request. I must admit, however, that my delegation continues to hold 
hold the view that the CPD should be l e g a l l y binding. As to i t s appropriate form 
as a l e g a l Instrument, my delegation has an open mind. 

The CHAIRMAN; I thank Ambassador Sturesna for h i s statement and f o r the kind words 
he addressed to the Chair. 

That concludes my l i s t of speakers for today. Does any other delegation wish 
to take the f l o o r ? 

The s e c r e t a r i a t has c i r c u l a t e d today, at my request, an informal paper containing 
the timetable for meetings to be held by the Committee and i t s subsidiary bodies duririg 
the coming week. As announced by my predecessor, there w i l l be no a c t i v i t i e s i n the 
United Nations O f f i c e at Geneva on Friday, 9 A p r i l . Therefore, In order to maintain the 
frequency of weekly meetings, we have had to provide for simultaneous meetings. Of 
course, t h i s i s not a new development, since we have already been holding simultaneous 
meetings for some weeks. The only difference i s that we can now count on f u l l 
conference services for the meetings shown i n the Informal paper. As usual, the 
timetable i s merely Indicative and we can adjust i t as we proceed. It seems to me, 
however, that the arrangements contained i n the informal paper are the minimum required to 
allow the Committee to discharge the tasks facing i t before the end of the f i r s t part 
of the present session. 

I f there i s no objection, I w i l l consider that the Committee adopts the timetable. 

I t was so decided. 

The CHAIRMAN: I have been asked by Ambassador Sujka, the Chairman of the 
VJorklng Group on Chemical Weapons to transmit to you the following message: 

"The Chairman of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons i n v i t e s delegations 
to open-ended Informal consultations on the format of the report, on 
Monday, 5 A p r i l 1982, at 10.30 a.m. i n Room I." 

I w i l l now adjourn the plenary meeting. 

The next plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament w i l l be held on Tuesday, ' 
6 A p r i l at 10 a.m. 

The meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 12.15 Р.и» 
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Mr. H . ICLniGLER 
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Mr. Y . OICAVA 
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Ilorocco; 

Hetherlands; 

N i g e r i a : 

P akistan; 

Peru; 

Poland; 

Romania; 

S r i Lanka; 

Sweden; 

Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics; 

United ICingdom; 

Il r . S.II. RAHALLI 
Il r . И. CHRAIBI 
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Mr. M. AldlAII 
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Ib:. B. SUЛCA 
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I i r . J . L U I J D I I I 

Mr. V.L. ISSRAELYAIÎ 
Hr. Y. 1С. I T A Z A R I C n i 

•llr. Б . Р . P R O I C D F I E V 

I b . D.M. S m - f l E R H A Y E S 

Mrs- J . I . L n n C 

I l i s s J.E.F. imiGHT 
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The СТТАТгаШТ; Dis t i n g u i s h e d delegates, I declare open the 169th plenary meeting 
of the Conimittee on Disarmament. The Committee continues today i t s consideration of 
item 6 on i t s Agenda, e n t i t l e d "Comprehensive Programe of Disarmament". As u s u a l , 
members wishing to make statements on any other subject relevant to the work of the 
Committee may do so, i n conformity w i t h r u l e 30 of the Rules of Procedure. I have 
on my l i s t of speakers f o r today the representatives of Mongolia, 
the United States of America, Indonesia, the Netherlands, S r i Lanka, Romania and 
B r a z i l . I novi give the f l o o r to the f i r s t speaker on my l i s t , the representative 
of Mongolia, H i s Excellency Ambassador Erdembileg. 

Mr. ERDEMBILEG (Mongolia) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Russian); Mr. Chairman, i n i t s 
statement today the delegation of the Mongolian People's Republic would l i k e to 
express some views on item 5 of the Committee's agenda, e n t i t l e d "New types of 
weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n and new systems of such weapons; r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons". 

But before doing so, I should l i k e , on behalf of my delegation, s i n c e r e l y to 
congratulate you i n connection with your assvunption of the chairmanship of the 
Committee f o r the month of A p r i l . 

My delegation places great hopes i n the successful outcome of the-Comnittee's 
d e l i b e r a t i o n s under your wise guidance i n t h i s important and responsible p e r i o d 
covering the completion of the work of the f i r s t p art of the Committee's 1982 session 
and the submission of the s p e c i a l report to the forthcoming second s p e c i a l session 
of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

Permit me to take t h i s opportunity to express once again щу delegation's 
gratitude to the representative of I t a l y f o r the work done by him i n discharging 
the f i m c t i o n s of Chairman f o r the month of March. 

Today, the Committee on Disarmament, i n accordance with i t s programme of work, 
i s completing consideration of agenda item 6. The Mongolian delegation has b r i e f l y 
expressed i t s views on t h i s item i n i t s previous statements. 

As i s known. General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 56/92 F requested the Committee on 
Disarmament to complete, during the f i r s t part of i t s session i n 1982, the 
e l a b o r a t i o n of a comprehensive programme of disarmament and to submit i t i n time 
f o r consideration and adoption by the General Assembly at i t s second s p e c i a l session 
devoted to disarmament. 

In t h i s connection, I should l i k e to point out t h a t , notwithstanding the 
considerable e f f o r t s made by the Committee i n the contact groups and i n -tiie course 
of consultations betv;een i n t e r e s t e d delegations and apart from c e r t a i n r e s u l t s , 
there s t i l l remain unresolved problems and a пгдтЬег of d i f f i c u l t i e s i n the way of 
agreement on the text of the programme. 

However, ve have not yet l o s t hope that the Committee w i l l prove able to make 
the most e f f i c i e n t use of the time remaining and move ahead with the execution of the 
task before i t . 
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Mongolia's p o s i t i o n on the question of the p r o h i b i t i o n of nevf types and new 
systems of weapons of mass de s t r u c t i o n has been stated i n t h i s Committee on several 
occasions. Ue, l i k e many others, continue to hold the viev/ that the simplest 
and most r e l i a b l e means of r e s o l v i n g t h i s problem i s the conclusion of a 
comprehensive agreement that would erect a f i r m b a r r i e r to the emergence of any 
nevr types of weapons of mass de s t r u c t i o n and new systems of such weapons. At the 
same time, meeting the p o s i t i o n of the western partners i n the negotiations i n the 
Committee h a l f way, we do not preclude the p o s s i b i l i t y of concluding agreements on 
i n d i v i d u a l types of such v/eapons. 

In t h i s context, rsuüological weapons could alreaidy have been declared i l l e g a l . 
\Jhen the j o i n t Soviet-United States proposal on the p r o h i b i t i o n of r a d i o l o g i c a l 
weapons was introduced i n the Committee, many delegations expected, with f u l l y 
j u s t i f i e d hope, t h a t , on the b a s i s of t h i s proposal, agreement would be reached 
i n the Committee on Disarmament on t h i s type of weapon of mass d e s t r u c t i o n i n the 
near f u t u r e . 

But f a c t s remain f a c t s and i t can only be regretted that the negotiations have 
moved i n the d i r e c t i o n of the complication of the problem. We consider the f i r s t 
requirement to be to reach agreement on the question of p r o h i b i t i n g r a d i o l o g i c a l 
weapons themselves without l i n k i n g i t to other, vinrelated questions. 

With regard to the problem of ;he p r o h i b i t i o n of new types of weapons of mass 
de s t r u c t i o n and new systems of such weapons, I should l i k e to r e f e r to 
General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 36/89, vi/hich " c a l l s upon the States permanent members 
of the S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l , as w e l l as upon other m i l i t a r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t S t a t e s, to 
make d e c l a r a t i o n s , i d e n t i c a l i n substance, concerning the r e f u s a l to create new 
types of v/eapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n and new systems of such v/eapons", that "would 
be approved t h e r e a f t e r by a d e c i s i o n of the S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l " . 

In t h i s connection, the Mongolian delegation supports the proposal of the 
delegation of the Hungarian People's Republic f o r the h o l d i n g , during the second 
part of the 1982 session, of informal meetings of the Committee on Disarmament w i t h 
the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of governmental experts to consider the question of the 
aforementioned d e c l a r a t i o n s and other i s s u e s , r e l a t i n g to the p r o h i b i t i o n of new 
types of weapons of mass de s t r u c t i o n and new systems of such weapons. 

In our opinion, such an approach would enable the Committee to make progress 
i n t h i s matter. 

I should l i k e to say a few words about the question of the p r o h i b i t i o n of the 
nuclear neutron weapon. 

The concern f e l t by world p u b l i c opinion about the threat of t h i s most 
inhuman and b a r b a r i c type of weapon v;as f u l l y r e f l e c t e d f o r the f i r s t time i n 
resolution ' 3 6 / 9 2 K, adopted by the General Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - s i x t h session. 

In t h i s r e s o l u t i o n , i t i s stressed that the i n t r o d u c t i o n of the nuclear neutron 
weapon i n the m i l i t g i r y arsenals of States escalates the nuclear arms race and 
s i g n i f i c a n t l y lowers tho threshold to nuclear war, thereby i n c r e a s i n g the danger of 
such a viar. 

file:///Jhen
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Further on i n the r e s o l u t i o n the General Assembly recognizes the inhumane 
e f f e c t s of t h i s weapon and requests the Committee on Disarmament to s t a r t without 
delay negotiations i n an appropriate o r g a n i z a t i o n a l framework with a view to 
concluding a com^jntion on the p r o h i b i t i c n of the production, s t o c k p i l i n g , deployment 
and use of " nuclear-neutron weapons. 

Thus, the General Assembly has c l e a r l y and unambiguously defined i t s a t t i t u d e 
to neutron weapons. 

However, i t i s to be regretted t h a t , because of the o b s t r u c t i o n i s t a t t i t u d e of 
some delegations, there has been no d e c i s i o n by consensus v;ithin the Committee on 
Disarmament concerning t h i s recommendation from the u n i t e d Nations General Assembly. 

Nevertheless, the Mongolian delegation, together with other s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , 
continues to b e l i e v e i t e s s e n t i a l t h a t , i n accordance v i t h the above-mentioned 
recommendation of the General Assembly, the Committee should s t a r t concrete 
negotiations on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the nuclear neutron weapon and set up an 
ad hoc working group f o r t h i s purpose. In t h i s connection, I should l i k e to point 
out once again that as long ago as March 1978 the group of s o c i a l i s t countries 
submitted f o r the consideration of the Committee on Disarmament a d r a f t convention 
on the p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear neutron weapons. 

V/e consider t h a t , i n order to prevent a new neutron s p i r a l i n the arms race 
and a f u r t h e r increase i n the' danger of war, the Committee on Disarmament must heed 
the c a l l of vrorld p u b l i c opinion.' 

The CHAIRMAN; I thank the representative of Mongolia f o r h i s statement and 
f o r the k i n d words he addressed to the Chair. I now give the f l o o r to the 
representative of the United States of America, H i s Excellency Ambassador F i e l d s . 

Mr. FIELDb (United States of America): Although you have asked that the 
customary t r i b u t e paid to incoming Chairmen should be dispensed w i t h , i n your case 
I must demur, f o r I would be'remiss i f I d i d not express the pleasure and -
s a t i s f a c t i o n of my delegation at seeing you, ray dear f r i e n d and colleague, i n t h i s 
C h air. Ve have important work before us t h i s month and we are confident that yovir 
experience, s k i l l and d e d i c a t i o n , so ably demonstrated during your tenure as the 
representative from Japan to t h i s Committee, w i l l l e a d us to a successful conclusion 
during t h i s c r i t i c a l period i n our 1982 session. I would also l i k e to take t h i s 
oppor-trunity to express my delegation's admiration and appreciation to our Chairman 
f o r the month of March, my good f r i e n d the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of I t a l y , 
Ambassador A l e s s i , who has given unsparingly of h i s time and considerable t a l e n t s 
to the work of our Committee during h i s chairmanship. 

Today I would l i k e to speak on agenda item 6, dealing v/ith a comprehensive 
programme of disarmament. 

s 
For the past three sessions, the Committee has pursued e f f o r t s to achieve the goal 

of general and complete disarmament under e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l through a 
Vorking Group dedicated to the development of a comprehensive programme of 
disarmament. This work has been c a r r i e d out under the able and dedicated leadership 
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of Ambassador A d e n i j i , the representative of N i g e r i a , i n 1980 and our d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
f r i e n d and colleague, Ambassador Garcia Robles, the representative of Mexico, 
i n 1981 and 1982. This task — i n s p i r e d by the desires of a l l people to l i v e i n 
a world of geniiino and l a s t i n g peace — has not always been easy, due to the 
fundamental nature and complexity of the issues i n v o l v e d . We have, despite these 
d i f f i c u l t i e s , accomplished important and u s e f u l work. However, our task i s s t i l l 
f a r from complete, and s i g n i f i c a n t work remains to be done, both here i n the 
Committee and at the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly, where the 
r e s u l t s o f our work w i l l be submitted to the s c r u t i n y of an anxious world community. 
Although my delegation v i i l l undoubtedly have more to say about the programme when 
we r e f e r to the procedure f o r forwarding the r e s u l t s of the V/orking Group's e f f o r t s 
to the second s p e c i a l session, I would l i k e b r i e f l y to o u t l i n e i t s views on c e r t a i n 
aspects of the work done to date. 

I n saying that d i f f i c u l t questions remain, I do not v/ant my colleagues to think 
that I am a prophet of doom. The r e s o l u t i o n of the remaining problems i s not 
beyond our reach. I t i s , however, important that we understand f u l l y not only 
what the i s s u e s and the problems are, but the underlying r a t i o n a l e f o r the p o s i t i o n s 
of various concerned delegations. 

The United States approaches the e l a b o r a t i o n of a comprehensive programme of 
disarmament w i t h i n the framework of i t s o v e r - a l l n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y p o l i c y — a p o l i c y 
based on enduring p r i n c i p l e s admed both at achieving and at maintaining peace. An 
e s s e n t i a l element of our p o l i c y , as r e i t e r a t e d by becretary Haig on 14 J u l y 1981, i s 
the search f o r sound arms co n t r o l agreements. 

My Government i s committed to t h i s search and t h i s commitment v/as reaffirmed 
by President Reagan i n h i s press conference on 31 March, i n which he s a i d : 

. " I have and I w i l l continue to seek r e a l i s t i c arms c o n t r o l agreements on nuclear 
and conventional f o r c e s . I want an agreement on s t r a t e g i c nuclear weapons that 
reduces the r i s k of war, lowers the l e v e l of armaments and enhances g l o b a l 
s e c u r i t y . We can accept no l e s s " . 

I n c a l l i n g upon the Soviet Union to j o i n us i n pursuing the goal of peace, 
President Reagan s a i d : 

"I i n v i t e the^Soviet Union to j o i n w i t h us now, to s u b s t a n t i a l l y reduce nuclear 
weapons and make an important breakthrough f o r l a s t i n g peace on earth". 

The importance which our President attaches to arms c o n t r o l issues was h i g h l i g h t e d 
yesterday by h i s d e c i s i o n to address the second s p e c i a l session o f the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. In t h i s connection, he expressed both the 
hope that President Brezhnev would also attend and h i s desire that the two should meet 
at that time to discuss'issues r e l a t e d to disarmament, so important to a l l of us. 
I n h i s annovmcemeilt, he s a i d : 

"The whole i d e a ... of arms red u c t i o n , arms c o n t r o l , i s one of the most 
important things that i s f a c i n g us, and I hope that w e ' l l (Presidents Reagan and 
Brezhnev) be able to address the conference". 
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These statements by President Reagan make i t c l e a r that there can be no 
question about my country's commitment to the search f o r an enduring peace and 
i t s strong d e s i r e to begin the process of reducing nuclear weapons as a major 
c o n t r i b u t i o n towards t h i s goal'. 

I would l i k e to point out that President Reagan spoke of " r e a l i s t i c arms 
co n t r o l agreements". I t i s with t h i s sense of r e a l i s m and commitment to the arms 
co n t r o l process that хву delegation has approached our negotiations on the 
comprehensive programme of disarmament. I cannot over-emphasize the attachment 
of my delegation to a vrorkable and r e a l i s t i c programme. Regrettably, past 
attempts by serious and dedicated men and women to create- and maintain peace 
have not always been marked by great success. The fundamental causes o f war and 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l tension have not been eradicated despite our best e f f o r t s . For 
us to achieve success, our endeavours must take f u l l account of the i n t e r a c t i o n 
between the causes of tension and the a c c r e t i o n of armaments-. Agreements to 
l i m i t and reduce arms must be c a r e f u l l y negotiated to protect and enhance the 
s e c u r i t y of a l l the p a r t i e s i n v o l v e d and to ensure that such agreements do not 
create i n s t a b i l i t i e s which increase the r i s k of the very c o n f l i c t s they are 
designed to l e s s e n . The o b l i g a t i o n s they create must be précise and compliance 
w i t h them must be v e r i f i a b l e . The process of n e g o t i a t i o n i s n e c e s s a r i l y a 
consensual one. The t e c h n i c a l and p o l i t i c a l complexity of these i s s u e s , the 
fundamental nature-of the i n t e r e s t s i n v o l v e d and thé i m p o s s i b i l i t y of foreseeing 
w i t h p r e c i s i o n relevant future developments make i t u n r e a l i s t i c to p r e d i c t a 
r i g i d sequence o r a r b i t r a r y time-tables f o r the conclusion of p a r t i c u l a r agreements. 
D i s t r u s t and suspicion are obstacles to disarmament; thus, c o l l a t e r a l measures 
to promote openness, or "transpeirency", and enhance the b u i l d i n g of confidence 
are v i t a l to the process. Moreover, progress i n disarmament must go hand i n hand 
v/ith the strengthening of i n t e r n a t i o n a l procedures and i n s t i t u t i o n s f o r peace
keeping and the peaceful settlement of disputes. For these reasons, we b e l i e v e 
t h a t , to be s u c c e s s f u l , progress must be made by d i s c r e t e steps and through 
s p e c i f i c agreements. 

V/hile experience and p r a c t i c e have shown that success i n disarmament can only 
be achieved through a r e a l i s t i c step-by-step approach, we have none the l e s s 
supported, and continue to support, the broad approach to disarmament adopted by 
t h i s Committee i n the negotiations, on a comprehensive programme of disarmament. 
My delegation has p a r t i c i p a t e d a c t i v e l y i n t h i s v/ork, i n the b e l i e f that such a 
programme can provide both a broad guide -to a c t i o n towards disarmament and a 
means of measuring progress. I t i s our b e l i e f — one shared by many i n t h i s 
Committee — that the comprehensive programme of disarmament should provide the 
necessary framework f o r a c t i o n towards disarmament. I t should not d i c t a t e 
s p e c i f i c actions to States, but should, r a t h e r , serve as a guide or plan f o r 
use by States i n the development of the s p e c i f i c actions to be undertaken by -
them. ' I t should i d e n t i f y measures that require n e g o t i a t i o n and the p r i n c i p l e s 
to guide those negotiations and suggest p r i o r i t i e s to be observed. I t should 
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also i n d i c a t e procedvires f o r ensuring adequate and e f f e c t i v e v e r i f i c a t i o n and 
compliance with the measures to be negotiated by States, as w e l l as the appropriate 
mechanisms f o r review and a p p r a i s a l . 

The content of the comprehensive programe of disarmament must r e f l e c t 
r e a l i s t i c , as vrell as e f f e c t i v e , balanced, v e r i f i a b l e and appropriately i n t e r r e l a t e d 
approaches v/hich take f u l l y i n t o account the e x i s t i n g s e c u r i t y needs of s i l l S t a t e s , 
the i n t e r n a t i o n a l atmosphere and p o l i t i c a l r e a l i t i e s . The concept of the 
i n t e g r a t i o n of measures and the negotiations on them i s extremely important. 
Negotiations can be pursued on d i f f e r e n t measures at the same time and several 
measures may be discussed i n one set of n e g o t i a t i o n s . This concept r e f l e c t s my 
Government's p o l i c y towards arms co n t r o l and disarmament neg o t i a t i o n s . 

The United States i s at present engaged i n a v a r i e t y of arms control and 
disarmament neg o t i a t i o n s . In Vienna, v/e are i n v o l v e d i n negotiating the reduction 
of arms and armed forces i n Europe. Here i n Geneva, we are n e g o t i a t i n g ' b i l a t e r a l l y 
w i t h the USSR on intermediate-range nuclear f o r c e s . Уе have discussed the 
expansion of confidence-building measures i n Europe i n the context of the 
Madrid Revievi Conference on Co-operation and o e c u r i t y i n Europe. In t h i s 
Committee, we have been pursuing negotiations on a r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons convention 
and the e l a b o r a t i o n of a chemical v/eapons convention. On a l l of these i s s u e s , 
our desire i s to achieve agreements as soon as p o s s i b l e . However, these e f f o r t s , 
and others to be commenced, in v o l v e complex and d i f f i c u l t i s s u e s , on whLch i t 
i s not p o s s i b l e to reach agreement overnight. My delegation therefore b e l i e v e s , 
as do others, that i t i s i i n r e a l i s t i c to include deadlines or even i n d i c a t i v e 
time-frames f o r the i n i t i a t i o n or conclusion of s p e c i f i c negotiations on measures 
contained váthin the comprehensive programme of disarmament. The establishment 
of such time-frames without regard to unpredictable future i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
developments i s i l l o g i c a l . The concept of urgency can be more r e a l i s t i c a l l y 
r e f l e c t e d by agreeing on the need to achieve 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 control i n as short a time as p o s s i b l e and by 
s e t t i n g i n motion a process of p e r i o d i c reviews to give impetus to the 
implementation of the programme. t>uch a dynamic process would talce the best 
advantage of progress reached i n negotiations on the measures o u t l i n e d , the state 
of negotiations i n progress and the i n t e r n a t i o n a l atmosphere and p o l i t i c a l 
r e a l i t i e s . 

As to the nature of the programme, my delegation does not view the 
comprehensive programme as a s u b s t i t u t e f o r the n e g o t i a t i o n of s p e c i f i c agreements 
which w i l l move the world towards general and complete disarmament. The binding 
l e g a l commitments which w i l l f u r t h e r t h i s process can only be entered i n t o as a 
r e s u l t of successful negotiations on e f f e c t i v e , balanced and v e r i f i a b l e agreements. 
We ea r n e s t l y seek the conclusion of such agreements. What i s required now i s 
the p o l i t i c a l v / i l l not only to subscribe t o , but also to undertake to implement 
the programme. This i s best done not i n words, but i n deeds — and, s p e c i f i c a l l y , 
through the a c t i v i t i e s of States to create the k i n d of t r u s t which enables true 
progress tov/ards disarmament. 
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I would l i k e to turn now to the question of measures f o r i n c l u s i o n i n the 
programme. My delegation has always held the view t h a t , i f the programme i s to 
serve e f f e c t i v e l y as a road map to disarmament, the measures included i n i t should 
i n d i c a t e the subjects upon which negotiations should take place, as w e l l as the 
general issues to be discussed i n these n e g o t i a t i o n s . The measures should thus 
not be too s p e c i f i c and should not be phrased i n such a way as to prejudge the 
outcome of such n e g o t i a t i o n s . I t i s , a f t e r a l l , the primary r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of 
the States undertaking "such ne g o t i a t i o n s to determine the s p e c i f i c contents of the 
ne g o t i a t i o n s , as w e l l as the manner i n which s p e c i f i c measures w i l l be discussed. 

My Government also has had some d i f f i c u l t y with the placement of s p e c i f i c 
measures i n a s e r i e s of stages or phases v/ithin which the n e g o t i a t i o n of measures 
are to be implemented. The ne g o t i a t i n g process i s a continuing one which does 
not lend i t s e l f to the conclusion o f a p a r t i c u l a r package of measures at any 
s p e c i f i c time. We do agree that measures to be negotiated can be i d e n t i f i e d i n 
a l o g i c a l sequence and we have v/orked i n the Working Group on t h i s b a s i s . I t 
also seems l o g i c a l to us that measures can be grouped according to the steps that 
are i n i t i a l l y required by the present s i t u a t i o n , intermediate steps and steps to 
b r i n g about general and complete disaurmament 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 . 
Through t h i s approach, some progress has been made i n the Working Group's 
Contact Group on measures. Some headwa^^' has also been made i n an informal 
contact group which i s hard at work i n attempting tc r e c o n c i l e the d i f f e r e n t t e x t s 
submitted concerning s p e c i f i c measures. 

We have made progress i n our negotiations on a comprehensive programme of 
disarmament both i n the Working Group proper and i n our informal contact groups. 
Under the respective chairmanships of the Ambassadors of France, B r a z i l and the 
German Democratic Republic, v/e have developed n e g o t i a t i n g t e x t s , a l b e i t i n some 
cases h i g h l y bracketed ones, on 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 a CPD. 
We have auso, as I have already noted, made some progress on the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n 
and e l a b o r a t i o n of measures f o r i n c l u s i o n i n the programme. Furthermore, I think 
we adl agree on the need f o r a p e r i o d i c review of the comprehensive programme of 
disairmament and my delegation does not foresee great d i f f i c u l t y i n working out the 
s p e c i f i c s f o r such a review. We b e l i e v e that at the end of t h i s session v/e w i l l 
have a n e g o t i a t i n g document, however bracketed, however i n f o r m a l , that delegations 
can r e f e r to t h e i r Governments f o r intense reviev/ before v/e turn again to the task 
of the f i n a l shaping of a comprehensive programme of disarmament. At the 
second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, we must 
s t r i v e to negotiate a comprehensive programme v/hich w i l l command the necessairy 
consensus. We must avoid i n e q u i t a b l e or xinbalanced formulae which, i n t h e i r 
impact, are d e s t a b i l i z i n g and would jeopardize peace. Our programme must 
respo n s i b l y take accovmt of the longing of the peoples of the world f o r the 
establishment of a framework f o r disarmament which w i l l lead to l a s t i n g peace. 
I t i s a noble e f f o r t , and I pledge the co-operation of my delegation i n that 
e f f o r t . 

The CHAIRMAN; I thank Ambassador F i e l d s f o r h i s statement and f o r the kind 
v/ords he addressed to the Chair. I now give the f l o o r to the representative of 
Indonesia, His E x c e l l e n c y Ambassador Sutresna. 
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lír. SUTRSSITA (indonesia): I take the floor this morning for the purpose of 
introducing the joint technical report contained in document CD/27O and submitted 
by Indonesia and the Netherlands concerning the destruction cf about 45 tons of 
mustard agent at a site near Bandung, the capital city of the Province cf Vest Java, 
Indonesia. 

It i s a source of satisfaction to ny delegation that, at this juncture in the 
Committee's work, the delegations cf Indonesia and the Netherlands are in a position 
to submit this report tc the Connittee with a view to sharing with a l l other 
member States the experience of co-operation gained by our two countries in a f i e l d 
related to a subject — that of chenical weapons — which is imder consideration by 
the Committee. Ve sincerely hope that the repcrt w i l l contribute, in one way or 
another, tc the progress of the work being done by the Comnittec in this respect. 

As you nay have noticed fron the document, the destruction cf this dangerous 
agent took place three years ago in ny countr;/. The report is being submitted at 
a time when the Ad Eoc Vorking Group on Chenical Weapons, under the able chairiranship 
of the distinguished representative cf Poland, Ambassador Sujka, is elaborating 
provisions of the future convention on the prohibition cf chenical weapons relating, 
in particular, to their destruction and verification. The crux of this prohibition, 
in the view of ny delegation, is the destruction of existing stockpiles of chemical 
weapons and chenical warfare agents. 

I believe i t appropriate to stress that the existence of this mustard agent in 
Indonesia was an inheritance fron the then Government of the Netherlands East Indies, 
xmder whose authcrit:,'' this chemical weapon was intended for use in retaliation in 
the event that chemical weapons wore used by the enemy during the Second World Var, 
which was extending to the rsgicn. As i t turned out, chemical weapons were not used 
there during that war. 

As you are aware, Indonesia xinderwcnt physical struggle prior to the 
proclamation of i t s independence in I945 and in the years thereafter. Under such 
circunstancos, i t was inevitable that tho Indonesian authorities should have been 
completely unaware of tho presence cf tho nustard agent m tho country. This also 
seens to have been the rase in the Netherlands. 

It was fortunate for the two countries that, in 1975» a Butch national who had 
been involved in the dismantling of the plant aroxmd 1949 was conscientious enoiigh 
to bring the natter to the attention of the Netherlands Government, which in turn 
informed the Gcvomnont of-Indonesia. 

The two main considerations that notiviated the decision of tho Indonesian 
Government to dispose of this dangerous agent as soon as possible were: 

1. The realization cf tho serious consequences i t s prolonged existence 
might have for tho population liv i n g in tho vicinity and for the 
environnent, especially after the subsequent discovery of a corroded tank; 
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2. S t r i c t adherence tc the I925 Genova P r o t o c o l Ъу Indonesia,, a. party 
•which d i d not aakc any r e s e r v a t i o n s . Indonesia therefore considered 
that the countries party to t h i s P r o t o c o l are ohliged to'destroy on 
t h e i r own i n i t i a t i v e dangercxis chenical agents e x i s t i n g i n t h o i r 
r e s p e c t i v e countries or i n the t e r r i t o r i e s under t h o i r j u r i s d i c t i o n . 

For t h i s d e s t r u c t i o n , the Indonesian Governnent requested the Netherlands 
Government, the a u t h o r i t y responsible f o r the existence of t h i s agent i n Indonosia, 
to provide t e c h n i c a l a s s i s t a n c e ; f o r i t s p a r t , Indonesia provided l o g i s t i c s auid 
s e c u r i t y f o r the whole operation. 

The ensuing co-operation be-fcwoen the Governments of the Netherlands and 
Indonesia i n tho d e s t r u c t i o n of t h i s dangerous agent was indeed exemplary and 
r e f l e c t e d the p r e v a i l i n g e x c e l l e n t a n d amicable r e l a t i o n s between the two countries. 

\Ihen the Indonesian-Netherlands j o i n t operation came to an end, i t "turned out 
that there were s t i l l about 2,000 l i t r e s c f mustard agent at the s i t e . Indonesia 
took upon i t s e l f to destroy them by the h y d r o l y s i s method. 

I t i s not my i n t e n t i o n to dwell o n tho t e c h n i c a l aspects of t h i s operation, 
which wap c a l l e d "Obong". However, some of i t s h i g h l i ^ t s of a non-technical 
character are perhaps worth mentioning. 

Indonesia, a country which, does net possess or manufacture chemical weapons, 
gained invaluable езфег1епсе from the d e s t r u c t i o n operation. 

Despite 40 years of storage i n the underground s h e l t e r , the agent was s t i l l 
potent mustard. This nay serve as a reminder that, even a f t e r being stored f o r 
such a l o n g period of time, the agent s t i l l possesses i t s f u l l d e s t r u c t i v e capacity. 
Such agents are at present probably s t i l l i n the possession of a number of c o u n t r i e s . 

In a fu"fcurç convention, the n e e d f o r on-site .inspection during d e s t r u c t i o n i s 
e s s e n t i a l to ensure that the d e s t r u c t i o n of t h e agent i s r e a l l y c a r r i e d out i n 
terms of i t s declared "type, qaantity and l o c a t i o n , thus e l i m i n a t i n g . p o s s i b l e doubts 
a"lDcut the sincc r i t j - - of tho p a r t i e s concorned. 

The d e s t r u c t i o n o f such a quantity o f mtistard agent u s i n g r e l a t i v e l y simple 
equipme'nt i n a r e l a t i v e l y short period of time might become an element f o r 
determining the t i m e - l i m i t f o r the d e s t r u c t i o n of stocks of chemical weapons of 
the sane category, having due regard f o r - l o c a l c o nditions. 

file:///Ihen
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Por a developing country l i k e Indonesia, such d e s t r u c t i o n requires t e c h n i c a l 
assistance and expertise f r o n developed countries ; t h i s a i g h t a l s o he considered 
as an element of the future convention. 

L a s t l y I wish to submit that tho case c f Indonesia night also bo a p p l i c a b l e 
to other countries which have s i m i l a r h i s t o r i c a l backgrounds. In t h i s connection, 
may I a v a i l myself c f t h i s opportunity to express once again the appreciation and 
gratitude of tho Govornnent c f Indonesia to tho Netherlands Government f o r tho 
assistance and. co-operati . - i n extended during the operation. 

While I have tho f l o o r , nay I bo permitted to touch b r i e f l y cn two aspects of 
tho item on chenical weapons to which ny delegation attaches groat importance. 

Many members of the Coiamittoo have voicod concom about recent developments 
w i t h regard to the prodiiction of a new generation of chemical weapons, namely, 
binary weapons, which they consider might impede the Committee's work on tho 
banning of chemical weapons. 

The emergonce c f these new weapons w i l l undoubtedly add a now dimension to 
the chemical arias race. 

Ify delegation does not at a l l question the r i g h t of any State to develop and 
adopt a p o l i c y which i t conceives would best serve i t s defence or s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s . 
But i f States have connittod themselves to achieving a p a r t i c u l a r goal i n a 
n e g o t i a t i n g forun, i t i s only l o g i c a l tn oxpoct f r o n thon that thoy w i l l not take 
a c t i o n or develop p o l i c i o s which, by t h e i r very nature, contravene that same goal, 
l e s t the c r e d i b i l i t y of t h e i r pronouncenents be diminished, i f not undennined. 
Apparently, what appears to be l o g i c f o r coxmtrios l i k e Indonesia does not appear 
to be sc f o r others. But, m;/ delegation subnits, two wrongs do not riake a r i g h t . 

l-fy delegation has tricen note of the statenent by tho d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
representativo of th<j united States, /inbassador F i e l d s , o n 25 March IS^i, i n 
which he gave an r s s u r r . n c i i tJic* "tho United States connitnent to the goal of a 
conpleto and v e r i f i a b l e ban on ch-anioal weapons has been r o a f f i r n o d by t.ie highest 
au t h o r i t y of our Gcvornnont'". Ambassador F i e l d s f u r t h e r stated th?t " i f we are 
successful i n achieving such ban, we would be w i l l i n g indeed to torninato our 
b i n a i y progranne pronptly". 

My delegation i n t o r p r o t s t h i s assurance as having a dual message. On the 
one hand, i t asks tiie Co¡3r.iittoo to work speedily on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chenical 
weapons and, on the other, tho United Statos w i l l s t r i v e f o r the achiovenont of 
the goal of the complote p r o h i b i t i o n of chenical weapons. 
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It i s tho sincero hopo of sy delegation that this pledge w i l l Ъосспе a 
reality in the not too distant future. 

Thore have Ъеоп soue c\\,c?iic:vj, raisjd in this Comittcc, to the need 
tc include a can cn use in the future conventicn since the topic was already-
covered Ъу the lO'^i' C-oncva .-rctcc^l. Logicall:," speaking, as the use o f 
chenical woapons has already Ъесп prohibited in tho Geneva 192'̂  Protocol, 
existing stack:! should have been iostroy.-d and there should be no point in 
dovoloping uc\; tyr.ctj c f .'.••uch woarrns. The centrar;.'- has, regrettably, proven 
to bo tru:. 

This situation, as d'.--le¿r:tirn so-̂ s i t , has bo^n mainly due to the 
following: 

Firs t l y , the reservations aado by a mu-iber of countries, including the nost 
powerful ones, to the 1925 Protocol f̂ n tho eventuality of ncn-conpliance with 
its provisions by an enor.iy Stato, have brought about a situation imdor which 
chenical weapons continuo to be of potential uso; 

Secondly, tho lii-iitative scope of use ir. the Geneva Prctocol, which does 
not cover other foms of araed hostilities short of war; and 

Thirdly, tho absence of conplianoe nachinery in the 1925 Pri^tocol has 
rendered nore probable the potential, or even actual, use of chenical weapons. 

The contimiod existence of choriical weapons in the arsenal of S-fcates and 
the reported intention of nanufacturing a new -fcypo of such woapons only reinforce 
ny delegation'!; conviction thi'.t tlie ban on the use of chcaical woapons in the 
fora which appears iz, the 1925 Frrtcccl should be strengthened; hence the need 
tc roaffirn the prohibition cf tho use of siich weapons in th', conprehensive 
chenical weapons convention that vo are now elaborating. 

The iaportanne of tho nood tc' include the olencnt of use in the future 
convention on the prohibition of chciical woapons has been further luidorlincd in 
the Canadian paper- contained in Aoc-iju.ient СРДбу, Ln the light of new dovolopnonts 
regarding the problens of iual-purpcse agents and binary conpoimds. 

Furthor.-.ioro, tho distinguish.-jd ropr.-;sentativc of Australia, 
Ai-.ibassador David Sa.-lloir, spoke very olociucntly and in a conprehensive nannor on 
tho question of и.чс in tho statei/.ciit hv.- ¡.:ado on 1 April 19S2. I have nothing 
to add to that statanent. It suITic-s for no tc rc-call that Indonesia, together 
vith Australia, Argentina, China '-nd Pakistan, has subuittod a proposal for 
alternativo wording for tho c c o i ^ o of prohibition of the fu-fcurc chenical weapons 
convention. 
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.V. van DONGEN (Netherlands): This i s the f i r s t time that I take the f l o o r to 
make a formal statenent i n plenary session of the Committee on Disarmament and i t 
gives i.ie groat s a t i s f a c t i o n to be able to do so under your chairmanship. In the short 
time that has elapsed since my a r r i v a l at Geneva, I have already l e a r n t the value of 
your knowledge and your judgement, and when I therefore congratulate you on taking 
the Chair of our Committee, enlightened s e l f - i n t e r e s t makes ne congratulate n y s e l f 
as w e l l that ny f i r s t formal steps i n the f i e l d of disarmanent can be made under your 
guidance. Belated thanks are due to your d i s t i n g u i s h e d predecessors. 
Ambassador M a h a l l a t i of Iran and Ainbassador A l e s s i of I t a l y , and to the several 
colleagues viho both formally and i n f o r m a l l y welcomed me to t h i s body. Before going 
i n t o the substance of my statement, I p a r t i c u l a r l y wish to put on record, ny respect 
f o r the work done here by .ny valued f r i e n d and predecessor, AiUbassadcr Richard Fein. 
I t i s both a p r i v i l e g e and a challenge to f o l l o w i n n i s footsteps i n the Committee on 
Disarmament. 

Mr. Chairman, invoking r u l e jO of the Rules of Procedure, I wish, l i k e the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Indonesia before mo, to introduce the j o i n t trorking 
paper CD/270. After the i n t e r v e n t i o n of ny d i s t i n g u i s h e d colleague, i t s subject-matter 
needs l i t t l e i n t r o d u c t i o n . 

The Netherlands delegation has tv/o good reasons f o r welcoming the opportunity to 
speak today, the f i r s t being the f a c t that, j o i n t l y with Indonesia, we can report on 
something that was a c t u a l l y dons and not nerely talked about i n tho disarmament sphere, 
the second that we can report on a j o i n t e f f o r t nado by the two countries concerned 
i n an atmosphere of harmony and mutual t r u s t . 

Operation "'Obong-' can be regarded as an implementation "avant l a l e t t r e " of a 
possible chemical weapons t r e a t y . Such a treaty remains of inmediato p r i o r i t y f o r 
our two delegations and I a.n happy to note that one nay conclude from the a c t i v e 
negotiations i n the Ad Hoc Vorking Group on Chemical Ueapons that t h i s appears to be the 
f,asa f o r a l l delegations and that keen i n t e r e s t has been displayed by a number of 
-observers. 

An e s s e n t i a l elenent of any С '-.reaty i s the d e s t r u c t i o n of e x i s t i n g sv.ockpiles of 
chemical weapons and chenical warfare agents under adequate i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

To generate naxiraum confidence i n a CW t r e a t y , countries should declare a l l t h e i r 
stocks and i f possible s t a r t destroying then beforo tho t r e a t y enters i n t o f o r c e . 
T l i i s , of course, you r e a l i z e , would be the o p t i n a l scenario. In r e a l i t y , i t i s 
probably too much to expect that a l l countries w i l l declare t h e i r operational stocks 
beforo the treaty enters i n t o f o r c e , whilü de s t r u c t i o n of opoi'ational stocks i s l i k e l y 
to s t a r t only a f t e r tho t r e a t y has co-.ie i n t o i'orco. 

At the sane time, tnere are no reasons \-ihy obsolete stocks should not be 
declared and destroyed as of now. '.¡0 know t i i a t several countries aro i n the process of 
destroying o l d s t o c k p i l e s of chemical v/eapons or have already done so, rocognizing 
the importance of removing extremely to::ic n a t e r i a l s f r c i i the environnent. 
P u b l i c i z i n g such a c t i v i t i e s nay nolp to b u i l d confidence and help other countries i n 
tha search f o r s u i t a b l e nethods of destroying t h e i r stocks. 
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The d e j t r u c t i o n o f c h G ü i c a l w e a p o n s a n d a g e n t s i s o f t e n f a r f r o m s i m p l e . . T h e i r 
e:c;rc..'!e t o . i i c i t y a n d , t h u s , t h e r i s l c s i n v o l v e d f o r t i i a o j r s o n s wo r ' . r i n g a t t h e 
d e s t r u c c i ó n s i t e i - e q u i r - ; h i j h s a f e t y ¿ t a n u - i r d s . T r a n - s p o r t a t i o r . o f o l d : : t o c ! : p i l . ; 3 счп 
DC d a x i g e r o u s a n d t h e r e f o r e . m c e s i i - a b l e . V.io n o s : . i " j i l ' ' . t : / o f a d - e r s c e n v i r o n m e n t a l 
e f f e c t s n u s t a l s o J O t a k e n i n c o a c c o u n t . Л-: a r e s u l t , 'спэ o n t x r a d v ^ j t r u o t i o n c p e - M c i o n 
„3 l i l - e l y t o be C 0 3 t l y anci t i n e - c o n s u n i n i ; . 

b e t w e e n t h e two ' ' ' o r l u ' ' a r s , a n u n b e r o f o o u n t r i a s p - o d u c e d o r j o s s e j r . e d u u j t a r d 
a ; j r : t : - , . / i f t e r ch . . Seconci J o i ' l f i \ b v , s e v e r i l o f cae-ii ^'ОС.'.иеС t o d e s t r o y t : - , 3 i r o l d 
. l u s t a v - s t o o ! : , 3 . J i f r e . w n t ae • t r u e t i e r : ñ i j tnods v r r o ( ' . . s i ¿ncc:. T h e s e -.et'o e i tnc-.-" 
n i g h l / cor . ip le .\ •-• i n p a r t b e c a u s e o f cne I ' c q u i r e i . i e n t fo.^ l a r g e ' - . u a n t i t i e o o f w a t e r 
гп '1/оа ù e c o n t a ' i i n a n t s — o r c n c r . J . l o J t h e r i . i ' ; o ' ' an u n a c c e p t ' ; J1 - e n v i r o n - l e n t a l i..iD£Ct. 

Ü::a..ipia3 o f t h e f o r m e r a r c t h e h y d r o i y s i s l e t h o d anú t n e .-letnoci u s e d by t h e 
U n i t e d S t a t e s C a a z a i c a l A g e n t an¿ ¡ í u n i t i o n s D i s p o s a l S y s t e n i vC/u-lDS); o p e n - p i t b u r n i n g 
a n d o c e a n d u a p i n g a r e e . x a a p l e s o f t h e l a t t e r . A l l m e t h o d s h a v a t h e i r a d v a n t a g e s a n d 
t n e i r d i s a d v a n t a g e s . 

T o d a y , t h e d e l e g a t i o n s o f I n d o n e s i a a n d t n 3 N e t h - j r i a n d s p r e s e n t t o y o u a r e p o r t 
on t h a i r j o i n t o p e r a t i o n t o d e s t r o y a c o n s i d a r a b l e a m o u n t o f m u s t a r d a g e n t s . T l i i s 
t a c h i i i c a l r e p o r t i s c o n t a i n e d i n d o c u i ' i e n t CD/'.i'(0. Tha o o a r a t i o n d a s c r i u e d w a s , o f 
c o u r s e , a d a p t e d t o t h e p r e v a i l i n g s p e c i f i c c o n d i t i o n s , . : u t , a r a c o n f i d a n t , t h a t i t 
a l s o d e m o n s t r a t e s t h a t t h e d e s t r u c t i o n o f i - i u s t a r d a g e n t s i s a v i a b l e f a i r l y s i . i i p l e 
a n d c o s t e f f a c t i v a o p e r a t i o n t h a t c a n be c a r r i e d o u t w i t h o u t e n d a n - ^ e r i n g p u b l i c h e a l t h 
o r t h e e n v i r o n i i i a n t . 

d i s t i n g u i s h e d c o l l e a g u e f r o m I n d o n e s i a h a s a l r e a d y g i v e n y o u t h e s a . i o f t h e 
h i s t o r i c a l b a c k g r o u n d a n d I s h a l l t r y t o k e e p t h i s p a r t o f my i n t e r v e n t i o n a s b r i e f 
a s p o s s i b l e . Yn:-. s t o c k p i l e a t t h e s i t e o n t h a i s l a n d o f J a v a o r i g i n a l l y was i n t e n d e d 
a s a d a t a r r a n t a g a i n s t p o s s i b l e c h e m i c a l w a r f a r e i n t h e r e g i o n . Liut a s i t t u r n a d o u t , 
c h a - a i c a l w e a p o n s w e r e n o t u s a d i n t h a w a r t h a t b r o k e o u t . A f t e r t h e w a r , t h a p l a n t 
t h a t h a d b e e n i n o p a r a t i o n t o p r o c i u c i t h i s s t o c k p i l e was d i s m a n t l e d . B u t t h e m u s t a r d 
a g a n t i t s e l f , s c o r e d i n s e a l e d t a n k s i n u n d e r g r o u n d s ' n a l t e r s , was n o t d e s t r o y e d . And 
o n l y a f e w p a o p l a w o r e i n p o s s e s s i o n o f a l l t h e f a c t s - ; i n p a r t i c u l a r , n e i t h e r t h a 
I n d o n e s i a n n o r t h o i ^ a t h e r l a n d s a u t h o r i t i e s w a r e a w a r e o f t i i e e x i s t a n c i o f a s t o c k o f 
m u s t a r d a g e n t . And o n l y i n t h a s e c o n d n a i f o f t h o s e v e n t i e s was a t t e n t i o n d r a i m t o 
t h e n a t t e r by one o f t h e p a r s o n s v;ho h a o b a e n i n - - o l v e d i n d i s m a n t l i n g t h a p l a n t . 

The b i d o n o s i a n and i i e t h e r l a n d s G o ^ ' a r n m c n t s t h e n d e c i d e d t o e l i i r . i n a t a t h a d a n g e r o u s 
s u b s t a n c e a n d t h e y a g r e e d t n a t t h a f i a t h e i ' l a n d s G o v c r n i o e n t - . ' ou ld p r o v i d e t e c h n i c a l 
a s s i s t a n c e : , i n c l u d i n g t e c h n i c a l c : : p e r t s , a n d che I n d o n e s i a n G o v e r n . a e n t w o u l d bo 
c h a r g e d w i t h p r o v i d i n g l o g i s t i c s a n d g u a r a n t e e i n g s e c u r i t y d u r i n g t h o o p a r a t i o n . Tha 
P r i n ; r i a u r i t s L a b o r a t o r y Ti iO i n t h e i Je thar l anós was c h a r g e d w i t h t h o o r o v i s i o n o f t h e 
t e c l i n i c a l a c s i - î t a n c a . 

A f a c t - f i n J i n : ' n i i j s i o n i n - A p r i l l;-7c3 r a v i i a l a d t h e p r a s a n c a , o n a s i t e a d j a c e n t 
t o a n a r t i l l e r y r a n g e anci i n c l o s e p r o x i m i t y t o a n i n h a b i t e d a r e a , o f f i v o s t e a l t a n k s 
o f 10 c u b i c m e t r a s e a c h i n a s .папу u n d e r g r o u n d s t o n e s h e l t a r . . ; i i a l f • • f i l l e d \ ; i c ' - i v ; a t a r . 
One o f t h a t a n k s h a d c o r r o d e d t o s u c n a n c x t a n c t h a t t h e c o n c e n t s h a d a p p a r e n t l y 
l e a k e d o u t . l e t no m u s t a r d a g a n t c o u l d be d e t e c t a d i n r a L a t i o . i t o t h a t t a n k a l t h o u g h 
d e c o m p o s i t i o n p r o d u c t s w.îra p r e s e n t , T n j c t h a r f o u r t a n k s w a r e f o u n d t o c o n t a i n 
M i u s t a r d a g C i i t , t o an e s t L n a t a d t o t a l o f r ) , 0 0 0 l i t r e s . 
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(Иг. van Dongen, iletherlands) 

The presence of such a large amount of mustard agent i n close proximity to 
populated areas and the p o s s i b i l i t y tnat the tanks could leak were, of course; of great 
concern to the Indonesian Governiaenc. Con ..cquently, i t ;>ras decided that the agent 
should be disposed of as quicicly as p o s s i b l e . 

Several methods of de s t r u c t i o n were considered-, t a k i n g i n t o account that o n - s i t e 
d e s t r u c t i o n was necessary since transport of the agent over large distances i/as e v i d e n t l 
too r i s k y . This l a t t e r f a c t o r U n i t e d the a v a i l a b l e options, i n view of r e s t r i c t i o n s 
on energy, on water and on n a t c r i a l s u p p l i e s . The nethods I .mentioned e a r l i e r 
l i y d r o l y s i s , the CAl-iDS and ТА.-IDS nitnods, open-pit bu'-'ning or ocean dunping —- \?8ге 
therefore r e j e c t e d . Other methods v;ere a l s o r e j e c t e d , n a i n l y because thay presented 
d i s p o s a l problens. 

In the end, the de c i s i o n ijas nade to use a .nathod of c o n t r o l l e d i n c i n e r a t i o n . 
A speci a l l y - d a s i g n c d i n c i n e r a t o r uas b u i l t i n tha .iefcherlands and shinoed to Indonesia. 
After the Indonesian rJBC Defence Corps had nade tue necessary preparations on the s i t e , 
the construction and the t e s t i n g phase s t a r t e d - This phase l a s t e d f o r about a nonth. 
Tho a c t u a l i n c i n e r a t i o n of tne nustar-d agent tou¡: place i n June i;79. Л t o t a l quantity 
of 52,000 l i t r e s of nustard agent u'as dastroyed. ^lou \ ; i l l f i n d i n the \;orking document 
a d e t a i l e d d e s c r i p t i o n of the i n c i n e r a t i o n netnod, as u e l l as of the d i f f i c u l t i e s 
encountered i n tlie d e s t r u c t i o n of part of the stock. 

lihat lessons can be draim f r o n t h i s operation and tne histo:"y behind i t ? The 
f i r s t i s that the de s t r u c t i o n of considerable q u a n t i t i e s of nustard ageiit under the 
conditions described can be s a f e l y c a r r i e d out i n a reasonably short period of t i n e 
and with r e l a t i v e l y s i n p l e equipnent. 

The second, no l e s s i n p o r t a n t , i s the denonstration of the valuvî of со--operation. 
Ue have here a tan g i b l e example of a j o i n t , p r a c t i c a l e " f o r t to help b u i l d the basis 
f o r a t r e a t y banning chemical iveapons altogether. 

Tlie t h i r d lesson concerns v e r i f i c a t i o n . During the de s t r u c t i o n operation, dua 
a t t e n t i o n was given to a pos s i b l e v a r i f i c a t i o n uechanis.a. Supposing f o r a nonent that 
the Obong operation had taken place under a chenical i/eapons convention, che question 
of a required type of v e r i f i c a t i o n would then, of course, have a r i s e n . And our reply 
would ¡lave been t h a t , with the technology now a v a i l a b l e , only on^-site i n s p e c t i o n on 
a regular basis would have provided adequate proof that the chemical warfare agent 
had indeed been e f f e c t i v e l y and t o t a l l y destroyed, - t h e o r e t i c a l l y , p o s s i b i l i t i e s o f 
renoté observation and c o n t r o l e x i s t , but they are s t i l l a lon;;i way fron beconin,': 
o p e r a t i o n a l , iiuch research and developnent w i l l be requi-red befcre the f e a s i b i l i t y 
of such a syste-m can be e s t a b l i s h e d . I'or the foreseeabitj futu-.s, only o n - s i t e 
inspection during the de s t r u c t i o n w i l l provide adequate - v e r i f i c a t i o n f o r the 
des t r u c t i o n of s t o c k p i l e s , as i n Operation Obong. 

These are sone preliuii n a r y oùservations as an i n t r o d u c t i o n to docu.ient CD/270 
j o i n t l y c i r c u l a t e d by the delegations of In̂ ..onecía and the fletherlands. Our t\;o 
délégations intend to arrange f o r a présentation о? a шо.-е tcchnicîi't nature i n t h i s 
Coniiiictee l a t e r i n the year. 

I t goes without saying, and i n t h i s I an sure t l i a t I can speai: f o r ny Indonesian 
colleague, that both cur delegations are prepared to answer any question that nay 
a r i s e concerning t h i s operation. 
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The CHAIRt-^H; ï thanlc the representative of the Netherlands f o r h i s statement 
and f o r the kind words he addressed to tho Chair. I now give the f l o o r to tha 
representative of S r i Lanka, His Excellency Ambassador Jayaltoddy. 

Mr. JAYAKODDY ( S r i Lanka): Mr. Chairman, T.S. E l i o t , perhaps with poetic l i c e n c e , 
described A p r i l as the " c r u e l l e s t month". Let me hasten to say that my delegation 
does not think that the month of A p r i l needs to be the c r u e l l e s t month e i t h e r f o r you 
or f o r the other d i s t i n g u i s h e d representatives i n t h i s Committee. I t can become a 
hard and punishing month i n v/hich the Committee endeavours to complete i t s work, 
hopefully with a measure of success. 

Your long and d i s t i n g u i s h e d record of work m t h i s Committee and the intense 
commitment to disarmament of your country, i t s Government and i t s people are g r e a t l y 
appreciated by d i s t i n g u i s h e d representatives here. I t i s therefore an honour and 
p r i v i l e g e f o r ay delegation to welcome you as Chairman, v/ish you success and, at the 
same time, pledge to you our f u l l e s t co-operation and a s s i s t a n c e . Ue are confident 
that you w i l l , v/ith your i n f i n i t e patience, great coiipetence and u n f a i l i n g courtesy, 
help to b r i n g the Committee to a s u c c e s s f u l conclusion of i t s current s e s s i o n . 

Ue were p r i v i l e g e d to have the d i s t i n g u i s h e d Anbassador of I t a l y to guide us 
through the Ides of March. Тле l a s t month was a d i f f i c u l t one f o r a l l of us. I t 
c a l l e d f o r quiet diplomacy, t e n a c i t y and s k i l l e d persuasiveness to s t e e r the Conmittee 
towards important decision-making. Ambassador A l e s s i demonstrated a l l these 
q u a l i t i e s i n auiple measure, thus helping the Caamittee to nake s e v e r a l s t r i d e s towards 
accomplishing the tasks before i t . üy delegation would l i k e to express i t s s i n c e r e 
thanks to Ambassador A l e s s i f o r h i s invaluable c o n t r i b u t i o n during the month of March. 

I v/ish to make a fe\j observations on the comprehensive programme of disarmament 
which i s on our agenda f o r today. We have a l l accepted that a comprehensive programme 
of disarmament could become the centre-piece of the second s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. I do not v/ish to a n t i c i p a t e v/hat kind of 
centre-piece i t v / i l l be, but ray delegation hopes that i t w i l l not be a disappointment 
to those who hope f o r something s i g n i f i c a n t and s u b s t a n t i a l . The Comiaittee owes a 
very l a r g e debt of g r a t i t u d e to d i s t i n g u i s h e d A-nbassador Garcia Robles f o r h i s 
i n d e f a t i g a b l e chainnanship of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a comprehensive programme 
of disarmament. He has, with great pains, uns\/erving d e t e r n i n a t i o n and single-minded 
commitment, t r i e d to move the negotiations forv/ard. ШлаЬ has been achieved up to now 
i n the Ad Hoc Working Group i s modest, but there i s s t i l l time and an even greater 
d e s i r e f o r more accomplishment. Wc hope that, uy the end of t h i s s e s s i o n , we s h a l l 
have something worthwhile to place before the second s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

My delegation has no i l l u s i o n s about what the eventual adoption of a conprehensive 
programme of disarmaiiient could mean. lie do not think that the formulation of a 
comprehensive programme of disarnanent by the Committee and i t s adoption by the 
s p e c i a l session w i l l t r i g g e r an avalanche of i n s t a n t disarmaiiient that w i l l nake us 
turn our n i l i t a r y v/eapons i n t o ploughshares. Nor w i l l i t , by i t s e l f j end the 
nuclear arns race or r e l i a n c e on deterrence and counter-force s t r a t e g i e s to ensure 
n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y . Our expectations are nore l i m i t e d . A comprehensive programme of 
disarmament w i l l , i n our view, be a s t a r t i n g point that r e f l e c t s a couaon w i l l and 
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( i r . -Tayaicodüy, S r i L a n i c a ; 

conr.îit:.ient t o i n i t i a t e a b a l a n c e a , c o i i p r o l i e n s i v s an-1 r e a l i s t i c p r o c e s s t h a t e n c o m p a s s e s 
g e n u i n e a n d a f f e c t i v e m e a s u r e s o f d i s a : - a a . . i a n c b a i n " n e g o t i a t e d an."; i . i - j l e . n e n t a d . ï c 
w i l l , i n o u r v i e w , s i g n i f y z n a t we a c c e p t a f r an i awor i c o f p o . ' - j i t i v a , a f f i r m a t i v e a c t i o n 
t o v i a r d s g e n e r a l a n d c o r . i p l e t a ùi. ':ar.;a l a n t , t a l c i n g i n t o a c c o u n t t l i c v a r i o u s 
i n t a r r a l a t i o n s h i p s b e t w e e n s e c u r i t y , m i l i t a r y p r e p a r e d n e s s a n d t h e d e s i r e t o c r e a t e 
a n i n t e r n a t i o n a l o r d e r i n \ ; n i c h w a r i s n o t u s e e a n y l o n g e r a s an a - t a n s i o n o f p o l i t i c s 
tín¿ d i p l o m a c y . I t i s i n t n i a l i clvc iin;"' ' . .nsod o n s u c r . a nope t h a t л / d e l e g a t i o n v i c i . ' s 
t h e f o r . . i u i a t i o n o f ? c c i o r a h a n s i / a progra in i . i e o f d i s a r m a . . i c n u a n d i t s e v e n t u a l a d o p t i o n 
Oí.'.: iMpla - . a n t c . t i o n . 

1 w o u l d l i ! : a t o t o u c h o n t-,'o . l a t t a r s t n a t . . ' x l l oo ' a f j r r e c ' t o i n t h a c o ; , i p r a " i c n s i v a 
p.-ogra..imo o f d i s a i V . i a . a o n t Vha f i r s t r a f a r o to t h o a s t a b l i j " ! : a n t o f zonas o f p e a c e . 1 
h a / a i n u i n d h a r e , s p e c i f i c a l l y , t h e ¿ a c l a r a c i ó n ox" т;.;а .".jidi:...n Ocean a s a z o n e o f p e a c e . 
Ac cho d i c t i n g u i s h a d r a p r a s a n t a t i v a s on t . i i s C o i i . - i t t e e - . ( e l l 1:по\7, ,ÏV c o u n t r y h a s , 
i ; i n c a 1972, b a a n a c t i v a i n o r c n o L i n : . ; t " ! a c o n c a p t оГ t i i a J n d l a n U c e a n l O i n ; d a c i a r e d 
a ; j onc o f p e a c e . G r l L a n l c a - s u n s w o r v i n . - ; cor.ii.iiun.jnс t o c ' l i s p r o p o s a l o-'V: o u r 
unin te r ruptac î p u r s u i t o f t h i a g o a l a r a basât' o r t ' l a J i o p c o n v i c t i o n t h a t i t s 
r e a l i z a t i o n c a n e l i m i n a t e a s a r i o u t ; t h r e a t t o ¿na p e a c e a n d ^ a c u r l t y o f t n e e n t i r e 
ü i d i a n Ocean r e g i o n . . T i ia . . l i l i t a r i a a t i o i i o f t h e o c . an t h a t h a s o a a n u n d e r way o v e r 
tha l a s t d a c a d e 'лаз r e s u l t a J i n a n e s c a l a t i o n o f t a n a i o n and n a s given r i s a t o j r a a t 
c o n c a r n t n a t t h a Ind 'Lan Ocean c o u l d Ьессла a n u a l e a r b á t e l a j r o m . T h i s i s a n 
c . ' o n t u a l i t y t h a t '.-a w l s n oo a/o i . . . 'ay t a i r t n g a l l a r f a c t i . - a . ' . l e aaur j s " a a f o r a i t i s t o o 
l a t a . 

i^ ' eep ing t h i s i n v i a i . ' , :.iy d a l a g a t i o n h a s , i n t h a c o u r s e o f n o ' ~ o t i a t i o n s o n t h e 
C P D , e m p h a s i z e d t h a i i p o r t a n c a o f f o r . i u l a t i n g t h e . l a a s u - o d e a l i n g w i t h t h a d e c l a r a t i o n 
o f t h a I n d i a n Ocean a j a z o n e 0 " p a a c j ' . / i t h a c c u r a c y a n u c l a r i t y a n d o f a t t a c h i n g t h a 
n e c e s s a r y h i g h p r i o r i t y t c i t i n t h e p r o c e s s o f i - , i p l e m e n t a t i o n . ";;e f o a l t h a t f a i l u r e 
t o r e c o g n i z e t h e f u l l s i g n i f i c a n c e o f t n i s .г.аазига, o r a p o n t p o n a i - i a n t o f i t s 
i i a p l e i j s n t a t l o n t o a f a r - d i s t a n t d a t a , v / i l l c o n t r i b u t a t o a f u r t n a r a g g r a v a t i o n o f . 
t e n s i o n a n d t ' l a \ ; i d a n i n g o f n u c l e a r c o n f l i c t a r e a s i n t h a v / o r l r i . 4 e t h e r e f o r e h o p a 
t h a t t h a . j a a s u r a a n d t i . i i n g o f i t s i . i p l a m a n c a t i o n w i l l b a r a f l a c t o d a p p r o p r i a t e l y i n 
t h a C P U by c o n s e n ^ j u s a.-id w i t h o u t r a s a r v a t i o n s . 

i-iy d a l a g a t i o n a t t a c n a s p a . - t i c u l a r i m p o r t a n c e t o the ^ l a c ' n i n o r y a n d p r o c e d u r e 
e n v i s a g e d i n t h a C P D t o p r o m o t e tha d i s a r a a . . i e a t ' p r o c e s s , t o r a v i a ' , / c o n t i n u o u s l y t h a 
p r o . g r e s s o f i . . i p l a i i e n t a t i o n a n d t o hold s p e c i a l r a v i a w s a c s i o n c . ï h a s e a r a v i t a l 
f u n c t i o n s t o a s s i s t a n d e n s u r e t i v i t t h e C i ' D i s b a i n ^ i . . i p l e . :anceU and t o i d e n t i f y 
p r o b l e m s o r s a t - b a c l c s t n a t .,;ay bo e x p e r i e n c e d . I t i s h a r d l y n o c a s s a r y t o a n p h a s i z a 
t h a t p r o g r e s s i n i : i p l a : - . : a n t a t i o n w i l l b a i n f l u o n c a d 'oy a w i d i v a r i a c y o f f a c t o r s a n d 
i n t G r r e . " ' . a t i o n s h i p s i n d . ' . r f a r a n t do.a-oos. A d j u s t i U c n t , r c a ù j u s t n e n t a n d t h a n e e d f o r 
c h a n g e s o f раса , t a k i n g a c c o u n t o f d a v c l o p . : i e n t s , p a r t i c u l a r l y i n t h o f i ; l d o o f s c i a n c a 
a n d t c c l m o l o g y , w i l l h a v e t o be c o n s i è e r a d o n a s y s t e m a t i c b a s i s i f r a a i i s n i s t o 
p r a v a i l . 

T h e s a r e q u i r e j a n t s h e l p t o u n d e r l i n e t h e n e e d f o r a . . l o ra c o m p r e h e n s i v a r e v i e w o f 
i n s t i t u t i o n a l a r r a n g a m c n t c i r o l a t i . i < g t o d i s a r m a m e n t \ / i t h i n t h ; U n i t e d M a t i o n s ; 3ys t e . i i . 
l i l i s q u e s t i o n n a s a l r a a ú y b a a n r a c o g n i - e d a n d wa h a v e t h a r e p o r t o f a G.-oup o f L z z p a r t s 
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(ГЬ. J a y a k o d d y , S r i L a n l c a ) 

o n i n s t i t u t i o n a l a r r a n g o a c n i s r e l a t i n g t o t h e p r o c e s s o f ù i s a r m a a o n t . The r e p o r t 
w i l l с е л е o e f o r e t h e s e c o n d s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . Tc i s n e c e s s a r y t o r e f e r i n t h i s 
c o n n e c t i o n t o t h e p r o p o s a l s . j ade a t t h o f j . r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n r c g a r d i n ç i n s t i t u t i o n a l 
a r r a n g e m e n t s r e l a t i n g t o t h e d i s a . ' . . i a . i e n t p r o c e s s a n d t h e r o l e o f t n _ - u n i t e d I l a t i o n s i n 
t h i s f i e l d . P a r a i g r a p h 123 o f t h o F i n a l Docu.-.iont h a s l i s c o d . a l l o f t h e m . T h e y i n c l u d e 
t h o p r o p o s a l f o r a w o r l d d i s a r r a a a c n t a u t h o r i t y made by t h o t ^ r e s i d e n t o f S r i L a n k a , 
n i s e x c e l l e n c y J . n . J a y a v / a r d o n e . S u b s e q u e n t l y o t h e r p r o p o s a l s w o r e raadu i n t h e 
G e n e r a l A s s e n b l y . 

A l l t h e s e p r o p o s a l s , i n o u r v i e w , . j o r i t s e r i o u s c o n s i d e r a t i o n by t h i s C o a - n i t t c e , 
a s w e l l a s a c t i o n b y t h e s e c o n d s p e c i a l s e s s i o n a n d f u t u r e s e s s i o n s o f t h e 
G e n e r a l / i s s e n b l y . i t i s o u r v ie\? f i - i t t h e p r o c e s s o f r e f i n i n g a n d r e v i t a l i z i n g t h e 
u n i t e d i J a t i o n s d i s a r n a n e n t m a c h i n e r y h a s n o t e n d e d , ' i e f e e l t h a t t h o p r o p o s a l s t h a t 
h a v e b e e n n a d e c o n t a i n v e r y u s e f u l e l o n c n t s u h i c h c a n be r c f . l n e d a n d e l a b o r a t e d 
f u r t h e r b e f o r e b e i n g g i v e n a n i n s t i t u t i o n a l c h a r a c t e r . Y h c y c o u l d t h e n e n h a n c e 
c o n s i d e r a b l y t n e c e n t r a l г е ле , o f t h o u n i t e d i J a t i o n s i n p r c n o t i n g d i s a r n a n e n t a n d 
s t i m u l a t i n g n o r e a c c e l e r a t e d n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

i îvcn a c u r s o r y s t u d y o f t h e a c t i v i t i e s o f n o n b o r S t a t e s i n t h e U n i t e d H â t i o n s 
G e n e r a l A s s e n b l y i n r e c e n t y e a r s o n d i s a r n a n e n t i s s u e s - c l e a r l y i l l u s t r a t e s t h o 
q u a n t u m l e a p t h a t h a s t a ' : e n p l f c o i n t h e i r i n t e r e s t i n d i s a r n a n e n t . L q u a l l y 
s i g n i f i c a n t i s t h e f a c t t h a t t h e i s s u e s h a v e i n c r e a s e d n o t o n l y i n n u n b c r , b u t a l s o 
i n c o n p l s r i i t y a n d p e r v a s i v e n e s s . The a d o p t i o n o f a CPD \ à l l л а к е i t s ovm i m p a c t 
o n e x i s t i n g d i s a r n a n e n t n a c h i n e r y a n d i n s t i t u t i o n a l a r r a n g o n c n t s . I f wc a r e 
f o r t u n a t e e n o u g h t o w i t n e s s t h o a d o p t i o n a n d i n p l e n e n t a t l o n o f a C P D , we c a n s u r e l y 
h o p e t o s e e a t l e a s t a m a r g i n a l i n c r e a s e i n t h e f u r t h e r c o n n i t n o n t o f S t a t e s t o t h o 
a c c e l e r a t i o n o f d i s a r n a n e n t a n d a b i g g e r i n c r e a s e i n t h e d e t e r n i n a t i o n o f p e o p l e a l l 
o v e r t h e w o r l d t o p u r s u e t h e g o a l o f d i s a r - l a m e n t . 

I n t h e l i g h t o f t h e s e c o n d i t i o n s , i t i s t h o v i e w o f n y G o v e r n n a n t t h a t i t i s 
n e i t h e r p r e n a t u r e n o r U t o p i a n s e r i o u s l y t o c o n s i d e r t h o n e e d t o b r i n g e r . i s t i n g 
d i s a r n a n e n t n a c h i n e r y a n d i n s t i t u t i o n s f u l l y i n t o l i n o w i t h t h e c u r r e n t n e e d s o f 
d i s a r n a n e n t a n d , t o s o n e e x t e n t , o v e n t o f o r e s h a d o w f u t u r e a e v e l o p n c n t s . 

ny d e l e g a t i o n c o n s i d e r s , t h e r e f o r e , t h a t a n y r e f e r e n c e i n t h e CPD t o t h e q u e s t i o n 
o f m a c h i n e r y a n d p r o c o d u r o s h o u l d s e r v e a w i d e r p u r p o s e , n a i e l y , t o c o n t r i b u t e t o t h e 
c : : a n i n a t i o n o f a l l o : : i s t i n i ; i n s t i t u t i o n a l n a c h i n e r y i . ' i t h i n t h e U n i t e d i l a t i o n s s y s t c n 
r e l a t e d t o d i s a r n a n e n t ' . ; i t h a vie\. ' t o f a s h i o n i n g t h e n o s e a f f o c t i v e a r r a n g e m e n t s w h i c h 
w i l l i ' u l l y r e s p o n d t o c u r r e n t c o n d i t i o n s a n d n e e d s an-J o f f e c t i v e r . y s e r v e t h o n a v n e e d s 
t h a t h o p e f u l l y w i l l -епег-^е i n t u i s s e c o n d D i s a r n a n e n t D e c a d e . '.!y d e l e g a t i o n h o p e s 
t h a t t h i s u i l l b e c o n e t h e s l i r . r e d i n t e r e s t o f a l l d e l e g a t i o n s i n t h i s C o n n i t t e e a n d a t 
t h e s e c o n d s p e c i a l s e s r - i o n . 

F i n a l l y , n y d e l e c t a t i o n •..•oleónos t h e s t a t e n e n t t h a t ; ; a s n a d e t h i s n o r n i n g by t h e 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d . l . i b a s s . ado r o f t h e U n i t e d S t a t e s , ; ¡ r . F i e l d s , t o t h e e f f e c t t h a t t h e 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d P r e s i d e n t o f h i s c o u n t r y , i i r . . i e a g a n , " i i l l a d d r e s s t h e s e c o n d s p e c i a l 
s e s s i o n , i ' s h o p e o t h e r d i s t i n g u i . - j i i o d 1сааагз, t o o , - . . ' i l l p a r t i c i p a t e i n c h i s s e s s i o n 
t o n a k e i t t h e s u c c e s s i t d e s e r v e s t o b e . 

The C H A i n i i A i J ; I t h a n ! : .A i i ibassador J a y a k o d d y f o r h i s s t a t e n e n t a n d f o r t h e k i n d 
w o r d s he a d d r e s s e d t o t h e C n a i r . I n o u g i v e t h o f l o o r t o t h e r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f 
R o n a n i a , i i r . n o l e s c a n u . 
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• Ш. MBÎEgCAIÏÏT (Romania) ( t r a n s l a t e d from French); I l r . Chairman, may I f i r s t of 
a l l associate my delegation w i t h the congratulations and the v;arm vralcome extended to 
you on the occasion of your assumption of the chairmanship of the Committee on 
Disarmament f o r tlie month of A n r i l . 

Your q u a l i t i e s as a diplomat, negotiator and colleague are w e l l !зю\л1 to the 
Committee and stand as evidsnoe that our work duz-ing t h i s d i f f i c u l t month vm.ll talce 
place i n the best possible conditions f o r tlie p o s i t i v e conclusion ve a l l d e s i r e . I 
should l i k e to assure you t l i a t you v i i l l liave my delegation' s f u l l support i n tlie 
âischarge of your important r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s . 

I siiould l i k e to take t l i i s cpportunitj'- of warmly extending to Ambassador l i a r l o A l e s s i 
of I t a l y my delegation' z nost iiinccro tlio.nl:s f o r tlic o f r i c i e n c y , courtesy arçL f r i e n d s h i p 
which characterized hi:.: oliairaanship. 

In i t s statement today, the lîoraanian delegation vrould l i k e to r e f e r tc the agenda 
item r e l a t i n g to the comprehensive programme of disarmament. 

Since the i n i t i a t i o n of negotiations on t i i i s subject v/ithin the Conmittee, the 
Romanian delegation lias had. several cpporturáties tc express i t s views on the importance 
of tlie elabcrr.tion of ouch a document i n the context of tlie second s p e c i a l session 
devoted to disarmament, as ^ r e l l as i t s standpoint \.'ith regard to the Programme's 
st r u c t u r e , content arel r o n e r a l approach. Me liave supported tlie i n i t i a t i v e s o.imed at 
securing the acliievement of that o b j e c t i v e and, i n p a r t i c u l a r , the proposals of the 
ne u t r a l and non-aligned countries of tlie Group of 21. At t h i s sta.ge i n our work, I 
s h a l l therefore confine myself to making a fev/ observations* 

An a j i a l y s i s c f the stage reached i n our negotiations on t h i s subject does not give 
us cause f o r much optimisn. Despite the i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n of e f f o r t s and the negotiations 
that ha.ve been going on underr the able chairmanship of Ambassador Garcia Robles of 
Ibxioo, tlie Romanian delegation considers t i i a t v/e are s t i l l f a r from having a broadly 
acceptable d r a f t document f o r submission to tlie s p e c i a l session. T l i i s leads us to 
believe t h a t , i n the days to come, vie s l i a l l be forô îd to talae a d e c i s i o n of p r i n c i p l e 
concerning the v/ay i n v/hich v;e should present to the s p e c i a l session the r e s u l t s of the 
e f f o r t s v/e ha,ve made i n the Corümittee. 

I t must be aclmov/ledged that the task of drav/ing up a. conprehensive programme of 
disarmament i s c e r t a i n l y a complicated one. I t involve s nothing l e s s tlian r e - e s t a b l i s h i n g 
general and complete disarmament as the foremost tas l : o f disarmament negotiations and, to 
that end, formulating a coherent set of measures that w i l l lead to the acliievement of 
tl i a t o b j e c t i v e . Tli i s amounts to saying that the task has been to prepare, on the ba s i s 
of tlie e x i s t i n g documents and, p r i m a r i l y , the Programme of a c t i o n of the f i r s t s p e c i a l 
session devoted to disarmament, a genuine disarmament strategy f o r the years to come. 

Secondly^ i t must also be recognized that, since the beginning of our negot i a t i o n s , 
tliere has been a differenoe of approrxh, and tlia.t, despite tlie n e gotiations, i t has not 
vanished. On the contrary, че -./ould r a t h e r be i n c l i n e d to say that these d i f f e r e n c e s of 
approach have been r e f l e c t e d thrDUghout our discussions and have l e f t t h e i r mark on 
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s p e c i f i c issues r e l a t i n g to the progratmne, e s p e c i a l l y the le-?al f o r c e , the phases of 
a p p l i c a t i o n and the terms f o r the implementation of the measures. I t i s quite obvious 
that , i n these circumstances, i t has been d i f f i c u l t to a r r i v e at concrete, g e n e r a l l y 
acceptable formulations f o r the substance of the d r a f t programme. 

Tlie proposal by the Chairman c f the Worla.ng Group to set up a d r a f t i n g body to t r y 
tc f i n d -possible \T&ys of reaching an agreement represents, witliout any doubt, one of our 
l a s t chauices to equip ourselves to submit a d r a f t compreliensive programme of disarmament 
to the s p e c i a l session. The Romanian delegation supports t h i s i n i t i a t i v e and, f o r i t s 
part, i s ready to malee a constructive c o n t r i b u t i o n to these a c t i v i t i e s . At the same 
time, we should l i l c e to point out that t h i s exercise should talce place w i t h i n the l i m i t s 
set by the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament and those d e r i v i n g from the p r a c t i c a l value which we should l i l c e to impart 
to the programme. 

¥ith regard to our mandate, the ITinal Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e ssion states 
that the Committee on Disarmament should elaborate a "comprehensive programme of 
disarmament". 

Ify d e l e g a t i o n considers that the f o l l o w i n g consequences may be draim from tlie 
contents of paragraph IO9 of the F i n a l Document: - , 

We are supposed to elaborate a programme and, therefore, an instrument i n which the 
time element must be present. Even i f i t i s a question of i n d i c a t i v e time-frames, as 
manj' delegations have emphasized, the time element i s , i n our o p i n i o n , an e s s e n t i a l 
feature of the programme. 

Secondly, we have been asked to elaborate a comprehensive programme. For us, t h i s 
meams that the document w i l l contain a comprehensive set of Treasures designed to lead 
from the present s i t u a t i o n to general aoid complete disarmament. We should l i k e to s t r e s s 
that t h i s concept i m p l i e s at the same time the existence of several phases of 
implementation, f o r tlie process i n question i s a long-term- one that cannot conceivably 
be comple-ted a l l at once. 

T h i r d l y , the s p e c i a l session i n s t r u c t e d us to elaborate a comprehensive programme 
of disarmament. I should l i l c e to s t r e s s the word "disarmament", as i t i s an important 
i n d i c a t i o n . What the General Assembly has i n mind i s the e l a b o r a t i o n not merely of some 
arms c o n t r o l measures, but of a genuine programme of disairmament having as i t s o b j e c t i v e 
the h a l t i n g of the arms race and the i n i t i a t i o n of a r e a l process c f disarmament, 
e s p e c i a l l y nuclear disairmament. 

In a d d i t i o n to these l i m i t s which stem from the mandate given to the Committee on 
Disarmanent by the s p e c i a l session of th.e United Nations General Assembly, there are also 
p r a c t i c a l . c o n s i d e r a t i o n s which must be talcen i n t o account. 

I f tlie comprehensive prograrnire of disarmament i s -to be of any p r a c t i c a l use, i t 
should not be a carbon copy e i t h e r of the Piügramme of A c t i o n adopted by the f i r s t 
s p e c i a l session devoted to disarmament or of the Programme of the Second United Nations 
Disarmament Decade. 



CD/PV.169 
25 

( l l r . Ifele^canu. Romania) 

As my delegation has repeatedly emphasized, the conprehensive programme of 
disarmament should he a genuine p r a c t i c a l instrument f o r the m o b i l i z a t i o n of tlie 
p o l i t i c a l v i l l of a l l States i n favour of disarmament. Consequently, i t i s unimaginable 
that i t should be given no more binding force than that of a mere r e s o l u t i o n , even one 
adopted by consensus. Î fy delegation supports any i n i t i a t i v e designed to make tlie 
programme as binding as p o s s i b l e , i n order to malee i t a r e a l p r a c t i c a l instrument f o r 
stajrting the disarmament process, beginning v i t h nuclear disarmament. 

Ve are convinced that tlie time has come f o r a l l delegations, i n c l u d i n g our ovm, to 
shov; goodid.ll and a s p i r i t of compromise so that we may f i n a l i z e the d r a f t comprehensive 
programme of disarmament, liy statement today i s intended to assure you of the Romanian 
delegation's desire to contribute to the achievement of s o l u t i o n s v/liich are as v/idely 
acceptable as p o s s i b l e . Nevertlieless, i t should be stressed, as we have already done, 
that there are, stemming from our very terms of reference, as vrell as from the 
considerations of p r a c t i c a l usefulness that vre must bear i n mind v/ith regard to t h i s 
important document, l i m i t s to every s p i r i t of mutual understanding. 

I t i s i n t h i s s p i r i t that my delegation i s prepared to co-operate, both now and i n 
the f u t u r e , i n the e l a b o r a t i o n of the d r a f t conprehensive programme of disarmament. 

The CHAIRIIAIT; I thank the representative of Romania f c r h i s statement and f o r the 
kind vrords he addressed to the Chair. I nov; give the f l o o r to the representative of 
B r a z i l , His Excellency Ambassador de Souza e S i l v a . 

Mr. de SOUZA e SILVA ( B r a z i l ) : Itr. Chairméui, i t i s , f o r my delegation, a source of 
s p e c i a l s a t i s f a c t i o n to see you i n the Chair of our Committee, not only because of your 
personal q u a l i t i e s of diplomatic s k i l l and statesmanship, but a l s o because of the very 
close and co-operative t i e s that p r e v a i l i n the r e l a t i o n s between cur c o i m t r i e s . The 
same I could say of your d i s t i n g u i s h e d predecessor, and of the r e l a t i o n s betvreen I t a l y 
and B r a z i l , To Ambassador A l e s s i I should l i k e to pay a v;am t r i b u t e f o r the h i g h l y 
praisevrorthy manner with which he discliarged h i s functions l a s t month. 

The f i r s t part of the 1962 session of the Committee on Disarmament st a r t e d and i s 
about to end under the shadov/ of heightened confrontation betv/een the tv-/o major m i l i t a r y 
a l l i a n c e s and p a r t i c u l a r l y betv/een the Superpov/ers. Both sides u t i l i z e d t h i s chamber, a 
n e g o t i a t i n g forum, f o r r h e t o r i c or propaganda, blaming each other f o r the armaments race 
and misconduct i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s . Since t h e i r mutual r e l a t i o n s are based on 
h o s t i l i t y auid m i s t r u s t , tlie accumulation and improvement of weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n 
i s seen as a v i a b l e answer to t h e i r s e c u r i t y problems. They have al s o nade i t c l e a r , by 
i m p l i c a t i o n , that the i n d i v i d u a l s e c u r i t y of nations outside t l i e i r immédiate system of 
a l l i a n c e s has but l i t t l e impact cn t h e i r o v e r - a l l s t r a t e g i c p o l i c i e s . Accordingly, they 
do not seem to assign to m u l t i l a t e r a l f o r a anything more tlian a marginal r o l e . This 
s i t u a t i o n has, of course, a d i r e c t bearing on the a b i l i t y of t h i s Committee to f u l f i l 
i t s mandate. 

In assessing tlie f i r s t h a l f of the 1922 session, one s t r i k i n g feature immediately 
comes to the f o r e f r o n t : tlie u nwillingness of the nuclear-v/eapon Pov/ers and t h e i r a l l i e s 
to accept even an i n i t i a l engagement, l e t alone a c l e a r commitment, s e r i o u s l y to undertake 
m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on any measure of nuclear disarmament. This has been e s p e c i a l l y 
apparent during tiie protracted a c t i v i t i e s of the Vorldng Group on a Compreliensive 
Programme of Disarmament, but l e t us b r i e f l y examine the current status of the work on 
each of the items of our agenda. 

http://goodid.ll
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( l i r . de.Sguza.-^ S i l vea, Эгеах!) 

I \ r i l l not mice cooments on item 1 (Nuclear t e s t ban), cn vrhich procedural 
negotiations are being held. Ify delegation and several otliers have been a c t i v e l y 
p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n these negotiations on tlie formulation of a mandate and i t i s our hope 
that a l l delegations v i l l .shovr enough f l e x i b i l i t y and s p i r i t of understanding to allovr 
those e f f o r t s to come to a successful end, so that tlie Committee may at long l a s t deal 
vrith the substantive aspects of tho question. 

Of the remaining s i x substantive items, only one has been the subject of concrete 
m u l t i l a t e r a l e f f o r t s to elaborate a convention banning a c e r t a i n category of vreapons of 
ma.ss d e s t r u c t i o n . Tho laborious process of pro v i d i n g the 17orking Group on Chemical 
Weapons •'.rith a n e g o t i a t i n g manilate f o r the performance c f such a task bespeaks the 
reluctance of some major Povíers to enable the Committee to discliarge i t s f u n c t i o n s . 
Work on the "ela-boration" of a cliemica.l vreapons convention has been plagued by dispute 
over accusations of the past and present use of such veapcns. Ibreover, one side openly 
embraces the debatable tlieorj'- that, by i n c r e a s i n g the s o p l i i s t i c a t i o n of i t s chemical 
arsenals, i t v r i l l provide an " i n c e n t i v e " f o r the ot l i e r side to come to terns at the 
ne g o t i a t i n g t a b l e . I t s opponent refuses even to consider i n c l u d i n g the p r o l i i b i t i o n of 
the use of such vreapons i n the scope of tlie - invention end does not seem prepared to 
ascribe a meaningful r o l e to i n t e r n a t i o n a l means of v e r i f i c a t i o n i n the mechanisn aimed 
£.t ensuring conpliance vrith i t s p r o v i s i o n s . By the time the nev generation of chenical 
vrea.pons sta.rts to be deployed, tlie other Superpovrer v r i l l ргоЬаЬ!;!- claim tha.t i t , too, 
nust -procure the sane kind c f vreapons vrith vrhich to face the nevr threat coming from the 
p o t e n t i a l adversary. In such a c l i n a t e , prospects f o r tho e a r l y conclusion of a 
convention seen ver;,'- s l i m . 

In the f i e l d of r a d i o l o g i c a l v.'oapons, -a d i f f e r e n t s i t u a t i o n r e f l e c t s the same 
r e a l i t i e s . Here, the tvro Superpovrers, having o.greed i n happier times on a d r a f t t r e a t y 
to ban a kind of vreo.pon the precise d e f i n i t i o n of vrhich tliey tlienselves seen a t pains to 
supply, have asked the Connittee to sanction t l i e i r agreement as f a s t as p o s s i b l e , so 
that t h i s body can at l e a s t prosent the United llc'tions vrith one speci.fic t e x t . Some 
delegations, hovrever, not convinced e i t h e r of the t i n e l i r j s s s or tlie usefulness of the 
i n i t i a t i v e , sought to i n j e c t sone substance i n that d r a f t . T l i e i r substantive proposals, 
vrliich d e a l t n a i n l y r i t h the p r o h i b i t i o n of ittaclcs on nuclear f a c i l i t i e s , vrith tlie l i n l c 
betveeii radiologica.l non-amament and. nuclear di3aman¡ent and vritli the e f f e c t i v e 
promotion o f the peaceful uses of r a d i o a c t i v e m a t e r i a l , a l l met vrith f i e r c e o b j e c t i o n 
from the iiroponents of tlie o r i g i n a l d r a f t trea.ty. Л meaningful instrument on 
r a d i o l o g i c a l vneapono v i l l remain a d i s t r n t p o s s i b i l i t y as long as tlie ouToerpovrers 
i n s i s t on d e a l i n g vrith t l i i s question according only to t h e i r ovm s t r a t e g i c perceptions. 

. But i t i s i l l the chapter on negative s e c u r i t y assurances t l i a t the confrontation 
betvreen the Superpovrers and, f o r that n a t t e r , among a l l nuclear-vreapon Povrers,' has liad 
a d e f i n i t e p a r a l y s i n g e f f e c t on the procedures of t l i i s Comrnittee. Their d e c l a r a t i o n s 
on s e c u r i t y are s o l e l j - aimed at each other, vrliile the r i g h t to s e c u r i t y of tlie r e s t of 
the vroi-ld has been u t t e r l y disrogo-rdcd. 

The e l a b o r a t i o n of a comprehensive progranne of disarmament, also subject to the 
sane d i s t o r t i o n s , has continued to elude t h i s Connnittee. In the painstalcing process o f 
pu t t i n g tcgotlier tlie vr.rious chapters of the d r a f t progranne, tlie nuclear-vreapon Powers 
liave c l e a r l y avoided undertaking any d e f i n i t e connitnent to nuclear disarmament. The 
vagueness of t h e i r ovm proposals and t h e i r i n a b i l i t y to accept even the slig^htest 
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i x i d i c a t i o n of the timing- f o r "the xvjplementation of the various phases of the programme 
cast serious doubts on the p o s s i b i l i t y that the second s p e c i a l session w i l l adopt e . r j 
e f f e c t i v e such document by consensus. In the absence of a negotiated compromise, the 
l a s t r e s o r t might с-Ll.y be to u t i l i z e the Л- 1ез of'Procedure o" the General AssemMy f o r 
the adoption o f the prograrTr.o. 

Tlie consideration of the n e v iteM introduced t l i i s j'-ear i n tlie agenda of the 
Committee, the prevention of an aiTis race i n outer space, again r e f l e c t s the 
confrontational aspect of the r e l a t i o n s h i p between the two Superpowers, already evident 
i n the formulation of the two r e s o l u t i o n s adopted by the t h i r t y - s i x t h session of the 
General Assembly on the matte?-. Each r e s o l u t i o n seehs to p r o l i i b i t the development of 
s p e c i f i c space a c t i v i t i e s i n v.iiich each side perceives the otl i e r as holding a 
techn o l o g i c a l edge, B r a z i l cautioned the P i r s t Committee l a s t year about the p o s s i b i l i t y 
that the i n t r o d u c t i o n i n our agenda of an item on outer space might prove detriments.], to 
the p u r s u i t of e f f o r t s towards a st r i i c t u r e d treatment of item 2 (iTuclear disarmament) i n 
the Committee. I t seems n o v c l e a r chat our fea r s vre.re not i l l - f o u n d e d . Last year, t h i s 
Committee held an i n t e r e s t i n g , a l b e i t incoxiclusive and oddly s e c r e t i v e , debate on item 2 
of i t s agenda. During t h i s f i r s t h a l f of tlie 1932 session, however, tlie treatment of 
t h i s p r i o r i t y item has gone .ao f i i r t l i e r than i t s Q3ntion i n statements i n plenary. Vty 
delegation, f o r one, viev/s t h i s deve]optent v.ith the utmost concern, since the cessation 
of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disar.;^an3nt hi./e beon assigned the highest p r i o r i t y 
by the United Nations. Me v.'ould again urge the Comnittee to devote adequate time to 
item 2 of i t s agenda at the lorthconir/! second rjart of the 1932 session. 

In a vrord, tlœ a b i l i t y oí the i n t s i - l a t : onal cor.mu:-ity to negotiate e f f e c t i v e l y i n 
the f i e l d o f disarmament has so f a r loen the n o j t oonrpicuous casualty of the heightened 
climate of h o s t i l i t y and confrontación bst-^een the Зип-;гр_:егс. 

This rather grim assessnent of tlie r e s u l t s of the f i r s t part of our 1902 session 
points to the urgent need to talce oerious s tool: of th-^ current s i t u a t i o n i n the f i e l d of 
disarmament. This Committee v/as oroaL^d. four years a¿o, upon the t r u s t o f the community 
of nations that the fundanantal tenets of the F i n a l Document i/ould be observed i n good 
f a i t h i n the p u r s u i t of a connon goa.!. Th. зэ Iur¿anerta.l tenots stand c l e a r l y above tha 
n a t u r a l f l u c t u a t i o n s of tho - i ^ - i - • i J - ^ „..--i,.-. , — — . - -o^^i^^ns and should not be 
questioned a t tlie v/hin of such c h a n g e T e t , i n xhis ohort span, some members hav^e 
openly questioned t l i e i r val.'.dity '-̂rô. refuse, o-j v/ord and deed, to l i v e by the connitmento 
they solemnly undertoo:: m ii.'.y L.;/Û. Ai/jUu-onts to the e f f e c t t l i a t the r e a l i t i e s of the 
v/orld s i t u a t i o n n o v j u s t i f y a d i f f e r a v i t a t t i t u d o a r e misleading inasmuch as r e a l i t y i s 
als o a consequence o f tho vor^- actions and perceptions o f nations, p a r t i c u l a r l y the most 
h e a v i l y armed. The assessnent c f r e a l i t y . , moreover, should not be r e s t r i c t e d to the 
state of the r e l a t i o n s h i p o f the Supei';:o.Trs and t h s i r a l l i e s ; i t encompasses the 
a s p i r a t i o n s and the s e c u r i t y needs of the vast majority of nations as w e l l . I t i s thus 
f o r a l l nations together, p a r t i c u l a r l y those that bear tlie greatest r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r 
disarmament, to r e i n f o r c e the con'nitnents f o i i a a l l y undertaken, rather than d e t r a c t i n g 
from them by narrov/ly seeking i n d i v i d u a l s e c u r i t y at the expense of the s e c u r i t y of 
others. The s p e c i a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r disarmament does not mean exclusive responsibilit;/-
f o r n e g o t i a t i o n s ; i t malees the nuclear-v/eap>on Powers accountable before manlcind and does 
not confer upon them any s p e c i a l p r i v i l e g e . 
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Tlie second s p e c i a l session devoted to disarnainent o f f e r s a chance f o r such" serious 
stool:-talcir^g- and f o r a p o l i t i c a l understandine- of great si^-nificance f o r the future of 
manl:ind, an understanding that would have i t s conceptual h a s i r i n the T i n a l Document and 
irould f i n d i t s opere.tive expression i n a meciningful comprehensive programme of 
disarmament. The most powerful States on earth, however, now seem to have second 
thoughi^ ahou.t the conceptual h a s i s provided f o r i n the F i n a l Document, wliich ought to 
be incorporated i n the comprehensive programme. U n t i l they r e a l i z e that there i s no 
a l t e r n a t i v e to disarmament, manlcind should not be condemned to vratch h e l p l e s s l y as the 
threat of nuclea.r war looms l a r g e r ahead, Tlie s p e c i a l session o f f e r s a framevrorl: f o r 
achieving p o l i t i c a l d e f i n i t i o n s and f i n d i n g pathways f o r a c t i o n or. the most pressing 
issue of the prevention of nuclear vrar, 

lîuclear vrar cannot be prevented by heightened confrontation or simply by i n c r e a s i n g 
the odds of d e s t r u c t i o n against a p o t e n t i a l adversarj'. There must be instead a strong 
p o l i t i c a l commitment to a.ct novr, through appropria,tely binding a^greements, to ensure 
t l i a t nuclear vrar no longer remains a contingency i n the s t r a t e g i c planning of the 
nucleai^weapon Povrers. Such a bold step forward vrould be even more e f f e c t i v e i n a 
disarmament perspective and must thus be predicated upon a genuine v r i l l a c t i v e l y to seel: 
nuclear disarmament. U i l l , i n p o l i t i c a l matters, derives from the c o n v i c t i o n of one's 
l e g i t i m a t e i n t e r e s t and perceived needs. I t see'::s, hovrever, hardly p o s s i b l e to a s s e r t 
th^at there i s any l e g i t i m a t e i n t e r e s t or need, tc pursue tlie course of nuclear armament 
vrhen such a course i s seen as a threat by the ver;,*- populations vrhose s e c u r i t y i t vajs 
o r i g i n a l l j r designed to p r o t e c t . 

1 
Tlie Superpoviers have i n the past concluded p a r t i a l agi-eements betvreen tliemseO-Ves 

vrith a vievr to preventing the p o s s i b i l i t y of a nuclea.r war by accident or m i s c a l c u l a t i o n , 
such as the establisliment of hot l i n e s , l i m i t e d exchanges of information and the l i k e , 
I f l i i l e those agreements _are c e r t a i n l y u s e f u l , they l a c k the disarmament perspective vrhich 
i s demanded by tlie community of nations. Such agreements vrere designed to minimize or 
o f f s e t tile i nvoluntarj^ use of nuclear f o r c e , vrliich i s volunta.rily ke]:it i n a constant 
state of preparedness f o r a s t r i k e . They seek to b o l s t e r r e l i a n c e on and a c c e p t a b i l i t y 
of nuclear force and not g r a d u a l l y to phase out e x i s t i n g nuclear arsenals. Prevention 
of nuclear war i n an operative sense should aim at a much more ambitious g o a l . I t must 
look beyond the narrovr perspective of p a r o c h i a l s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s tovrards genuine 
s e c u r i t y f o r a l l nations. 

A l l nations of the vrorld, i n c l u d i n g the c o p i e s c f the nuclear-vreaxran Sta.tee and 
t l i e i r a l l i e s , vrherever they can be f r e e l y hee.rd., demand e x p l i c i t reassurances that v r i l l 
a l l a y the grovring f e a r of e x t i n c t i o n . Ilesolution Зб/ol E, adopted by consensus at the 
t h i r t y - s i x t h session of the &эпега1 Assembly, can supply the b a s i s f o r tho achievement 
of such a p o l i t i c a l commitment, vrliich i s of profound s i g n i f i c a n c e f o r the comnunity of 
nations as a whole. Lot the second s p e c i a l session of the United LTc.tions General Assenbly 
devoted to disarmament be remembered as tlie h i s t o r i c occasion vrhen the nuclear-vreapon 
Pov/ers f i n a l l y decided to use t h e i r might f o r tlie b e n e f i t of manld.nd and not f o r i t s 
a n n i l i i l a t i o n . 

The С М Ш Ш Т ; I thanlc Ambassador de Souza e G i l v a f o r h i s statement and the 
kind words lie addressed to tlie Chair. 

That concludes my l i s t of spealcers f o r today. Does any other delegation vrish to 
tal:e tlie f l o o r ? 
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Il r . HSEEIür. (German Democratic Republic): Today, document CD/271, e n t i t l e d 
"Technical Evaluation c f 'Recover' Techrdnue.s f c r C\-7 V e r i f i c a t i o n " and sponsored 
by tho United States •"f America, the United Kingdom and A u s t r a l i a , was c i r c u l a t e d 
i n t h i s conference room. In t h i s o f f i c i a , l document, reference i s made to a 
demonstration system which has been deployed since IÇGO i n c e r t a i n c o u n t r i e s , 
i n t e r a l i a i n Germany. Since there i s no Germajiy, n e i t h e r i n thé United Nations, 
nor i n th? Committee on Disarmament, nor elsewh^erc, I wonder which countrj-- i s meant. 
To my knowledge, the German Democratic Republic has not joined t h i s system. 
Perhaps the authors had i n mind the Federal Republic c f Germany? I would therefore 
l i k e to ask "the a.uthors of t h i s doeunent, through you, r i r . Chairman, to correct t h i s 
part o f the document and to use the names of countries i n accordance w i t h g e n e r a l l y -
recognized i n t e r n a t i o n a l p r a c t i c e . Tli i s i s net only a matter c f mutual respect, 
but also neceescary to avoid any misunderstanding and possible m i s i n t e r p r e t a t i o n . 
I am p a r t i c u l a r l y g r a t e f u l i n t h i s connection to the Russian t r a n s l a t o r s , who, 
obviously on t h e i r ото i n i t i a t i v e , have made the necessary c o r r e c t i o n i n the Russian 
ve r s i o n c f t h i s document. 

The 'ШУЯЕМ.'Л: I thank Ambassador Herder f o r h i s statement. Before I give 
the f l o o r to tlic next spe-?icer v;ho has asked f o r i t , may I ask the authors of t h i s 
document i f they would l i k e tc sc.y anytliing? 

Mrs. KOIiaSS (United States of America). On t e l i a l f o f the United States and, 
I am sure, the co-sponsors a.s w e l l , r,r.y I e x p r e s s our r.polo^-ies f c r t h i s oversight. 

• I am sure that i t w i l l b e remadicu, v i t h due haste. 

••Ir. SKINI'IER (Canada): I have a smajj anncuncoment. In June 1530, the 
Canadian delegation t a b l e d i n the C Q V , n i t t e c on Disarmament ; i compendium, a rat h e r 
large document, d e a l i n g v i t h ar - i s ¡ . on t r o l v e r i f - L / s t i o n proposols. Tliis document 
surveyed t. пиг.Ъог o f p r o p o s a l s — 1 th i rü : v e i l over sc-veral hundred — which had been 
put to the Comrittee ruid i t s prodocecsor b o d i e s a n d w l i i c h en^na-teà from some very 
ambitious and energetic people i n Ottawa. ï î i e y have nov updated that o r i g i n a l 
compendium and i t i s my honour to E u b n i t i t to you, v.dth the request that i t be 
c i r c u l a t e d to members o f the Committee f o r t ' l o i r i n t e r e s t , e n j o j T i e n t and a.musement. 

The CII¿liraL''JT: Thanl-: y n u , Mr. Slcioier. Are there any ^ther delega.tions which 
would l i k e to tal:e t h e f l o o r ? Th?t doe?, n o t S'.?er. t'-: oe the ;'ase. 

Distinguished do l e gp-tes, t h e S e c r e t a r i a t l i e s c i r c u l r t e d t o d a y a.t :T¡y request 
Working Prper No. 59? d a t e d L' A p r i l , ap v e i l a c a c o i T i - ' j n i c ^ a t i o n r e c e i v e d from the 
Permanent Mission o f T u n i s i a t o t - i c United Nivtions O f f i c e at Geneva. Copies of 
that ccmrriUnioE,tion v c r e a l s o p l a c e d i n t h e delegations' boxes l a . s t Friday. The 
l a s t d e c i s i o n follows t h e p a t t e r n c f previcus de^ ^ i s l o n s a d o p t e d b y the Committee 
i n c o r j i e':tion v.'it]i roquepts f r o r . i i o n - m e r i b e r s o f the Conirittoe wishing to p a r t i c i p a t e 
i n i t s work. Before vc - .-/i journ t h i s plenary meeting, 1 suggest that ve suspend i t 
b r i e f l y to consider •..'orking Paper Xo. ЪЭ- Ws ; o u i d t l i e n r e s u m e t h e plenary meeting 
; i nd ta ice tho relevant d c j i s i o n i f и-пБег-тиз e y i s t s ? I see no o b j e c t i o n to t h i s 
suggestion. The p l e n r r ^ ' nie--;ting i s t i i c r c f o r o suspended. 

T!:e meeting va,s suspended at 12.10 p.m. and resumed lLl.25 p.m. 
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The СНАШШТ; The one hundred and sixty-ninth plenary meeting i s resumed. 
I invite the Committee to take a decision on V/orking Paper No. 59» l / If there 
i s no objection, I w i l l take i t that the Committee adopts the draft decision. 

It 'was so decided. 

Before adjourning this plenary meeting, may I remind members that the Committee 
wi l l hold 'this afternoon at. 3 р.и. cn informal meeting to consider the following 
questions; (a) the draft report to the second special session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament; (b)' the closing date for the f i r s t part of the Committee's 
1982 session; and (c) modalities of the review of .the nembersliip of tiie Committee. 

I now give the floor to the representative of India, lie. Sa.ran. 

III. SARAN (india): In the programme of work that you had circulated, there 
appears to be a meeting of the Ad Hoc Uoricing Group on Radiological Weapons also 
scheduled at 3 p.m. I had indicated i n the Working Group the problems that could 
arise, particularly for small delegations like my own, from the holding cf concurrent 
meetings, both of which w i l l be considering very important questions. To my mind, 
i t would be advisable for the Ad Hoc Group on Radiological V/eapons to convene after 
the infoimal meeting. 

The СНАШ'ШТ: Thank ycu, I-Ir. Saran; I was just about to address that question. 
The Chairman of the Ad Hoc V/orking Group on Radiological V/eapons has asked for the 
floor to make an announcement. 

Mr. WEŒNER (Federal Republic of Germpny): Indeed the distinguished Indian 
colleague's concerns can be met easily because the V/orking Group, at i t s last formal 
session, did talce a decision to malee conte.ct with the Secretariat to arrange for a 
meeting this afternoon subsequent to, rather than concurrent with, the informal 
meeting of tlie Committee and I expect that the Radiological Weapons V/orking Group 
w i l l resume i t s work immediately upon conclusion of your informal meeting. In 
this context, I am happy to note that arrangements have been made v/ith the interpreters 
to stay after 6 o'clock. However, the meeting time w i l l be so limited as not to 
endanger the success of certain social functions that aire likely to talce place later 
i n the day. 

lyir. LÎDGJJïï) (Sweden): As v/e have half an hour at our disposal,-I would suggest 
that, to save time, we open the informal meeting to start consideration of this 
afternoon's programme now. 

l/ In response to the request of Tunisia [cí)/252 and CD/276] and in accordance 
with rules 33 to 35 of i t s rules of procedure, the Committee decides to invite the 
representative of T^onisia to participate during 1982 i n the meetings of the ad hoc 
working groups on the comprehensive programme of disarmament and effective 
international ari^genents to assure" non-nuclcar-wea.pons States against the use or 
threat of use of nuclear weapons. 
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I-Ir. SJLTuJT ( i n d i a ) : Иу theTizz arc due to the Chairman c f the A i Hoc Working 
Group on RadioTOgícál"Weapons. Ilay I request s i m i l a r consideration from the Chairman 
of the Ad Hoc Working Group cn Chemical Weapons, vho I see has also scheduled a 
meeting of the Ad Hoc Working Group simultiuaeously v;ith the informal meeting tomorrow? 

The СНАШШТ: Thank you, Mr. Saran. Perhaps v/e should give ijrhassador Sujka 
time to consider that request. 

I%anwhile, I would l i k e to seek your comments or reactions to the p r a c t i c a l 
suggestion that emanates from ijnbassador Lidgard of Sweden. The proposal i s that, 
since we have roughly E incther "^0 minutes, tho Committee might reconvene i n an, 
informal meeting and s t a r t the d i s c u s s i o n t h a t was supposed to take place from 
3 o'clock t h i s afternoon. 

Mr. АКТКЗ^'ЖА ( N i g e r i a ) : My delegation vrould not have any problem w i t h the 
proposal of iinbassadcr Lidgard, but I would l i k e to say. Hi-. Chairman, that i t looks 
forward to hearing about progress made i n your ongoing consultations on item 1. 

The CEATRMi'i;; Thank you, Mr. Lkinsanya; I v / i l l bear that point i n mind. 
Does s i l e n c e mean that the Committee i s i n favour o f Jjnbassador Lidgard's proposal? 

Mr. DON NAJTJIRix (Kenya): Of course, s i l e n c e could mean agreement or disagreement, 
depending on liow you look at i t . Hovíever, I think most delegations were prepared to 
tackle t h i s question t h i s afternoon, and, u s u a l l y , when a meeting ends e a r l i e r , there 
i s the hope that we are gcing to leave e a r l i e r , to prepare f o r the next meeting. 
Hoviever, i f the Committee decides to tslce up t h i s matter now, i t would mean 'that we 
would continue v:ith i t t h i s afternoon. I f the d e c i s i o n i s to s t a r t the informal 
meeting noví perhc.ps ve could s t a r t w i t h sub-item (b). 

The С Н А Ш Ш : I thark tb:. N a n j i r a f o r h i s very u s e f u l suggestion. I would 
propose then, i f there i s nc o b j e c t i o n , that a f t e r we conclude the formal meeting o f 
the Committee i n a few minutes' t i n e , we convene an informal meeting to discuss 
sub-item (b), v/hich i s the c l o s i n g date c f the f i r s t h a l f of the 1962 session.' W i l l 
that be agreeable to the Committee? Tloanlc you very much, we w i l l a.ct accordingly. 

Now I vould l i k e t o i n v i t e .^Jnbassador Sujka, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc 
Working Group on Chemical V/eapcns to respond to the question put to him by 
Mr. Saran of India. 

Mr. SUJIÍA (Poland): I would l i k e to respond i n a most p o s i t i v e way to t h i s 
requirement but I am a f r a i d t l i a t i t w i l l be impossible. I f the Chaiman of the 
Working Groups are asked to present the reports of the sub s i d i a r y bodies to be 
included i n the report o f the Committee, to the plenary meeting cn Thursday, 8 A p r i l , 
my Group would need prolonged d i s c u s s i o n on the second reading c f the d r a f t which 
was prepared yesterday. I t wa.s discussed f o r the f i r s t time yesterday and i t i s 
scheduled to discuss i t tomorrow a,ftemoon, together v i t h two other also rather-conpIlCitéd 
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i s s u e s , d e r i v i n g from the programme of work of the V o i k i n g Group f o r the s p r i n g 
session. This i s \ihy we have even discussed the p o s s i b i l i t y or r a t h e r the 
n e c e s s i t y , of having a night session of the Worlcing Group tomorrow. I f the plenary 
meeting of the Comnittee does not consider the reports of s u b s i d i a r y bodies on t h i s 
c r i t i c a l 8 A p r i l , we can c e r t a i n l y agree w i t h the suggestion to convene the meeting 
c f the Working Group a f t e r the informal meeting of tiie Committee tomorrow at 
3 o'clock. But i t depends on the programme o f the meetings and the issues to be 
cUscussed during the plenao^r meetings of the Comnittee. I t i s t o t a l l y i n your 
hands Ii r . Chairman. 

The СНАШ'ШТ; The statement from the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group on Chemical 
Weapons was, I admit, nore or l e s s along the l i n e s that I a n t i c i p a t e d , I w i l l 
r p c a l l t h a t , when we adopted the timetable f o r t h i s week, I r e f e r r e d to the need f o r 
simultaneous meetings i n sone cases, i n view of the shortness of the time a v a i l a b l e 
to us before the end of the session. So I f e e l that we should t r y , a f t e r a l l , to 
hold simultaneous meetings, although i t nay cause some inconvenience to c e r t a i n 
dolegr.tions. I do-net think we have any a l t e r n a t i v e , but I would be w i l l i n g to 
l i s t e r to the views of others. Ну i n c l i n a t i o n would be to liave the n e e t i n g of the 
'-d Hoc Group on Chenical Wea.pons tomorrov aftemcon while the informal n e e t i n g i s i n 

* session. 

i l r . SARAIT ( I n d i a ) : I r e a l i z e that ve have a r a t h e r f a l l agenda i n f r o n t of us, 
a n d t h a t , i n c e r t a i n cases, i t night be necessary to have simultaneous meetings, but 
so f a r we have avoided h o l d i n g concurrently important neetings, such as the i n f o r m a l 
n&eting to consider extrenely c r u c i a l i s s u e s , and meetings of n e g o t i a t i n g bodies. 
Of course, i f i t i£ the d e c i s i o n of the Con • i t t e e to hold a m.-ating of the 2Л Hoc 

. 'working Group simultaneously v i t a t h e informal neeting of the Comnittee, I would not 
o c j e c t , but I would only l i k e to naice i t c l e a r that ny delege.tion might f i n d i t 
necessary, when tlie report of the - Ad Hoc V/orking Group on Chenical V/eapons cones 
before the plenary, t c suggest r a t h e r d r a s t i c amendments i f they do not correspond to 
o u r p c-sitions. My delegation would c e r t a i n l y not l i k e to face the plenary of the 
i i e s t m g vrith such a s i t u a t i o n , but v:e have c e r t a i n important i n t e r e s t s i n the 
ncíT t i a t i o n s which are talcing place i n the Ad Hoc Working Group and we would c e r t a i n l y 
l i k - j t o see a r e f l e c t i o n o f cur views i n the report. Informal consultations have been 
J e l ' l along w i t h other meetings v/h ich we have n o t been able t c attend. Decisions v/hdch 
are taken i n these informal consultations are not b i n d i n g on our delegation, so I 
-•.•oulr, l i k e to nalce i t c l e a r ' t h a t , vdiile we iiave no o b j e c t i o n to such simultaneous 
rr.'-etings being held, I vrould l i k e t o reserve the p o s i t i o n of my delegation concerning 
any report w l i c h may be submitted tc t h e plenary. 

The CHAIET'I/JT: I t h a n k the representative c f India f o r M s statement and f o r 
}-Ji; understanding and the p o i n t that he has j u s t node v / i l l c e r t a i n l y be borne i n nind 
by tlie Chairman i n the scheduling of future meetings. The next plenary n e e t i n g of 
t}io Committee o n Disa,mament v . - i l l be i i e l d on Thursday, 6 J , p r i l , at 10 a.m. I 
v.'ouid wish to remind the menbers o f t h e Conmittee that the t i n e f o r the opening of 
i-1С Ccmmittee o n Thursday i s 10 r?.r. and net 10. JO a.m. Immedia.tely a f t e r adjourning 
t l i i i ; meeting I v / i l l convene an i n f o rT . - . a l neeting of the Committee to discuss the 
c l r s i n g date. The meeting stands a a j o u r n c l . 

The neeting rose at 12.40 P.n. 
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