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The CHAIRMAN: I declare open the-170th plenary meeting of the Committee on
Disarmement. '

Before I take up the list-of speakers, I would like tec draw your attention to
the informal paper circulated ky the secretariat this morning on the timetable for
meetings to be held by the Commlttee and its subsidiary bodies during the coming week,
As you know, Mcnday is a holiday and therefore, there will be no zctivities.—That
means that we will have approxlmately one week to complete the work of the Committee
if we wish to conclude our deliberations on 20 April, Since the Working Groups have
not yet submitted their reports, they will have to do so during the coming week and we
will probably need to hold plenary-meetings on Monday, 19 April, and Tuesday,

20 April, to consider and adopt the special report to the General Assembly. Underx
these circumstances, I see no alternative but tc increase the number of meetings of
the subsidiary bodies next week and also to use 211 the time available for the-
consideration of the draft report. In that connection, you may note that we will
not be rolding a plenary meetinsg on Tuesday, since nc delegaticns have expressed the
wish to speak on that particular day. Ve can use the time thus made available to
hold an informel meeting at 10 a.i, on 13 4pril to discuss the subjects included in
the timetable,

After that, hopefully, we can nrocead ftc the consideration of the draft report.
You will recall that it was agreed that the Committee would establish an cpen—ended
drafting group tc consider the draflt report to thre Ceneral Assembly. "I suggest that
we try to hold the first neeting of thisz drafiing sroup after the 1n;ormal neeting on
Tuesday. This drafting group will meet in Conference Roen I,

If there is no cbjection, I will cousicder *that the Committee adopts the timetable.

Mr, WEGENER (Feceral Republic of Gerr any):  Mr. Chairman, I thanl: you and the
Secratariat for agein submitting such a very precisely worded timetalle, However,
knowing that delegations are quite adverse to having concurrent meetings, I woula
like to point out the following: or Tuescay, 13 April, at 3 p.rm. tine has been set
aside for the id Hoc Vorking Group on Radiological VWeapons., In view of the way the
work in that Werking Group is proceeding, that meeting may not be necessary and I will
be in touch with the Secretariat to find out whether and at what time we can cancel
the meeting so that the Working Groun on Chemical Weapons can have the main room
allotted to it,

The CHALRMAN: I thank Ambassador Wegener for this useful information.

lay take it that the Cormittee aprees to the adoption ~f the timetable,
tentatively, I would say, for rhe couning veek?

The CHATRMIN: According te ~ur proorarme of work, the Committee should have
started its consideration »f itenn & of itz arenda today. That iter: deals with the
consideration of the revortes ~f svksialary bedies and the ceonsiderction and adoption
of the special report t~ the second Qre01a1 sensien of the Tnitled Talions
General Assenbly devoied te disaruamerti, lovever, as members know, the repovts of
subsidiary bodies are not yer available Ter censgideratior. by the plenar; anu the
Committee has agreed that an open—en’s¢ ~raflin, _roup should ceal witl: those parte
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of the draft report of the Committee which have been made available by the Secretariat.
Therefore, members may wish to make full use of rule 30 of the Rules of Procedure,
according to which members wishing to make statements on any subject relevant to the
work of the Committee may do so,

I have on my list of speakers f{or today the representatives of India, the
United States of America, the Netherlands, Mongolia, Nigeria, Yugoslavia, Bgypt,
the United Kingdom, China and Belgium.

I now give the floor to the first speaker on my list, the representative of
India, His Excellency Ambassador Venkateswaran,

Mr, VENKATESWARAN (India): DMr. Chairman, it gives me great pleasure to welcome
you, the representative of a brotherly country from Asia, as Chairman of our Cormittee
for this crucial month of April. lMembers of the Committee are already familiar with
your dedication to the cause of disarmament and your impressive qualities of sincerity
and wisdom, I have no doubt that, during this month when the Committee must above all
agree upon its report to the second special session of the United Nations General Ascembl
devoted to disarmament, our worl will benefit from your patience, skill and quidance,
May I on behalf of my delegation pledge to you our fullest co—operation in the
discharge of your duties anC wish you every success?

The Secretariat has circulated to all Committee members the btext -f a no.e
(document CD/273 of 6 April 1902) transmitted by the Permanent Representative of
India to the United Nations in FNew Yoxl: tn the Secretary-General of the United Nations
and containing the views of the Government of India on the substantive issues related
to the second special session of the United Naticns General Assembly devoted to
disarmament, as well as suggesticns for the prevention of nuclear war.

Paragraph 18 of the Final Document cf the first special session states
unequivocally and I quote: “Removing the threat of a world war—— a nuclear war -- io
the most acute and urgent task of the present day. Mankind iz confronted with a
choice: we must halt the arms race and proceed tc disarmament or face annihilation”.

The question of human survival must clearly, therefore, talte precedence over
narrow conceptions ,of security »f individual nation States nr groups of States.
The use of the nuclear weapon, vhich is a weapon nf mass destruction, would recognize
no national or regional boundaries, lead to indiscriminate destruction and loss of
life and endanger the very continuation of the human species itself., On vhat basis
then can any State continue to insiszt that it has the right to seel. its security
through the espousal of pernicious doctrines that are predicated on the use or threat
of usge of nuclear weapons? Ve cannot and must not allow this state of affairs to
continue,

Today the danger of the outbreal: of nuclear war has bhecome sven mere omincus than
ever before, It is no mere coincidence that, in several countries ol Furope, o
continent which is already over-saturated with nuclear and conventional weapons of
the most destructive wind, popular mass movements against nuclear weapons are
gathering greater momentum each day. liore recently, in the United States of America,
there has heen similar rising popular concern arnd anxiety cver the grim reality of
nuclear war, leading to lLipartisan resclutions being introduced in the United States
Congress, for urgent measures to halt and reverse the nuclear arus race, The first
resolution of this lzind introduced in the United States Senate by Senators Hennedy
and Hatfield states in its preamble and I quote:


http://fa.ce
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r, i enimveswaran, India)
"Whereas the-sreatest challence facing the earth is to prevent “he occurrence
= G { ;
of nuclear war by accident or design,

Whereas the nuclear srme race is cangercusly increasing the risic of a holccaust
& J &
that would be humanity's {inal war, and -

Whereas a freeze Iollcwed Ly reductions in nuclear warheads, niscciles and other
delivery systers is needel to halt the nuclear arms race ant to reduce the risk of
the nuclear war", :

And this preambular raragraph was folloved by a sclemn call upon the United Statec
ané the Soviet Union "to achieve a mutuel and verifiable freeze on the testing,
production and further Gepleyment of nuclear warhealGs, missiles. and.other delivery
systems", : :

India cannct but agree with the philcsophy and approach exprecsed in the preamble
to this resclution of the Unitel States Senate, .is the Committee is avare, India hes,
in its note to the Decretary-General, specifically called for a complete freeze on
nuclear weapons as a step towards nuclesr disarmament. Our approach, of course, is
more cemprehensive in nature and consists of twe inceparable elemente, namelr,

(i) a complete cessation of the manufacture of nuclear weapons; and (ii) a cut-off

in the production of fissionable materizl for weapcns purroses., Once this is achieved,
international safeguards, on a universal and non-discriminatory hasig, could be
applied to all nuclear facilities of all States to nrevent the diversion of fissionable
material for weapcns purncs

es,

The idea of a freeze iz nct new, In 1964, the United States itself prorosed in
the ENDC "a verified freeze of the number and characteristics cf strategic nucleaxr
offensive and defensive vehicles", Thiz rropesal was put forwvard on the basis of a
fgenerally accepted approach to disarmament. I can ind no better words tc describe
this approach than t¢ quote from the staterent made by the wepresentative of the
United States ir the ENDC on 31 January 1964. He said and I quote: "This proposal
‘(the proposal for a verifiec freeze of.the number and characteristics of strabtegic
nuclear offensive and defensive vehicles) is patterned after measures vhich have
already been successfully negotiated, measures having a common seneral philosophy.
This philcsophy is that a logical first step is %o freeze things where they are and
thereby remove future obstacles to disarmament".

a
o
i

In recent years, however, this generally accepted approach to disarmament has
been abruptly set aside in favour of the dangercus approach which, in effect, flies
in the face of the facts and is that the road to disarmament lies through a build-up
of armaments. It should be clear to anyone that such a nolicy of negotiating from
so—-called positions of strength can only lead to a further escalation »f the arms
race and increase the risk of the outhreal of a nuclear war. The argument
frequently used in favour cf an arms build-up as a prelude to disarmament is that it
would give one's real or potential adversary an "incentive" to seel disarmenent.

The history of the arms race proves the contrary, ramely, that such an approach, far
from being a prelude to disarmement has in fact been a orelude to msuccessive and ever
more dangerous ~pirals in the arme race, N0 State can ve ivighiened into accepting
disarmament but, on the other hand, it can, of course, ve irizhiened into undertaking
a matching or even greater crms bLuild-up of its own.

In any event, when one is dealing with weapons of mass destruction, such as nuclear
weapons, notions of superiority and balence or deterrence have little meaning. The
over-kill capacity of existing nuclear arsenals makes numbers meaningless, In the
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opinion of the great majority of military strategists, there will be little or mno
effect on the so-called nuclear balance, even if existing nuclear arsenals are
reduced by 50 per cent cr more. Surely, no one would then bc able to deny that an
immediate freeze on nuclear weapons would achieve little mcre than a freeze of the
existing so~called nuclear balance, which is claimed to be a key element in the
prevention of nuclear war.

We totally reject the notion that disarmament can .be pursued only on the basis
of so-called parity or balances If we wvere to accept this notion, then the vast
majority of us which are non-nuclear-~weapon States would, in fact, have to reassess
our renmunciation of the manufacture and acquisition of nuclear weapons and acquire
- nuclear arsenals of cur own, For only then, by this self-same logic of the major
nuclear-weapon Powers, would we be in a position to persuade others to undertake
nuclear disarmament. Any acceptance of the notion that the road to disarmament

lies through pressuring:obhers.with a build-up of more armaments could-only result-
in such absurd conclusions being drawn.

India has put forward its proposal for a freeze of nuclear weapons in response
to United Nations General Assembly resolutions 36/81 A and B pertaining to the
second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. It is our
sincere hope that the nuclear-weapon States will respond to the appeal contained in
General Assembly resolution 36/81 B, which was adopted by consensus, and submit
without further delay "their views, proposals and practical suggestions for ensuring
the prevention of nuclear war",

The situation that we face today is extremely critical. Measures for the
prevention of nuclear war and for the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmament can no longer wdit or be a hostage to the capricious state of relations
between two major nuclear-weapon States and their allies., The time has come to
recognize that the danger we all faece from a possible nuclear war, either by
accident or design, is truly global in character and demands a global solution.
Partial measures which deal with only certain aspects of this grave problem facing
mankind can never offer hope of enduring successa.

Before I conclude, I w uld like to touch briefly on the question of chemical
weapons. Until now, we looked upon the progress achieved in the Ad Hoc Vorking Group
on Chemical Weapons of this Committee with a degree of optimism and encouragement.
However, this optimism has been marred by recently announced decisions to commence
what is in effect a new and more dangerous arms race in chemical veapons. Here
again, the curious logic which has been used to justify the undertaling of the
development and production of new and more destructive types of chemical weapons,
particularly binary weapons, is thal the so-called adversary must be given an
"incentive" to engage in disarmament.

We cannot accept this strange premise which flies in the face of the facts, If
we are to make progress in achieving an early prohibition of chemical weapons, it is
absolutely necessary for every State to display a degree of caution and restraint in
its conduct. It is our earnest hope that, at least at the second special session
devoted to disarmament, if not earlier, all States possessing chemical weapons and
those which have the potential further to develop their chemical weapons capability
will undertake not to build up further their arsenals of these weapons and at the same
time to refrain from the developmenl, production and deployment of new types of
chemical weapons. We are concerned that, unless early and effective action is taken
to check this new trend of justifying an accelerated orms build-up on the ground
that it will helv towards negotiations on disarmament, the cause of disarmament itself
will remain a mere mirage with its consequential dangers.
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The CHATRMAN: I thanic the representative of India for his statement and for the
kind words he addressed tc the Chair, I row give the floor to the representative. of
the United States of America, -Ifr, Busbly.

My, -BUSBY (United States of america): Lir, Chairman, although imbassador Fields
has already expressed to you the congratulations of the United States delegation on
your assumption of the chairmanship, I would like to take this opportunity to express
my personal pleasure at seeing you in the Chair and to wish you every success in your
difficult and demanding JOb

My purpose in acking for the floor today is to introduce document CD/271~CD/CW/WP,32
cc-sponsored by the delag~iions of the United Kingdom, Australia and the United States
and entitled "Technical evaluation of 'Recover! technlques for CW verification",

The achievement of a complete and verifiable prohibition of chenical weapons is a
A&' - p . -
goal which ranks near the top of the Cormittee's agenda. The Cormmittee's discussgions
ol general approaches to verification of a future CW prohibition have demonstrated
that furdamental differences exist on verification issues., If meaningful progress is
to be made on a chemical weapons convention, i1t is clear that progress must be made
in resolving these issues., '

Because of the variety of verificaticn tasks to be dealt with in a CW prohibition,
there can be no simple formula which can be applied in all cases. A variety of
techniques, tailored to particular situations, will be required. Finding solutions to
them will require active co-opera bion, imagination and expertise from all members of
this Committee. It is in this spirit that my delegation has sponsored two briefings
on the concept of remote continual verification (”recover")

The recover system is a unique global sensor-monitoring and data collection
network being developed by the Internatlonal Atomic Ynergy Agency for use primerily
with regard to nuclear safeguards However, it appears tc the co-sponsors that
the technolngzy inveolved may have Vlder applicability. In particular, it is our view
that the recover techniques may have potential application as one component of a
broadly based CW verification system.

_ Document CD/271-CD/CW/WP.32 describes the remote continual verification-concept
and suggests a frameworl: within which a technical evaluation of recover could be
conducted under the auspices of the Committee. The resulis of such a technical
eveluation would be used to determine tlie appliability of recover as one component
of a CW verification systen.

It is clear that the lack of apreement on issues in the area of verification and
compliance is the principal obstacle to successful completion of this Committee's
work on a complete and effective ban ¢n chemical weapons., Document CD/271~CD/CW7WP.32
suggésts a technical evaluation which could assist us by taking another step fowards
overcoming this obstacle. It could algo serve as a confidence~building activity in
which States would co-operate 1o develop and evaluate improved monitoring arrangements.
For these reasons, we seek favourable consideration of this proposal and intend to
propose the inclusion of this item in our worl: programme for the summer session.

The CHAIRMAN: I thanl: the representative of the United States of America for his
statement and for the kind words he addressed te the Chair., I now give the floor to
the representative of the Netherlands, His Excellency Ambassador van Dongen.
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Mr. van DONGEN (Netherlands): I should like to avail myself of the provision of
rule 3O of the Rules of Procedure to refer to agenda item 7 on the prevention of an
arms race in outer space.

The Netherlands welcomes the decision of this Committee to put this item on its
agenda. We hold that the time is more then ripe to take up this subject; further
delay would only increase its complexity, which is, even ncw, awesome. In his
statement of 2 February 1982, Ambassador Fein outlined our approach to it. Having
listened attentively to the arguments put forward by certain delegaticns, we
acquiesced in its absence from the programme of work for the Committee's spfiﬁg‘
session. At the same time, we welcomed the decision to hold informal meetings to
consider item 7; I hope that, on that occasion, I made our constant interest in the
matter abundantly clear.

We are of course aware that a fev nations play a preponderant role in the
exploration and the use of outer space and that, for other members of this Committee,
many of the technical aspects are hard to grasp. At the same time, the fact that
possible arms competition in outer space would directly affect the .military balance
and therefore our joint security confers on us the right and even the duty to speak
out. .

When I do so today, my primary objective is to encourage further discussion and
continued awareness that the major contribution can only come from the two great
Powers and that a lasting solution is feasible only if the two of them can come to
agree with one another.

The military use of outer space seems to hove three main aspectss

(a) Military satellites are increasingly being used to fulfil functions of
direct military relevance such as observation, ravigation, communications and crisis
monitoring;

(b) As a result, the same satellites are becoming high-priority military targets,
since their elimination will directly affect the adversary's military capabilities.
This has resulted in increased research, development and, in some cases, even tests
of so-called interceptor satellites in orbit;

(c) Increased research in the field of directed—-energy weapons, both high-energy
laser and particle-beam weapons, has made it conceivable that they may be used both
for space-based ballistic missile defence and as anti-satellitc weapons.

We are, of course, aware of the fact that, since the 1960s, a number of
international agreements have been concluded restricting the military use of outer
“space; of these, the 1967 Treaty on Principles Governing the Activities of States in
the Bxploration and Use of Outer Hpace, including the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies,
deserves special mention. This Treaty prohibits the placing in orbit around the
earth of any objects carrying nuclear weapons of mass destruction, the installation
of such weapons on celestial bodies and the stationing of such weapcons in outer space
in any other manner. It also calls for the complete demilitarization of the moon and
other celegtial bodies. Though it is an important step forward, the Outer Space
Treaty leaves room for a variety of military aclivities in outer space. I note by
way of illustration that ncne of the three ways of militarizing outer space which [
outlined earlier is prohibited by the provisions nf the 1967 Cuter Space Wreaty.
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How can we fill this gap? There is, of course, the Uoviet draft- treaty.-on the
prohibition of the staticring of weapons of any kind in cuter space. VW have,
nowever, stated on severzl occasions that it ie our considered cpinion that this draft
treaty does not meet ocur requirsmente. Cn ‘the cne hand, 1t secms that the complexity
of arms ccntrol in outer space calls not for one comprehensive ireaty, but, rather,
warrants several instruments dealing with specific subject-matters. Cn the other
hand, the LGoviet draft treaty seems to zllow for dangerous ani inadmissable
a_contrario arguments that could undermine the provisicns »f the draft and indeed
those of treatien already in frrce. The verification provisions will have teo be
scrutinized for their adeguacy. Purthermor=, the draft contains some baroque
ornaments that have no rnlace in a legal text.

For example, draft crticle 3 rairec many ouegtions about the character of the
prohibition of the stationing of weancne of any kind in outer space. It seems to
leave open the€ possibility of disabling space objects of cther Ltates parties if
such objects are not placed in strict accerdarce with article 1, paragraph 1, of
the draft treaty. Farthermere, the prohibition applies only to the space objects
of other bStates which ars parties o the trecoty. These restrictions, together with
the wording of erticle 1, raragraph 1, referring only tn stationing, mean that the
woviet draft treaty dces nut vrohibit the dcvelepment, testing or production of
"objects carrying wespens of any kind" or even their use nnder cortain circumstances.

Another important woint ir this connection is that a clear definition of the
term "weapon" ia Tacking.

With regard to the verification provisions ~f %his draft treaty, it can be asked
why the verification of the implementation of this ireaty should be left axclusively
to sc—~called "™national! technical means ~f verification. Thesn means were recognized
for the first time as a leogitimabe method by the United Stotes and the Soviet Union in
thie SALT apreements. However, what is adequate in a bilatersal context is not
necessarily adequate or acceptable in s multilateral context, And since we
are talking about a multilateral draft treaty, 1t should in any case leave open
the possibility of the further internationalization of the verification of this treaty.

Another obgservation vith rogard o the propoced verification régime is that it
doeg not provide for recrurse of any kind tr~ lubcrnationzl bodiesg in case of doubts or
complaints aboul comrliarnce or non-ccmpliance with the treaby.

I would 1ike 10 make some further observ-tions on this gsublect.

First of all, in our view, the military uses of gwvace ny ratellites csn, thus far,
on balance, be described 25 vather of o stabilizing nature. When we consider
possible further measures to prevent sr arms race in outer spac , we can therefore
not ignore developments ir. the elaboration of anti-zatellite roapen systems, which
should be reparded as a soricvus danger Lecause of their destabilizing e~ffect on
internatirnal meace and security. Tre more sstellites are used as the eyes and
ears of modern military forces, the more crippling vill e their loss through attacks
with anti-satellite veapons. it is therricre entirely justified that
Teneral Agsembly resolvtion 56/07 C, in additbticr. to tne provisicus 1 referred to
carlier, requested this Committnae fo consider, as 2 matter of priority, the question
cf regoticting an effactive ard verifiakle apreement to nrohibit anti-satellite
systems as an importunt firsti atfep.
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We are aware of the fact that anti-satellite weapons systems are now being
developed and even tested. Achievements in the field of ballistic missile defence
may also serve for the development of an anti-satellite capability. Is this not
then the right moment for endeavours towards further arms control in outer space?
Conversely, must we fear that the possibilities are diminishing or have already ceased
to exist? To find the answer, we must investigate the rationale for developing an
anti-satellite capability.

Two main arguments are usually put forward. One stemg from a competitive and
reactive concern: to deter the use of anti-satellite weapons by the other side and
to prevent an imbalance in military capabilities. The other stems from a concern
of the first party with the growing use of satellites by the other side with a view
to enhancing its military capability; the growing use of satellites is then
perceived by the first party as constituting a sufficient threat to justify an
anti-satellite programme.

It seems to us that a verifiable agreement banning anti-satellite weapons
altogether will constitute a durable solution for averting arms competition in outer
space only if each side's anti-satellite programme is commensurate with, not a
reaction to, the other's, whether real or anticipated. We would then be dealing
with the question whether we should opt for mutual satellite vulnerability or for
mutual satellite invulnerability.

The choice in favour of the former, the anti-satellite weapons option, could
lead to a very expensive arms race in outer space with no guarantee for increased
stability, probably quite the contrary. As I mentioned before, present research
efforts in the field of directed-energy weapons, both high-energy laser and particle-~
beam weapons, have already made it conceivable to use these new weapons for space-based
ballistic mrissile defence. It stands to reason that such developments will have
serious implications for the present international situation.

As to the question of the priority to be given to the elaboration of a
prohibition of anti-satellite weapons, it is our firm belief that the prerequisites
for an agreement seem to exist: no State yet seems to possess a commanding lead
in the relevant technology.

In choosing the option to ban anti-satellite weapons, one would have to consider
that such a ban would be a step in the right direction from an arms contrel point of
view, but that, at the same time, it would offer protection to satellites fulfilling
vital military functions. I must admit that we have to think further about that
side of the coin and decide whether a mutually acceptable sclution can be found.
Another complicating aspect is that satellites for observation, communications,
navigation, meteorology, etc. can be used both for military and for civilian purposes.
We are well aware that this dual-purpose character of satellite technology does not
simplify our complicated task.

These are the observations I should like to limit myself to at this stage.
We hope that the restlts of the informal discussions that are taking place can be
evaluated during the period in May and June when the Committee on Disarmament dces
not meet. During the summer session, the Committee on Disarmament could then deal
more formally with agenda item 7 and consider setting up an ad hoc working group on
the prevention of an arms race in outer space.
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Mr. ERDEMBILEG (lMongolia) (translated from Russian): The problem of preventing
the spread- of the arms race to outer space, that relatively new svhere of human
activity, occupies an important place in the set of preblems relsting to the halting
of the arms race and to disarmament.

In the past quarter of a century, since the start of the space era, the
international community has been making unceasing efiorts to ensure that space is
used exclusively for peaceful purpcses, for the scecial and economic progress of
peoples.

The Loviet Union's initiative concerning the conclusion c¢f a treaty on the
prohibition of the stationing of weapohs of any kind in outer space therefore received
wide support at the thirty-sixth session of the United Naticne General Assembly.

Representatives of a large number of Ltates, both in the First Committee and at
plenary meetings of the General Assembly, expressed serious concern at the real
threat that might be created unless a barrier to the spread of the arms race to outer
space was erected in good time. In this Committee, too, many speakers have stressed
the timeliness and importance of the Soviet proposal aimed at removing that danger.

In approving by an overwhelming majority resolution 56/99, which was submitted
by Mongolia on behalf of the group of socialist countries, the General Assembly
recommended the Committee on Disarmament to embark on negotiations with a view to
achieving agreement on the text of a treaty on the prohibition of the etationing of
weapons of any kind in cuter space., :

In its statement in the Pirst Commititee, the llongolian delegation clearly
and succinctly expressed its position on this. cuestion. Puring the past twenty or
more years, a whole system of treaties and agreements, both multilateral and bilateral,
has been established prohititing the stationing in cuter space of nuclear and other
types of weapons of mass destruction.

I should like to name the most important among them. They are, first,
the 1963 Moscow Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space
and Under Water; the 1967 Treaty on Principles (overning the Activities of States
in the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the Moon and Cther Celestial
Bodies; the Agreement Governing the Activities of Ltates on the ricon and Other
Celéétial Bodieg, approved by the General Asgembly in 19793 the 1977 Convention on
the Prohibition of Military or Any Other Hostile Use of Environmental Medification
Techniques, and many others.

However, we are regretfully compelled to note that, according to reports in the
western Press, including that of the United States itself, an extensive programme is
being developed for the creation of a whole series of systems cf weapons to be used
in outer space, such as systems of anti-satellite weapons, the deployment of
anti-satellite mines, laser weapons and the development of huge anti-missile
defence systems based in outer space,; etc., Particular attention is being devoted in
this connection to reusable vehicles of the "Shuttle" type.
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According to the United Statee review '"Aviation Week and 3Space Technology",
reusable spacecraft have been given the rele of o connecting link beiween military
centres on Bartk and orbital cperational stetions, v Trogranme development for which
has already entered the final =1l

~®rom Press reports it transpires thet the Tentogon stravegists have alse assigned
the "Shuttla" prog a substantial rols in the ac tlwatlo“ of military reconnaissance
frem space. Use ie for this purpose of artificial satslliter placed in
orbit by a remote manivulator

Ir short; there exists = 25 of en arms race in space.
The world community naturally cann i t in the face of such an
sacalation of activity to Lmr1_meht nians for the militarization of cuter space
designed to undermine the e g military balarce and to initiate yet ancther spiral

of the arms race including ipace weapons.

f nev tynes cf weapons in
.outer space would have the mest ne ntlve affect o opersticn among States in the
exploration of outer space for peaceihl purposes, the fruits of vhich the international
community is enjoying on an ever—incvwﬂﬂln@ scale. in that connection, I should

like particularly fo emrhasize the great importance of the results of the activities

1

ne
of socialist States withir the framewch of the "lntercosmes" programme.

4 year ago, thewve cccurred an event of wcpecial significance in the life of the
Mongolian peopls == the icint lengolisn-Soviet spoce flight, as =2 result of which
successful scientific wecearch of excenticnzl importance to Mongelia's national
economy was carried out.

In the light of the forecoing, the Meongoliarn delegation coneidsrsz the
boviet Union's vpropesal to ke timely znd swvprevriate to the demands of the existing
situation, -

Wi

in saying this, I snewld like to stress that, in cur view, this preposal
pursues, inter zalia, the imncrtant aim ef halting the arms race as regards its main
trend, that of the further onalitetive refincement of weapcns through the usc cof
%Clﬁntlilc and te=chnoclcgical progress.

As 1s known, the Genersl Assembly alse arpreved rescolution 36/97 C, which
includes, inter zlia, a request to the Ccumittee on Disarmament to consider the
cuestion of conductln& negotiations on the preverticon of an arme race in outer space
and, in particular, the prchibiticn of anti-satellite systems.

In that connection, my delegation shares the view of those who have expressed
a vish to examine the question of anti-satallite systems in the context cf other
measures almed at an over-all solution »f the problem of preventing the spread of
the arms race 1o outer space. That cquestion is, morecover, taken into consideration
in article 3 of the draft treaty on the _TOhlbltIOF of the staticning of weapons of
any kind in outer space asg submitted by the Loviet Unien and referred to in
General Assembly resolution 36/99.
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The Committee on Disarmament, teking into account the aforementioned
recommendations of the General Assembly and the desire of the international community
to create a reliable barrier to the transfcrmation of outer space into an arena of
the arms race, has included a2 new item on this question in the agenda of its
1982 session.

We have the impression that there is in the Committee broad understanding anA
agreement cencerning the commencement, during the second part of the Committes's’
1982 session, cof concrete negotiations with a view to adopting effective measures
aimed at preventing an arms race in outer space through the conclusion of an
appropriate internaticnal treaty. The Mongolian delegation is in favour of an
immediate start to such negotiations, and nroposes the establishment of an
ad hoc working group within the framework of the Committee. In that connection, I
‘should like to recall that the group of socialist countries proposed the
establishment of an ad hoc working group on this question in document CD/241.

We consider. that the Committee could take a decision to establish the group,
preferably before the completion of the work of the first part of the present
session. In order to facilitate the speedy establishment of the ad hoc working group,
the Mongolian delegation has submitted for the Committee's consideration
working paper CD/272 containing draft terms of reference for the ad hoc working group,
as follows:

"The Committece on Disarmament decides to establish, for the second half
of its 1982 sessicn, an ad hoc werking group for the purposes of conducting
negotiations on item 7 of the agenda, 'Frevention of an arms race in outer
space' and agreeing on a text for a corresponding international treaty, taking
into account all existing proposals and future initiatives in that respect.

The ad hoc werking group shall submit a report on the progress of its
work to the Committee on Disarmament before the completion of the second half
of the Committee's 1982 session."

The draft treaty on tho prohibition of the stationing of weapons of any kind
in outer space submitted by the Soviet Union, which could serve as a 'good basis for
negotiations, is before the Committce.

Ve believe thet in the continuing discussion of item 7 at informal meetings of
the Committee, parties' positions are emerging. This may later facilitate
preparations for the start of negotiations on this question at the Committee's
summer session.

The Mengolian delegation is prepared to engage with interested delegations in
consultations and exchanges of views on the elaboration of appropriate terms of
reference for the ad hoc worklng group on the brasis of document CD/272 w1th a view
to reaching agreemen+ on this urgent issue.
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Mr. IJBWERE (Wigeria): Mr. Chairman, I was born on 9 April and I believe that
good things always happen to me in April. One of the good things that I see happening
this month is the fact that you are presiding over our deliberations at this crucial
period. I am convinced that yovy well-known commitment to the cause of disarmament
and that of the friendly country that you deligently represent, as well as your
unassuming personclity, will te an asset to this Committee as we prepare t¢ round up
the spring sessicn in readiness Tor the first major event cof the becond Disarmament
Decade -~ the second special seesion cf the General Assermbly devoted to disarmement.

I pledge the full cec~operation of my delegation in the accemplishment of your
difficult task.

Your predecesscr, Ambassador Mario Alessi, deserves cur gratitude for the
effective mannar in which he steered the work of %he Commitiee through the busy
month of March. For one thing, my delegation will always remember the immortant
developments that tock place in the Committee under his chalrmenship and the tireless
efforts he made to start us on the way to meaningful discussiocns of the vital subject
of a CTBT. Events may yet prove ‘hat, during his chairmanship, some important steps
were taken in this regard.

My statement today will in the first instance be devoied to item 6 of the
Committee's agenda,; a compnrehensive programme of disarmament. This agenda item no
doubt deserves frank and honest asscssment by all merbers »f thig Committec in viev
of the wide recognition of its significance as the "centrepiece” of the second
npecial session. The fact that, at its curr-nt segsion, the Committee on Disarmament
must complete the elaboration of the programme for adoption bty the second
special session reinforces the concern of my delepation ebcul the present state of
negotiations in the Ad Hoc Working Group and its medesi achievement.

The considerable interest that my delegation has shoun over the years in the
comprehensive programme of disarmament is ns 0ld as the sublizct itself. Our positicn
on the elements of the comprehensive programme wqq clearly stated in document "CD/555
of 24 February 1978, which was presented tc the CID and subse qu er+1y reviewed in
statements and working vapers that were later submitted wo this Committee. Iiy
delegation has consistently veen of the view thet a comnrehensive prograrmme of
digarmament is of foremost and urgent importance in the effortis towvards general and
complete disarmament. Basically, we believe in g global and all-embracing approach
to bring about real disarmament and lasting pecce and international security.

The Tenth Specizl Session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to
disarmament held in 1978 adorted by consensus the FProgramme of Action in the
Final Document, whicl. contains several important elements of z comprehensive programme
of disarmament. Poaragravh 109 of that consensus document requeabs thie Commititee to
elaborate a comprehensive programme of disarmament:

"encompassing all measures thought 0 be advisable in order to ensure that the
goal of gesnieral and complete disarmament under effective internaticnal control
becomes a reality in a world in which intexnational peace ard security
prevail and in which bthe newr internmationcl economic crder is strengthened end
conicolidated".
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The declaration of the Second Disarmament Decade, which took the novel form of a
-strategy for disarmament in the 1980s and paragraph 2 of General Assembly
resolution 56/92 P further justify and validate the significance and urgency
attached to the c¢.mpletion of the prrgran.e at the current .ossion of the
Committee on Disarmament.

Since 1982 is the year of the first major event of the Second Disarmament Decaile
and the year when the second special scssion is ewpected to complete the blueprint —-
a comprehensive programme of disarmament --- for global disarmament negotiations, cur
modest achievements and indeed the vitter fact thait a completely bracket-free
comprehencive programme still remains elusive as we approach this big event are a
matter of regrot to my delegation. In fact, the present position does not truly
-reflect how the forefathers coresfved ¢ the 1 Lalsa I The words of Alva Myrdal of
wveden, one of the early protagonists of the rrogramme, are relevant here; she
stated that:

"The history of disarmament should have been a series of positive, purposeful,
effective steps towards the goal which is acclaimed by everybody. Ve are still
walting for a first decisive, or even a serious, step to be taken".

If the second special session is unable to agree on a consensus comprehensive
programme of disarmament that combines specific measures into an integrated whole,
the chancés of mankind's survival until the year 2000 loock uncertain.

Despite the considerable work done in the Ad Hoc Working Group since January 1982
under the skiliful and able guidance of the disarmament stalwart,
Ambassador Alfonso Garcia Robles of Mexice, basic issues such as principles,
objectives, stages of implementation and time-frames remain unresolved. This is also
true for the measures, the nature of the programme, machinery, and procedures for
implementation. The reason is not difficult to understand. The varying conceptual
epproaches and reticence on the part of some delegations to negotiate and give the
recessary priority to specific measures to ralt and reverse the arms race have been
o major stumbling block. For those dele_ations, the well-ihought-out package of
co--ordinated measures, sequcnilelly stouctured into four stages in document CD/223
gubmitted by the Group of 21, appear like a fairy tale in the world of an
"unpredictable millimmeum” in disarmament ncgotiations. Rather optimistically,
such delegations opted for the so-called "Italian exercige', which sought to compile
all measures and mechanically structure them into three "baskets" or phases of
implementation without any clear-cut criteria. As was to be expected; the exercise
has not provided the magic for success either, but, in spite of this frustrating
situation, the intcrest of the Group »f 21 in this important subject remains
unshaken. The historical faect that the onlr 1221 chepter on "priorities" emerged
uncer the able guidance of Ambassador de Souza ¢ Silva of Brazil is proof of this
continued interest. ‘

A pertinent question at this juncture is: . what is the fate of this documenti ol
hope for the overwhelming majority of the members of the Committee on Disarmamens?
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The increasing arms race, particularly in nuclear weapons, poses serious threats %o
the survival of mankind and my dslegation continues to belicve that disarmament
negotiations could, in themselves, change the present situaticn through the
reduction of mistrust and suspicion implicit in dialogue and negotiations., As a
framework for sustained international action in the field of disarmament, the
comprehengive programme of Adisarmament should contain "specific' measures that

need be implemented within the shortest time possible to ensure that the goal of
general and complete lisarmament does not remain ever illusory in a world infested
with striking =dvances in weoapons technelogy. Ve also firmly believe that measures
for the non-proliferation of nuclear weapens should be strengthened to take

account of the realities of the present world situation. For instance, the
Declaration on the Denuclearization of Africa necds to be updated to reflect
bouth.Africa‘q nuclear capability and the increasingly intense collaboration between
come Western Powers and the racist réeime in South Africa in the development of its
nuclear science and tochnelogy. liy delegation sees any act of rectraint in nuclear
collaboration vith apartheid Scuth Africa as a significant contribution to the work
of this Committee in the fizld of general and cemplete disarmament.

The close link betwecn disarmament qnd dpvplopment hag alsc been consistently
stressed by my Avlesation. It should by now be clesr to us 211 that rising global
expenditures on crmaments have not only aggravated the problems of the developing
countries in achievirg an adequate level of cconomic and social development, but
have elso affected the current structural and economic crises facing some
industrialized ccuntries. It ig obvious tn my delegation that drastic reductions
in these unprcductive expenditures would prcvide enormous resources for the
viell=being of mankird.

Let me briefly ccmuwent on the questions of time-frames and the nature of the
programme., The exchanger of vieus we have had so far in the Working Group and
Contact Grouvs should by now dirpel any doubts about the non-rigidity of time-frames.
We are convinced that it is necessary, for the conduct of ncgotiations, to provide
for a time limit by which negotiatlions on specific items are expected to be
concluded, Such ¢n indication would also be a sign of the commitment of States
to the achievement of substantive progress in the field of disarmament. this is
algn true of the noture of the programme. 1y delegation sees the comprehensive
programme as a once and for all ag-nda for negotiations leading to the ul timate
goal of general and complote 14 sarmament. the prograrme should constitute an
agreed framework for negotiations in the [ield of disarmament ond elicit, from the
outset, adequate political commitmernb.: by all btates to the implementation of the
ProL ramme ., Vhat therefore appears fearible and realistic for my delegation, in
terms of binding cbligetions, is a solemn declayation Yy each country, at the
righest political level, to ensure the adoption of the programme. This offers
a rossible alternative tn the apparent lack of consensus in having a legally binding
programre, which member States may siym and ratify at +will, depending on the
existing Jegislative processes in their different political systems.

5

At this stage of our work ard given the ftime constraints, I believe that some
reflection or soul-cearching would now be appropriate to ascertain whether all
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possibilities for compromise with a view to a clean programme have been explored

in this Committee. Far from it. The will to negotiate is not forthcoming, if
not totally non-existent, on the part of certain delegations. To those delegations,
the many imponder:bles that affect disarmcment negotiations, namely, the complexity
of some measures for negotiation, verification and compliance and the international
situation, especially the political relationship between the Superpowers, are
necessary conditions for progress. Perhaps such an assessment offers a lop-sided
Justification for maintaining the status quo, but, for my delegation, a self-
contained document like the comprehensive programme of disarmament, if implemented
within the possible twenty-year time-frame originally proposed by my delegation,
would considerably change the present trend of the arms race. ouch an eventuality
would alsc lend credibility to the determination of the Member States of the

United Nations to live by the obligations they assume in declaring decades for the
achievement of disarmament.

. Time. is short, but a genuine change of heart is stlll possible and my delegation
will continue to offer its modest eontribution, -

Permit me now to comment briefly on item 4 of the Committee's annual agendas
Chemical Weapons.

My delegation would like to join other delegations which have expressed their
pleasure at seeing Ambassador Sujka of Poland chairing the Working Group on
Chemical Weapons. We are sure that, under his able chairmanship, the Group will
make the necessary progress, as it did under the energetic chairmanships of
Ambassadors Okawa of Japan and Lidgard of Sweden.

Chemical weapons are weapons of mass destruction and their terrible impact
is next only to that of nuclear weapons. My delegation would therefore like to
see this system of weapons banned for all time. Negotiztions on a convention on
the prohibition of chemical weapons have been going on far too long and my country,
a otate Party to the Biological Weapons Convention, finds the present lack of
progress on a CW convention unacceptable, since the close link between a
BW convention and CW convention has been clearly spelt out in article 9 of the
BW Convention. Those States which assumed obligations and were trusting enough
to sign the BW Convention are still anxiously awaiting the military significant States
to negotiate in good faith and to proceed to negotiations on the text of a
CW convention.

After three years of negotiations in the Committee on Disarmament, the
perennial question of verification has yet again been brought up to explain why
progress should necessarily be slow in negotiating a CW convention. As far back
as May 1978, Adrian Fisher, the United States representative to the CCD, stated
that:

"The issues involved in complete and effective prohibition of chemical weapons
are extremely complex. The political and technical issues involved are
directly linked and thus must be dealt with st the same. time. The
development of an adeguately verifiable disarmament measure which is

designed to eliminate an entire class of weapons from the arsenals of
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States and which also affects ore of the mejer industries in meny
countries is a task vhich reauires gresat care'.

At thie seceion, Amtassador Ficzlds of the United States has again stressed
the imnortapc of verification ani has eve ¢2d¢ a lack of corflaence in the
Soviet Unicn. Iiy delesgaticr sirasses the 1r1brt1nce of off~ctive verification
measures in any disarmsmenrt negotintions. we weuld merely like to state
here that "100 per cent verification" Lmvosrlflr and hence there must be an
element of confidance among LHuztae, Conseguently, = combination of international
and national mcans of verification would be the most ideal for a CW convention.

Vle nete with regret that some western and eocislist Stztes cortinue to dis sagree

on the rrepertions in which rsuch means should Te mixed, Heowever, the working
pavers presented at this ression and the Canadian poper contained in

document QD/167 continue to form 2 gcod basis for negotiations.

Ity delegation would like to stress that we dc not favour the conversion of
chemical weapen facilities for "peaceful purposes", oven if cconcmically profitable,
for this would only increase verificaticn nroblems. by delegation does place
impoertance on the destruction of chemicnl weapons and their means of production
and ve are therefore willing to study measurcs vhereby means of vroduction can
be cenverted for destruction of Stﬁckpllﬁ" of chemical weapons. Ve believe that
10 years ic o suibtable time-frame for the destructicn of CV agents and weapons
sysvems after the treaty enters iPLC forcea,

My delegation cannot support the ase of chemical weapons under any
circumstences and we are therefore distvrbed te hear slliepations of use in this
Committee. Herdless 0 cay, the vacirh régime in South Alrica has used chemical
weapons. Hy delegation angrees with the view exoresged ©hy Ambaccador Lidgard at
~ur plenary meeting on 30 Marck 1982, namely, *hat the 1nited bHtates decision to
build vy ite chemical weonsns arscensl iao mere likely $¢ lead te further escalation
of the chemlcal weapons arms race than tc the alleged vurposc of promoting a
chemical weapons conventicon. :

i

e Llreuay Lrrational race in the nuclesr finld should nave demcnstrated to
both parties thrt there can be no winners in a OV race. Conlidence~-building
measuras are urgently requircd and my delegaiion wiges both parties to adont
suck measures, since they can le2ad tc the reduction of suespicions and thereby
facilitete the conclusinn of & CW convention.

It has been stated that disarmament i« woldom fashionablo. This is true.
But certainly my deleaation and the nen—governmental « organizations currently meeting
ir Jeneva balieve thet 1% is o werthwhile cause. AS anprooch Baster, 1 merely
wish to associate W,ubli uith the following viev exprosssed by the Dritish Council
of Churches in 1972 ‘

"Wie believe it cnr Suty *o pursue dicarmament rob jusl as o means o enhance
security, or e effccht economies, rub 28 o clear Christien obligation, by
which we mean that bto use the human =nd material resources of God's creation
te prepare for dectruction is comirary 4. Cod's will for the human family".
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The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Nigeria for his statement and
for the kind words he addressed to the Chair, I now give the floor to the representative
of Yugoslavia, Mr, Mihajlovic,

Mr, MIHAJLOVIC (Yugoslavia): Mr, Chairman, let me at the outset congratulate
you on assuming the chairmanship for this month and assure you of the full co-operation
of my delegation, I am sure that with your skill and patience you will succeed in
carrying out your difficult task., I would also like to pay . a tribute to your
predecessor, Ambassador Alessi, for the efficient job he did as our Chairman for last
month. My delegation was particularly pleased to co-operate with him as the
representative of a neighbourly and friendly country.

In the very brief period before the beginning of the second special sesssion
devoted to disarmament and the even briefer one left until the adjournment of the first
part of the Committee's current session, the question arises as to what record the
Committee on Disarmament will take with it to the secend special session.

The Committee should answer this question in its special report on the state
of negntiations on the various cuestions under consideration, in accordance with
United Nations General Assembly resolution 36/92 ¥, which has requested it to do so.
However, since it is very difficult to conclude from the draft report before the
Committee what the state of negotiations on the various questions under consideration
is, it will be up to each delegation tc draw its own cenclusions,

The Committee has probably never before been involved to such an extent in a
series of formal and even more informal meetings.and contact groups as it has been
since the beginning of this year. All this activity is, as has been emphasized many
a time, the result of the importance of the second special session.

The particular contribution to the second special session that the
General Assembly has requested of the Committee ig the comprehensive programme of
disarmament, on whose elaboratiorn the Ad Hoc Working Group has been working for
tve years already. We can freely say that the results achieved by the Ad Hoc
Vorking Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament would not have been possible
wvithout the ouvtstanding involvement and high dedication to the cause of disarmament
of its Chairmen, the distinguished representative of Mexico, Ambassador Garcia Robles.

The Ad Hoc Working Group has, unfortunately, not been able to reach agreement on
some important parts of the comprehensive programme, particularly on its most important
part, disarmement measures, which has mostly been kept between parentheses. The
negotiators' differences of opinion with regerd to the implementation of the programme
according to stages and v1+hln established time-frames still exist, Agreement has also
not beer. reached on the nature of the programme, vhich remains to be settled at the
second special gsession, It is therefore necessary to decide on the basis for seeking
solutions at the second special session.

it seems to us that the solutions should Pe sought bearing in mind the following
elements, The comprehensive programme cf disarmament must be conceived in such a
manner that the taking of agreed measures would be conducive to the final objective:
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general and complete disarmament under strict international contrsl, It must be thot
which lies at the very core of its name: a comprehensive prograrme of disarmament,

In oxder to be able to be this, the commrebonzive nrogramme of disarmement should provide
for appropriate stages and apprcziicte Tine-frane. fou "nlementqtlun, vhich should

be broadly conceived and indicative in nature. Tinaelly, it should e Tboth a plan

for the conduct of negotiations and a plan for the implementation of agreed measures,

for it is obvious that an agreement on particular measures can be reached only through
a process of multilateral negotiations,

The comprehensive programme cof Oloarﬂamenv vculd nct 19 needed if its role were
merely to identify and malze a list of measures, without at the same time vrescribing
definite dynamic action to carry them out accord;ng to established procedure and
priorities. There are plenty of United FWationg resclutions to this effect., Ve
consider that the measures included in the programme should be specific cénough not to
leave any doubt that the countries which are invited to negotiate on them in due course
should also be responsible for their implementation.

We canmnot accept the notion that it is unrealistic to include even indicative
time-frames for the initiation or conclusion ¢f specific regotiantions on measures because
of unpredictable future internctional developments. Instead of adenting such a
pessimistic and negative apprcack, itv would be much better to malte conscientious
and determined disarmament effecrts, wiiich would surely help to make fuilure international
trends more predictable.

We agree that periodic reviews are very importent in order to give impetus
to the 1mplemen cation of the programme and to make all the necescary adjustments in
respect of etages and time-lrames, These should be carried out on the basis of the
then existing international atmesphere rather than on the baris of international
developments predchea far in alvance, Thisg ig, in our opinion, a mere realistic
approach.

By its character and content, the commrehensive programmc of disarmament must
necessarily differ to a considcrsoble ewient from tine decuments, such as the
Final Document of the first snecial session devoied to disarmament cr the Declaration
of the 1980s as the Second Disarmament Decace., This i the only way the second

special session can create a basis for genuine mrogress in *the field of disarmament.,

The Committee will, unfortunately, rol ccme Telore the seccond special session vith
any other result. Neverthelecn) this time we zhell not spealr ¢bout the vork of the
other Working Groups which will continue after the zecond special sezsion. It is
perh@ps possible that some of them may aclileve grerter success hefore the end of thie
year! S session of the Commictee on Dicarmement than hag been the case so far,

We would alﬂo like tn mention that the Commitlee hag not yet gucceeded in
establishing a subsidiary body on the nuclear test hen The Arcfting group of eight
merber countries appointed bty the Committeec to fermulotie Itn mandate hos =o for beer
negotiating without succecs., The reaseon for this 1o, in cur oninion, that some
countries still mainiain a very restrictive vcsition vwiih regard to the recognized
priority of the nuclear test bon ond teo the multilatercl eqotiauing character of the
Committee on Disermament. Ve linpe, however, that these efforts will soon be crowned
vith success so that the Committee may ot long last begin its consideration of thic
priority agenda item,
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In Jhis connection, it should Te recalled thet some newr cnd e.rlier exnressed
Coctrines and thesries hove been heerd duvrins *he fivs. pert of the Cormitiee's worl:

thiryear. The mogst recent vhace of the acceleratel nucleawy irme roce and the onening
2L © nev cne in relotion iec the ~rodu-ticn of rav cheri ol eopo are teing Justified
by the need oo achieve o militery balornce that haz been dadsiurse Howvever, the

no
) Qo
esvellishment of this bolaznce in alvays souchd at an increacingly higher level or ir
being disturied at sicn a level. ‘Jheeory snl zraciice, sidch cir ne nrecent the
imperasive of actlicnal

sevelepment of revr vecpon. enc tue frns r.ce oo

ceferce :nieresus end ¢ oy of seelting militery rerresent n
etoemnt to Justily the arme race, Losiing ord

u
can e achieved cnly throuch the halling of the vering of the
Ty

level »f zrmznent ry vay cf Jicermament. Ir this s, Tne odm it Lo ochileve
‘moininishied securiy;y for all Stoalern o the leovest we: el of srmanent an?i

militery forces, Theory and yractice, (Fich vresuppese on =ri.mevizal Lelance of
ell tymer of weapons, instead of & genersl and epproximate pariily of force, vhich
should be the basic for practical disarmament measures, are nothing more than a way
cf further iniencifying tne arms race,

The nev thecry, -thich has ccme as ~ complete surprice since it concerns a priority
iesue in the Committee's worlk that cll of its members heve adoptel by consensus,
refers to the statement that the miclear tect ten has become 2 long-term objective
and that it will be possible and acceptzble only after a significant reduction in
nuclear armaments has been achieved,

Whet is particularly disturbing in this connection is that a long-standing
recognized priority on the ligt of measures geared tovards diszrmoment, for vhich
solemn pledges were made vithin the fromewmrl: of the partiazl tesi-ban Treaty and the
NPT, now finds itself at the bottom of the list. This measure ought to have, among
other thirgs, contributed to the helting of the nuclesr arms race, the strengthening of
the régime of nuciear non-proliferction and the uvniversality of the NPT,

The second special session devoted to disarmament vill also congider, within the
framework of the review of the implementation of the decisions and recommendations
atopted at the first special session, the machinery for dissrmament negotiations., We
would, at this time, like to mcke & few preliminary observations on the possible
improvement of the worlz of the:Committee orn Disarmament,

Ve consider, first of all, that negotioting within working groups has proven
to be the most appropriate method of multilateral negotiation and that it chould be
maintained and perfected. To that end, if there are real prospectc that an
intensification of negotiations will lea’ to specific results, the Committee's working
groups should not adjourn their work during the reguler sessions of the General Acsembly.
This means that the Committee should be accorded more time to conduct negotiations. On
the one hand, this recuires delegations to organize themselves in such a way as to allow
negotiations to be conducted cimulianeously in several worliing groups. On the other
hend, the Committee should be more rational in establishing its agenda., The Committee
should create working groups for negotiiation on all the priority disarmament issues
and should, respectively, negotiate only those issues which”concern either arms
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limitations or disarmament. All other broader disarmament questions, such as
confidence-building measures, the elaboration of different programmes of disarmament
and so on, should, in our view, be relegatzd to the United N:iions Disarmament
Commission and to the woriing grcoupe it weuld esteblich for that purpose.

We also think that there is room for the further democratization of the
Committee's works; this would create even more favourable conditions for active
participation by non-member States in the work of the Committee and its subsidiary
bodies,

Greater involvement by the Committee in negotiations rould make it necessary to
alter existing practice, which has it that the Cocmmittee on Disarmament and the
United Nations Disarmament Commission cannot meet concurrently.

In our opinion, the number of plenary nmeetings of the Committee should be kept
to a reasonable minimum so that all the remeining time can be used for negotiations
within working groups.

With a view to ensuring the greatest possible efficiency and saving time
during consideration of organizaticnal and procedural metters, the Committee should,
instead of half-year and one-year vnrogremmes of werk, have longer programmes of, let
us say, two years, accompanied, of course, Yy zll the necessary flexibility, should a
different need arise,

As the single multilateral negotiating body, the Committee would take on even
greater importance if the separate negotiations of particular members of the Committee
on certain disarmament issues were transferred to it and conducted within a special
sub-group that would be set up by the Committee's working group dealing with such
issues. :

Last but not least, we think that consideration chould be given to the most
effective way of preventing the Committee! wvork from being tlocked on procedural
or organizational matters. Ir. »x onirion, it mizht Te necessary to consider the
possibility of amending the existing Rules of Procedure for that purpose.

The Committee on Disarmament, as the single multilateral negotiating body which
includes the 35 non-nuclear-weapon States and the five nuclear-weapon States, is
the best forum for the conduct of disarmament negotiations. Let us hope that the
Committee will not again fail this year to respond to the overvhelming desire of the
Member States of the United Nations for the cchievement of some results.

The CHATRMAN: I thank Mr, Mihajlovic for his statement and for the kind words
he addressed to the Chair. I now give the flcor to the representative of Egypt,
His Excellency Ambassador El Reedy.
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Mr, EL REEDY (Egynt) (translated from Lrabic): lr. Cheirmen, at the cuteet allow
me to express our pleasure a' ceeing you preside nver the meetings of the Committee
on Disarmament during this decisive znd crucial month in its work. The sun of the
renaissance in Asia rose in your country, unich, thrcughout ite modern history, has
pacsed through both glorious ont cevere =iperiences., From il this emerged the oﬁer
Japsnese perscnality, which plays & vital role in the internaticnal communitrie
search for peace and fulfilment. In following your activities in this Committes, -re
nave become convinced thet, tharlks fo your dinlomatic ohility, profecsional telent
and extreme mocdesty, nc one can revrecent the Japanese perconelity tetfer thon you.

2

T would 2lso like to exprese cur leep @ scia credor Alessi of Italy,
vhe guided the work of ouvr Commitiee logt i i grectest oskill,

May we extend a warm welccme to Ambassactor ven Dongen of the Hetherlands and
Ambassador Vejvoda of Czechoslovakia, who with their past experience will undoubtedly
enrich our work. We Join previouec speekers in evpressing to cur friend and colleague,
Ambassador Malitza of Romania, our bvest wisheg for full svzcess in his new and
important assignment.

In the past few days in our Committee, as we have been preparing our report to
the second special session of the Genersl Aszsembly devoted to disarmament, it is only
rational that we should have focusced gur attentiocn on the resultis of our work, This report
is of particular significance in the light of the growing threats to peace and security
in various regions of the world, TFurihermore, world public opinion has become
increasingly aware of the dangerous situation inherent in the continued stockpiling
of arms of mass destruction and the elaborstion of new programmes for the further
accumulation of such arms. As a recult, people have become more and more avare and
fearful of the consequences., All this takes place at a time when it is becoming
increasingly difficult for the third world countries to sustain respectable living
standards, one of the basic ressons for thic Veing the arms race andé lack of progress
in the field of disarmament and arms limitations,

Q.

snecial sesslon devoted to disarmament, the
ss everything that has been accomplished in
1t epecial session and the adoption of the

It is only ncrmal thet, at its secon
General hssembly should uncertake to =asses
the field of disarmament since the firgs
Final Document.

We consider that we have tc play an important role in assisting the General
Assembly in carrying out this evaluation. We realize that the members of our Committee
may hold different viewe on the matter, but such divergences should not prevent us from
performing this task. Iu CO“lﬂ even be useful and healthy for the special report we
shall submit to reflect the dialogue in vhich different views were expressed on the
assessment of our Committee's work and the reasons which have so far impéded any
achievement,
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For our part, we consider that the responsibility for failure to achieve any
real progress in the field of disarmement during this period and the years preceding it
falls entirely upon the shoulders of the nuclear States. The countries of the
third world have spared no efforts and still strive to promote disarmament, but
they remain unable to bring about any change in the political will and action of the
major Powers. They continue to be the victims of the continued arms race and of the
prevailing policies and doctrines which entail the possible use of arms of mass
destruction as a viable option. A ‘

In the course of more than three years, the Committee on Disarmament has remained
unable to carry out any negotiations on the most sericus matter entrusted to it,
namely, nuclear disarmament issues. 4ll this, despite the pressing reality and
increasing pressure by the world community and the dozens of resolutions adopted

v the United Nations General Assembly in this respect.

Because we feared that our Committee would start and end its spring session
without any tangible results, we suggested at the beginning of this session that
it should use the time aveilable *to it to male some modest achievements which we
could report to the General Assembly.

Wow we have reached the finsl days in the work of our Committee vithout having
done so., Nevertheless, we still believe that it behoves wus to use the remaining
few days in an attempt to make some nrogress even if it should be continuved in
New York prior to the second special session.

In this connection, I would like to emphasis the following points.

Our success in elaborating & draft cemprehensive programme of disarmament is of
special and additionel importance since it will provide world public opinidn with
proof that there is a serious commitment to work, on the basis of a unified approach,
for the creation of a wcrld free from the permanent threat of a war in which arms
nf mass destruction could be used and in vhich we could achieve general and complete
disarmament.,

We therefore take note with appreciation of the efforts made by the Ad Hoc
Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament under the chairmanship
of Ambassador GarcIa Robles to arrive at a draft text. We pay a tribute to this
Group for the success achieved in sgreeing on a unified text of the chapter on
priorities, We note with satisfaction its attemnts to reconcile views and positions
on the chapters dealing with objectives snd principles. In this regard, a special
word of tribute is also conveyed to Ambassador de Souza e Silva of Brazil,
Ambassador de La Gorce of France and Ambassador Herder of the German Democratic Republic.

We express the hope that, through further constructive dialegue, the efforts of
the Group concerning the crux of the programme -- namely the chapter on measures -- will
be crcwvmed with success,

Tt remains for us to invite delegetions to show the seme flexibility as the
Group of 21 with regard to the nature of the programme anl the time-frames for its
implementation. We should all agree that the real value of this programme lies in the
commitment to implement it within recsonaghle and flexible time-frames.
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We believe that we are entitled to feel cauvtiously optimistic about the limited
success achieved in the Committee's consideration of the topic of a nuclear test ban,
for, at present,; serious negotiations are being held to define the mandate of a
working group to deal with this item., We are indeed grateful to Mr, Alessi, the
outgoing Chairman, for his initiative in sterting these negotiations.

We share the opinion that the guestion of verification of compliance is crucial
to the conclusion of a convention on a comprehensive and final nuclear test ban. We
nevertheless hold the view that, even if this aspect enjoys a degree of priority in our
negotiations, it is not an end in itself, but, rather, an integral part of other
elements aimed at reaching the ultimate goal, the conclusion of a convention on a
comprehensive test ban. Consequently, the definition of the mandate of the
working group must be in keeping with the general cbjective contained in the Final,
Document of the first special session and in conformity with the numerous resolutions
adopted by the General Assembly on the matter, This is an objective cn which the hopes
of world public opinion are pinned, Agreeing on it would bhe an achievement by our
Committee and will testify to the seriousness of our endeavours, so that we can, at the
next session of the Committee on Disarmament through the working group on whose mandate
we hope to agree during this part of our session,; pursue our efforts towards this goal.

We also believe that the question of effective international arrangements to assure
the non-nuclear-wveapen States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons is one
of the urgent topics in respect of vhich a number of steps should be taken at the
forthcoming special session., If it is not feasible here to achieve progress on this
issue, it might be possible to pave the way for the second special session to formulate
a categorical guarantee by the nuclear Powers not to use nuclear weapons against
non-nuclear-weapon States. We can think of more than one formula to confer a binding
character on such commitments and to widen their scope and increase their effectiveness
in order to give a stronger sence of security to the non-nuclear-weapon States, the
majority of which are non-aligned or neutral States that have officially renounced the
nuclear weapon option and submitted their nuclear facilities to intermational safeguards,

I also believe that it is still possible to agree on the principle of setting wp
an ad hoc wvorking group on the prevention of an arms race in outer space so that the
working group can begin its activities during the next part of our session.

These are some of the matters we deemed it useful to raise in a last attempt at
achieving some progress in our wvork here.

However, the essential truth remains that, as far as the continuation of the arms
race and the failure to curb it and to achieve disarmament are concerned, the present
situation is one which the world can no longer tolerate. The nuclear Powers and
particularly the two Superpowers are the ones basically responsible for this. During
the next special session devoted to disarmament, the General Assembly should examine
the serious consequences of the continuation of such a situation.

We can see that all the peoples of the world, whether in the North or in the South,
in the East or in the West, are determined to refuse to live under the spectre of
nuclear war, They are revolved to control the arms race and reverse its course, The
second special session is duty bound to deal with this fact.
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The CHAIRMAN: I thank Ambassador L1 Reedy for his statement and for the kind
vords he addresscd to the Chair, I now give the floor to the representative of
the United Kingdom, His Dxcellency Ambassador Summerhayes.,

lir, SUIRICRHAYZS (United Kingdom): It is a great pleasure to welcome you to

, the Chair this month and to express my delegation's thanks to lMr. llario Alessi,
your predccessor during the month of Harch, Iy intervention this morning will be

" brief., It is on a matter vhich is a cause of grave concern not only to my country,
but to the international community as a whole, and vhich has a direct bearing on
the climate in vhich ve conduct our work.

I wish to draw attention to the secriocus situation which has arisen as a result
of the invasion and occupation of the Palkland Islands by Argentina. This flagrant
and illegal use of force and the failure of Argentina to withdraw in defiance of a
mandatory Security Council resolution runs counter to all the principles which
guide our work in this Committee and constitutes a grave setback to the cause of
arms control and disarmament. Ve call on the Argentine Government to withdraw its
forces immediatcly in accordance with the mandatory resolution of the
Security Council, resolution 502,

The CHAIRHAIT: I thank Ambassador Summerhaycs for his statement and for the
kind words he addressed to the Chair. I nouv give the floor to llinister Tian Jin
of China. : . e

Ir. TIAN JIN {China) (translated from Chinese): 1IMr. Chairman, I would like to
say a few words on the content of the special report. The Chinese delegation is
grateful to the Secretariat for the efforts it has made to draft the outline of a
special report to the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament.,

The international community is concernced with the work of the Committee on
Disarmament, which functions as the single multilateral negotiating body on
disarmament. The special veport of the Commitice on Disarmament will become one
of the major documents of the second special session, as well as one of the
important reference documents for the preparation of other documents at the
second special session. Ve therefore believe that the special report should
reflect not only the situation at the current session and the activities carried
out by the Committee on Disarmament since its establishment, but also concisely
describe where progress has and has not been made and why, so as to acquaint all
liember States of the United Nations with the work done by the Committee on
Disarmament.

Proceeding.from these considerations, we thinlk that the report should mainly
reflect in a brief way the vieus and differing opinions of the various sides on
major items, as well as on the situation of disarmament. Organizational and other
routine matters should be described as briefly as possible and lists of documents
might be annexed to thc revort, thus malking it clear-cut, short and convenient for
all licmber States of the United Nations to read and study,

.
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lIir, NOIRFALISSS (Belgium): lMr. Chairman, I will, with your permission, leave
it to Ambassador Onkelinx to congratulate you on your assumption of the chairmanship
of our Committee and to thank your predecessor, Ambassador Alessi,

Ag the representative of the country currently holding the presidency of the
Council of Ministers of the Iuropean Communities, I would like to inform the
Committee on Disarmament of the position adepted on 2 April 1982 by the--
Ministers for TForeign Affairs of the Ten with regard to the TFalkland Islands
case, to vhich the Ambassador of the United Kingdom has just referred.

The text of the statement by the Ten reads as follows:

"The Foreign liinisters of the Ten condemn the armed intervention in the
FPalkland Islands by the Government of Argentina, in defiance of the statement
issued on 4 April by the President of the Security Council of the United Nations,
vhich remains scized of the question.

They urgently appeal to the Government of Argentina to withdraw its
forces immediately and to adhere to the appeal of the United Nations
Security Council to refrain from the use of force and to continue the oearch
for a diplomatic solution.!

The CHATRIIAN: I thanlk lir, Noirfalisse for his statement and for the kind words
he addressed to the Chair. ’

At the opening of this mceting, T read out the names of those speakers vho had
put their names on the list for today. Since then, a number of other delegations
have approached the uecrcuarlat, or the Chair, to have their names included. For
today, I heve taken these names dowm. I feel, however, that it might be appropriate
in the future that delegations which wish to speak, in addition to those whose names
the Chair has announced at the outsct, should perhaps raisc their hands wvhen I
enquire if there are any other speakers I think that has mainly been the practice
of this Committee in the past and feel that this might help to prevent possible
confusion and misunderstanding. I now give the floor to the rcpresentative of the
Netherlands, His Dxcellency Ambassador van Dongen.

Mr, van DONGEN (Ifetherlands): With your permission Mr. Chairman, I should
like to refer to the issue raised by my distinguished colleague from the
United Kingdom. The Netherlands position on this issue is clear and unambiguous.,
The Netherlands Foreign llinister vas one of the signateories of the joint declaration
just read out by the distinguicshcd representative of Belgium, the country holding
the presidency of the Duropean Communities, That declaration leaves no room for
doubt about cur full agreement with Sccurity Council resolution 502, There has
undoubtedly bheen a breach of international law and the principles of the
United Nations Charter, vhich we are committed to live bBy. The Netherlands has
consistently and invariably held that the use of force in international relations,
vherever and whenever it may occur, must be condemned., It will thercfore come as
no surprisc that, as the reprecentative of the country that has the honour to have
been chosen as the scat of the International Court of Justice, I can but repeat what
we very deeply believe in, namely, that the rule of law must be upheld. We therefore
have no hesitation in supporting the position formulated in Ambassador Summerhayes'
statement.
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The CELAIRIIAN: I thank Ambassador var: Dongen for his statement, The
representative of Argentina has asked for the flocr to sveair in cxercice of his
right of reply. In the meanvhile, I have r=ceived applicetions for the floor.
I have received recouests for inclusion in the i1izt o syoakers from the delegations
of France, Italy, Peru, Vinezucla, Brazil ard the Unitcd States of fmerica. So 1
respectfully wish to auL Ambacsador Carasales vhen he woulia 1_Ac tc teke the floor
in exercise of his right of reply? I give the floor o anca Caracales,

Qs

(S~

Lir, CARASALES (Argont1n9) (tranclated from Spanisi): i, Chairmon, the conduct
cars since thiz Cemmittec's cstablishnent
shows that it has ncver brnvput up matters that ave not within the C rmittee's
spocific jurisdiction and, on this occasion, it was certainly not the Argentine
delegaticn vhich provoked this ienate, Az on other nccasions, other delegations
have consgidered it appropriate to welfer in this Comnittce to mattcrs which are
foreign to it. Although the Argentine delegation finds this regrettable, it is
certainly not avout to shrink from consideration of this subject if members wish
to discuss 1t in this forum,

How history changes! The representative of a countiy which imposed its
force on four continernts, subjugating neoples and territories to satisfy its
insatiable appetite for new cclonics, iz now cemplaining tcday becauvse a country
which was unjustifiably attacled five tincs in its history by that great Power has
dared to recover one of thiose colunies and restore it to the territorial heritage
to which it helongs and from which it was seized by force in 10833,

The situation in the Scuth Atlantic vas not provoled by the Argent: Hepublic.
Civilians vho were vorking peacefully in Sovth Goorgia, with valid docimentotion and
with the knowledge of the United Kingdom, and carrying out a commercial operation
planned more than one year ago vere given an ultimatun to withdravy immediately. A
warhsip wae sent to the area vith loval liarines on board to expel them by force;
nuclear submarines vere dispatciiedl to the areaj; in the British Parliament, the
Govermment stated that wc means, no means, would be gpared to ensure that lto
position prevailed. ©Bhould Argevitina submit meelly teo thie new show of force?

That policy of force hos been a constant %radition vith regard to my country.

[

We were attacked in 1306, 1807, 1333, 1840 and 1848, The Halvinas were
occupied by force and the Argentine adninistration and population were oxpelled
in 16%%; an act of aggrescion wog comnitted in 1833 ard has continued ever since,
day in, day out, because the occupation of a foreim territcry by force is an act
of aggrescion, because that territery is Argentine territory and has alvays becn
Argentine territory and no counutry can invade itg omm territory. The recovery
operation which took place in the lialvinas was one of a very special nature, To
act of force is carried out without blocdshed —- the chedding of foreign bloecd, I
should say. ot one drop of Britiszh Blood was spilt, although there were A"mcrtlne
dead and wounded, but the fact that nc Britich Iand was apilt was not a3 coincidence,
the result of circwastonces or because they were Britisi, they wveze invulnexrable,
Tt was because there was a special order that every effort should be made net o
harm anyone at all, evern the occupying ~xmed Vou can imcgine liow much

self-restraint the Argentine soldie: to they saw their comrades fall
and yet they still endeavourcd succeusially, i1l a single drop of DBritish
1

blood in the recovexry cf ouwx t01r1+rﬂ“° The the Argentine Repuvlic have
nothing against the Government and tue pnnplp of Britain. On the contrary, they
would lilke to heve the beut relotions with thom, b tni 11 rnever be possible while
any part of Argentine tcrritory is occoupied by peucple vho tock it frorm us by force.

I repeat once again that it is Argentine bterrvitory, and it is not only the

1

Argentine Repuinlic which says that it is,
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The non-aligned moverment, which has been in the forefront of all decolonization
efforts, has algo considered this question. I could recall many of the movement's
declarations, but it is enough to quote ~aly two cr three, The Declaration of
Hinisters for Torzcign Affairs of lon-Alisncd Ceuntriec in Lima stated that the non-
aligned countries, "withcout prejudice to ratifying the validity of the principle
of self-determination as a general principle for other territories, stircngly support
in the special and particular case of the HMalvinas Islands, the just claim of the
Argentine Depublic and urge the United Kingdom actively to continue the negotiations
recommended hy the United Nations in order to restore the said territory to
Argentine sovereignty and thus put an end to that illegal situation®”, I repeat
"to that illegal situation, which still persists in the southern part of the
American continent", The Conference of leads of State or Govermment of Non-Aligned
Countries, held in Sri Lanka in 1970, expressly stated *that: "In the special and
particular case of the llalvinas (Falkland Islands), the Conference firmly supported
the just claim of the Argentine Republic and urged the United Kingdom actively to
pursue the negotiations recommended by the United Nations for the purpose of
restoring that territory to Argentine sovereignty, thus ending that illegal situation
that still prevails in the extreme southern part of the American continent" and the
movement's resoluticns continue in the same vein, the most recent being the one
adopted when the Ministers for Foreign Affairs of non-aligned countries attended
the latest General Assembly of the United Mations and it was stated that the meeting
firmly reiterated its support for the right of the Argentine Republic to obtain the
restoration of the Falkland Islands and exercise its territorial sovereignty over
themn,

The Argentine Republic has negotiated the problem unsuccessfully for over
15 years and it has spent more than 130 yecars trying in vain to settle the dispute,
with no reply from the United Kingdom., The Argentine Republic is still ready to
negotiate, however, as the liinister for Foreign Affairs of the Argentine Republic
recently stated: "The Argentine Republic is not threatening anyone, the
Argentine Republic is not engaged in hostilities against anyone, we are not
interested in an armed confrontation wit!: anyone and we arc ready to negotiate
diplomatically all the problems we have with the United Kingdom, except sovereignty,
because that is not negotiable',

That is and continues to be my country's position and, in this context, we
see the threat of very serious conflicts., Today Her lajesty's fleet is sailing
south, as it did 150 years ago, ready once again to attack the Argentine Republic
10,000 kilometres from its bases, in yet another attempt to impose the colonial
yoke on a part of Argentine territory, to seek to retain by force one of the last
remnants of its Ompire, and this is not the first time it has tried to do so in
recent decades. In short, it is going to try to repeat its "exploit" of 1833,

I can assure you that, this time, it is not going to find it so easy.

lir, de BEAUSSE (Franoe) (translated from ¥rench): Iir., de La Gorce will
undoubtedly want to congratulate you himself on your assumption of the chairmanship
and to thank the distinguished representative of Italy for the way in which he
performed the duties of Chairman during the month of larch,
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France condemned Argentina's military aggression against the Falkland Islands
archlpelago from the outset, It did sc in the Security Council and when it
partlclpated in the drafting of the statement which the distinguished representative
of Belgium has just read out to the Committee, France considers that this armed
attack constitutes a clear violation of the provisions of Article :2, paragraph 4,
of the Charter of the United Nations, which forbids the threat or use of force 1n
international relations. Such a violation cannot but undermine the climate of
confidence between States vhich must be maintained if the work of our Committee
is to run smoothly. That is vhy my delegation endorses the appeal made by the
United Kingdom delegation to the Argentine Govermment requesting it fully to
implement the resolution adopted on this matter by the Security Council.,

The CHATIWIAN: T thank Mr, de Beausse for his statement and for the Llna words.
he addressed to the Chair.

- I give the floor to Ambassador Alessi of Italy.

lr, AIESSI (Italy) (translated from French): I would first like to repeat
my delegation's congratulations and .sincerest wishes, which I had the pleasure of
extending to you vhen I harnded the chairmanship over tc you. Having lictened to
the statements made by the distinguished representative of the United Kingdom and
subsequent speakers, I would like to recall that my Government, which deplored the
intervention by Argentina's armed forces in the Falkland Islands and renewed the
appeal to negotiate made by the Security Council of the United Nations, fully shares
the position of the ten member countries of the Buropean Iconomic Community just
stated by the distinguished representative of Belgium. 1y Government's attitude
reflects an assessment of the situation which, while taking intec account the
traditional ties of friendship that link the Italian and Argentine peoples, cannot
ignore the principles of international legality or concerns about the consequences
which a serious deterioration in relations between the United Kingdom and Argentina
might have for peace and stability in the world and therefore, for the cause of
disarmament.

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Itely, Ambassador Alessi, for his
statement and for the kind words he addressed tc the Chair.

Ur, BENAVIDES. de la SOTTA (Peru) (translated from Spanish): lr. Chairman,
the head of my delegation will shortly inform you of the satisfaction which its
members feel at seeing you in charge of the work of our Commlitee.

Permit me now to make a short statement concerning a matter thit was brought
up unexpectedly and at the last minute in this meeting.

Iy delegation has always maintained, as a matter of principle, that our
Committee should in no case be used to raise matters of particular political
interest that have nothing to do with its functions, but, rather, tend to reduce
its effectiveness as the single multilateral forum for disarmament negetiaticns,
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It is also on principle that my delegation has opposed attempts artificially
to involve the Committee in matters which are extranecus to its purpose and which,
while they may be legitimate in other prreincts, can, in this Commitiee, only
provoke -~ as we have just scen —-- unneccssary pclemics that cannot but cause
consternation among delegations which, like my owm, maintain normal and friendly
relations with the parties dircctly concerned in the affair in question, an affair
whose prompt solution, by peaceful means, is deserving of the most intensive and
disinterested efforts of the entire international community. We are opposed to
the settlement of intermational disputes through the use or the threat of force.

My Government issued an official statement on this matter a few days ago,
but we do not believe that it is either necessary or fitting to repeat it in the
Committee, For that reason, we regret that other delegations should have-
considered it appropriate to take such action with regard to their owm statements.

The CHAIRMAN: T would like top thank IMr, Benavides for his statement and also
for the kind words he addressed to me.

Mr. AGUILAR PARDO (Venezuela) (translated from Spanish): Firstly, Sir,
permit me to congratulate you on behalf of our delegation on your assumption of
the chairmanship of the Committee on Disarmasment,

Our delegation has always been opposed to the discussion in this or any
other forum of matters that are not within its competence, However, the statements
made in this forum compel our delegation to read out the text of the statement
issued by the Venezuelan Ministry of Foreign Affairs on 2 April cf this year, and
I quote:

"The Venezuelan Ministry of Foreign Affairs is following with the
greatest interest the development of the situation in the llalvinas and is
in permanent contact with the Venezv-lan diplomatic missions which are
able to provide the most accurate information,

The Venezuelan position as regards the attainment of peace and the
struggle against the vestiges of colonialism is known to all, It is to be
noted that serious efforts must be made to ensure the peaceful resolution
of situations of historical injustice inherited from previous generations,
since intransigence or indifference may lead to a dangerous exacerbation
of feelings and situations that no one wants.

It is not appropriate at this time to adopt definite positiens or to
pronounce value judgments until more extensive and precise information on
all the circumstances is available, In keeping with its tradition,
Venezuela naturally regrets any occurrence that may lead to bloodshed
and hopes that the problem will ultimately be peacefully and fairly
solved, At the same time, it earnestly hopes that calm and a spirit
of understanding will prevail so that there will be no aggravation of
the situation".
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The CHAIRMEN: T would like tc thank the represent. tive of Venezuela for his
statement and for the kind words he addressed te the Chair,

Mr. de SLUZA e SILVa (Brozil): Mr, Chairmen, some of the statements we-have
heerd this morning prompt my delegation to mcke the following statement:

The historiial background of the Brazilian position with regard to the question
of the Malvinas Islands dates back to 1833, when the Government of Brazil gave an
affirmative answer to the appeal made by the Argentine Government about British action
in the archipelago. In his reply to the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Argentina,
the Brazilian Minister for Foreign Affairs stated that it would give instructions to
the Brazilian representative in London te render assistance to the Minister for
Foreign Affairs of Argentina in his representations to the British Government and to
exert his good offices to the extent possible.

Last Tuesday, 6 April, in Brasilia, the Minister of Foreign Affairs of Brazil
summoned the smbassadors of the Argentine Republic and of the United Kingdom and handed
each of them an identical diplomatic note, in which Brazil, inspired by the steadfast
friendship that unites it to both nations, formulates a forceful appeal to both
Governments to make every effort to achieve a peaceful settlement of the dispute and
expresses the confidence of the Brazilian Government that the two countries will find
a solution to the guestion dividing them, in accordance with the best interests of
their peoples and of peace.

Mr. BUSBY (United States of America): Mr, Chairman, having listened to the
statements of other speakers on this particular subject, I would like to make a brief
statement,” The United States Government is firmly on record as deploring the use of
force t resolve international disputes. That is a firm and continuing view held by
my Government and it is certainly applicable in this situation., The United States
voted for and strongly supports the Security Council resolution which was adopted
last Saturday and demands an immediate cessation of hostilities and an immediate
withdrawal of Argentine forces from the Falkland Islands and -alls upon the Governments
of Argentin.. and the United Kingdom to resclve their differences through the achievement
of a diplomatic solution., 4is is well known, the United States has offered its good
offices to both parties in an attempt to reach a peaceful settlement of the dispute,

As some delegations may be aware, Secretary of Stage Haig, at the invitation of both
Governments, is visiting London and Buenos Aires, The United States has stated in
various bodies, including this Committee, its firm view that progress in arms control
and disarmament negotiations cannot be made in an atmosphere of international tension.
We have also stated on repeated occasions our view thet article 24 of the United Nations
Charter requires all States to build the internatlonal confidence necessary for
achievement of the goals we all seek. The unfortunate situation which exists today
regarding the Falkland Islands underscores this fact. We are hopeful that a peaceful
solution will be found and I can pledge the full support of my Government to that end.

HZ:_EEQEEEE (Federal Republic of Germany): Mr. Chairman, with your permission,

I wiil reserve ny comments on your assumption of the Chairmanship for another occasion,

Thg views expressed by the delegation ¢f Argentina make it doubly important for my
delegation to speak in support of the statement made earlier by the distinguished
representative of the United Kingdom. As one of the co—authors, my country also fully
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identifies with the declaration of the Foreign Ministers of the ten countries of the
Buropean Community, as just read out by the distinguished representative of Belgium,
In the decision it %took on 7 April, the Cabinet of the Government of the Federal Republic
of Germany, presiced over by Chancellor S:hmidt, sgain conderned the invasion of the
Falkland Islands by Argentina and has characterized it as a flagrant violation of
Argentina's obligation under internaticnal law to settle international disputes
peacefully and to renounce the use of ferce in relations between States., The Cabinet
confirmed the fact that the Federal Republic.of Germany, jointly with its European
partners, will continue to give strcng support to the United Kingdom, a friend and
ally, in its endeavours to reach a peacefuvl settlement of the conflict., In additicn,
the Cabinet decided to suspend all arns deliveries tc a country which continues to
commit an act of agression and a violation of international law and refuses to alipgn
itself with the mendatory resolution of the United Nations Security Council, My
delegation fervently hopes that efforts at negotiations will lead tc a peaceful
settlement and will undec the attack and abuse of internaticnzl law, which we deplore,

Mr, DCN NANJI®A (Kenya): Mr, Chairman, my delegation would first of all like to
welcome you to the chairmanship of this Committee for the month of April. I also
extend our appreciation and gratitude to Ambassador Alessi of Italy for the excellent
leadership and guidance he gave the Committee last month.

The discussion we are heving on the guesticn of the Falkland Islands is an
unforeseen development and I have ne instructicns on it at this time, But as the
representative of a country whose President is the ~urrent Chairman cf the
Organization of African Unity, I wish to restate the well-known and consistent policy
of my Government and, indeed, of all the countries of Lfrica, on the ¢uestion of
international peace and security and the settlement of international disputes, namely,
that the use of force should hte avoilded in the settlement of disputes among all States,
In this regard, we would strongly urge the two parties to this dispute to resolve
their differences by pesceful means. We hope that peaceful means will be resorted %o
and that s mutually acceptable settlement will soon be reached by the two Governmenis,

The CHADMaN; I thank Mr. Don Nanjira for his statemert and for the kind words
he addressed to the Chair, I now give the floor tc the representative of Cuba.

Mr. SCLia VILA (Cuba) (translated from Spanish): lMr. Chairman, you explained that,
following the closure of the list of speakers, a number of delegations put down their
names to speak, but that was a natural consequence of the fact th.t a metter was raised
in our Commithtee which does nct fall within its mand: te and whicr surprised many of the
delegations here.

Uur delegation has always spcken cut ageinst.the idea that the Committee should
devote itself to questions outside its torms of reference since thet is a way of
diverting attention from our work and of attempting to link a supposed international
situation with disarmement efforts,

With regard to the situation in the Malvinas, the movement of non-aligned countries
has consistently supported Argentina's right to exercise sovereignty over that part of
its territory. Ve are struck by the fact that this question has been raised at a
time when it is not just in the Southern Atlantic, as a result of action by Argentina
or by the United Kingdom, that the international situation is tense, but that no account
has been taken-~-- and we could bring this point up ourselves at the next session -~ of
the South African régime's continuing acts of agression against the population of Angola,
the situation created by Israel's annexation of the U0lan Heights, the situstion in
which the Palestinians now find themselves in Gaza and the West Bank, the situation in
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the Caribbean, concerning which the vetd was recently used in the Security Council to
block a call for peace and negotiations—— and yet matters are raised that are alien to
our Committee. Our delegation is opposed to these positions and we reserve the right,
should such situations continue, to bring before the Committee matters which are foreign
to our Committee and also represent threats to international peace and security.

Mr, GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (transleted from Spanish): Mr. Chairman, p&rmit me to
reserve the expression of our satisfaction at seeing you in the Chair for when we deal
with one of the items on the Committee's agenda.

My delegation's position concerning the Committee's functions is well-known. We
stated it in 1980 and in 1981 and it is not to deal now with a situation that we
deeply regret and that is, in geographical terms, taking place in the western hemisphere
that we are going to chenge it. )

For those who may be interested, the position of the Government of Mexico concerning
the question of the Malvinas was stated in considerabie detail oy the Secretary for
Foreign Affairs the day before yesterday in a Press release; it is thus public and
well-known. Permit me to say only that, in keeping with our position of principle,
emphasis was placed in that statement on the Mexican Government's belief that all
States mist make every possible effort to settle their disputes by the peaceful means
made available to them by the-Charter of the United Nations and that they must do so
with the aim of reaching a solution within a reasonable period of time.

Mr., SADIEIR (Australia): Mr, Chairman, I intervene in view of the »resent
discussion concerning the Falkland Islands and, in particular, in the light of the
statement made by the distinguished representative of Argentina, I have listened
to and considered most carefully what the distinguished representative had to say
and feel that I should make some comment on that although I do not intend to say
mich, as very little needs to be said, There is nothing in that statement that
Jjustifies, or could possibly Justify, the act of naked and unprovoked aggression in
which the State which he represents has for some days now been engaged, To the extent
that there was an attempt at Jjustification, it seemed to be vhat we should all be
acting not on the principles of the 1980s — the principles on which we base our work
in this Committee —— but on those of an earlier and darker age, ramely, the eighteenth
and nineteenth centuries., Australia condemns ir the strongest possible terms the invasic
and occupation of the Falkland Islands. It is an act whickh cares nothing for the

"principle of self-determination and the wishes of a small and isolated population without
the means to defend itself., It is an act of contempt for Article 3, paragraphs 3 and 4,
of the United Nations Charter, which condemn coercion and the use of force as a means
of settling international disputes. It is an act that defies the basis of mandatory
resolutions of the Becurity Council, It is an act that onsigns to cynicism the
Principles, indeed the very reason of being, of this Committee.

There has been, from several speakers, the argument that matters extraneous to
the work of this Committee and to its mandate should not be raised. How should we
define matters which are directly related to the work of the Committee? ILast year,
mention was made in this Committee~— and most of us strongly condemned the attack —— of
the nuclear facilities of one State by another. Neither State was a member of the
Committee, The situation now before us-— as on that occasion—— threatens not only
international peace and stability, but the climate in which we are to negotiate arms
control and disarmament, Since the parties tc the éispute over the Falkland Islands
are both members of the Committee on Disarmament, the relevance, 1 should have theught,
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was painfully obvious. The situation which one State has created by its own
single~handed efforts is a most dangerous one, In that light, I call upon the Argentine
Government to reflect most carefully on the consequences of its actions and, while

there is still time, to withdraw at qnce its armed forces from the territory that it so
wantonly occupied, '

Mr, VENKATESWARAN (India): I would like to reaffirm the support of India for the
consistent position of the non-aligned movement that the Malvinas, otherwise known as
the Falkland Islands, should be restored to Argentine sovereignty. My delegation
expresses the sincere hope that, even at this stage, further conflict and clash of arms
can be avoided. We trust that better counsel will prevail and that a peaceful
diplomatic soulation can be found for this issue.

Mr. CARASALES (Argentina) (translated from Spanish): Mr. Chairman, I shall be
very brief because it is not my wish tc prolong discussions extraneous to this Committee.
I should simply like to say two things: on the one hand, there have been repeated
invocations of the principles of the Charter of the United Nations-— which my delegation
values and esteems=—but I cannot fail to point out that it is strange that those
principles should be invoked to prolong indefinitely a cclonial situation that has
been an affront to the deepest feelings of the Argentine people for more than 150 years.,
And this will be the consequence of the invocaticn cf such principles, an invocation
whose only purpose is to-safeguard or defend the United Kingdom in its present situation
in one of its last colonial redoubts. The argument of self-determination has also been
invoked., I have already read out what the movement of non-aligned countries, which is
unquestionably the most ardent defender of this principle in the international community,
thinks of the invocation of this principle. To give this right to colonists who were
brought in by the occupying Power and who replaced the original population is a -
solution thet would have extraordinary repercussions in the present circumstances.

As I recalled a moment ago, the Argentine Republic has, through the person of its
Foreign Minister, menifested its complete willingness to negotia%te and it is, and
always has been, *the objective of my country to find for this guestion a peaceful
solution having as its only consequence the restitution of my country's sovereignty
over this part of its territory. And that is what my country has been doing for
150 years. We cannot be accused of having lacked patience. The countries of the NATO
alliance that now advocate fhe course of negotiation are the ones which, when, in
1965, the United Nations adopted its first resolution urging the parties to negotiate
their dispute, put up the most stubborn opposition to the conduct of any form of
negotiation, Perhaps if they had at that time subscribed to the desire of the great
majority of the Members of the United Nations and urged the parties to negotiate this
dispute, taking into account the interests and not the wishes of tre Islands' inhabitants,
the United Kingdom would have displayed a different attitude during the negotiations
that we have been conducting for the past 15 years without making the slightest pregres:
on the substantive issue. That is all, Sir.

Mr. SKINNER (Cenada): Mr. Chairman, T regret taking the floor at this late hour,
but I feel obliged to add the name of Canada to those countries which have condemned,
in the strongest possible terms, this unconscicnable act of aggression by Argentina
in the- southern Atlantic, We are unaware of any resclution by the non-aligned
movement in any part of the world which has ever supported this kind of act of aggression.
That being said, we regard. this act as a violation of the United Naticns Charter, as
well as in Adefiance of the approrriate Security Council resolution. We have, in compary
with a number of other countries, withdrawn our Ambassador. T would also like to say
that we are still hopeful that there is a possibility for a peaceful settlement to
this—= and the word that I have written down here is "diispute" —but it should probably
be a different wcrAd,
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Mr. SUTRESNA (Indonesia): Mr. Chairman, I, tco, apologize for taking the floor at
this late hour, but I think that it is my duty to convey my delegation's feeling of
regret at the turn of events in the Committee this morning. Frankly, my delegation
has been taken by surprise by the matter which is under discussion and is now developing
in the Committee. Indonesia's positicn on decolonization is well-known and I do not -
think it is appropriate to repeat and to restate it here in this forum, However, permit
me to convey the appeal of Indonesia to both parties to the dispute, with which
Indonesia has enjoyed, and continues to enjoy, excellent relations, that those parties
to the dispute, should do their best to refrain from any action which might further
deteriorate relations between them, It is with this appeal that we, the Indonesian
delegation here, wish to express the hope that those countries will do their best to
achieve a peaceful soluticn to the problem.

Mr, MAHALLATI (Iran): I would like to apologize to the Committee for taking its
time at this late hour and to congratulate you, Mr, Chairman, on your assumption of
the chairmanship. You have already shown your competence and ability in presiding over
us in this forum. I would also like to express my congratulations and gratitude to
your predecessor, Ambassador Alessi, for his fruitful chairmanship during the month of
‘March.

If this Committee is a proper forum to discuss the questicn of one country's use
of force against another, then, I believe the matter of the brutal invasion of my
country by the Iraqi rigime which has resulted in the occuration of the territory of
the Islamic Republic of Iran and has caused tremendous economic and human loss on
both sides, has priority for consideration in this Committee. Regarding the question
of the Falkland Islands, I would like to state that my delegation has always condemned
any act of colonization.

The CHAIRMAN: I thank Ambassador Mahallati for his statement and also for the
kind words he addressed tc the Chair., Are there any other delegations who would wish
to take the floor at this stage? Since that does not seem to be the case, I thank
you for your contributions. I have counted 29 speakers this morning and that is quite
a record number of speakers for this Committee.

I wish to recall, for the benefit of those representatives who were not here at
the beginning of this meeting, that 1 stated there would be no plenary meeting on
Tuesday, 13 April, There will instead be an informal meeting of the Committee at
10 a.m, to consider item 7 of the agenda and Working Paper No. 62 on new types of
weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons. That meeting will be
followed by a meeting of a drafting group— an open—ended drafting group that will
consider the draft of the special report to the second special session,

The next plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament will be held on
Thursday, 15 April at 10 a.m. I have one announcement to make, at the request of the
Chairman of the Ad Hoc Werking Group on Negative Security Assurances, The Working Group
on Negative Security Assurances will hold an informal meeting at 3 p.m, this afternoon
in Conference Room V,

Mr, AHMAD (Pakistan): Mr, Chairman, I merely wish to state that the meeting of the
Ad Hoc Working Group will be a formal meeting, not an informal one, '

The CHATRMAN: I wish to correct myself: the meeting to be held at 3 p.m., in
Conference Room V this afternoon will be a formal meeting of the Ad Hoc Working Group
on Negative Security Assurances which will have interpretation and full services.

The plenary meeting stands adjourned,

The meeting rose at 1.15 p.m.
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The CHAIRMAN: T declare open the 17lst plenary meeting of the Committee on
Disarmament.

At the outset, I wish to extend a warm welcome to the Sub-Committee on
Disarmament and Arms Control of the Bundestag of the Federal Republic of Germany.
The Sub-Committee is chaired by former Federal Minister Egon Bahr and is composed
of members of all parliamentary groups. They have come to follow the work of the
Committee, particularly in view of the forthcoming second special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. I thank them for their interest in our
activities and I wish them a successful visit to Geneva.

The Committee should consider today the reports of subsidiary bodies and its
special report to the second special session of the General Assembly of the
United Nations devoted to disarmament. However, the reports of subsidiary bodies
are not yet available for consideration by the plenary of the Committee and
members may therefore wish to make use of rule 30 of the Rules of Procedure by
which members wishing to make statements on any subject relevant to the work of
the Committee may do so at any time.

I have on my list of speakers for today the representatives of the Federal
Republic of Germany, Pakistan, Poland and Ethiopia. I now give the floor to the
first speaker on.my list, the representative of the Federal Republic of Germany,
His Excellency Ambassador Wegener.

Mr. WEGENER (Federal Republic of Germany): Mr. Chairman, you have had the
courtesy to welcome the important parliamentary delegation which is here today
from my country and I should like, on their behalf, to thank you most cordially
for the warm welcome you have extended to them.

During your chairmanship this month, I have had occasion to make a number
of interventions and at that time I recerve my comments on your assumption of the
chairmanship. Now that I am making a ceclaration of substance, I should like to
express the pleasure of my delegation at seeing you in the Chair. For me, a
Junior member of this Committee, it is a particular matter of gratification to
see you here. I admire the artfulness, the subtlety and the vast amount of
experience with which you preside over our deliberations. It is experience from
which we can only learn.

I would have liked also to say a word to your distinguished predecessor,
Ambassador Alessi, but I know that he is absent for a very sad personal reason.

Now that the spring session of our Committee draws to a close, I should like
to follow the example of other delegations and offer a brief assessment of some
of the major aspects of our work.

Obviously, my approach will be a selective one.

When this Committee convened in early February, two and one-half months ago,
many delegations realized that the political environment in which our
negotiations would have to be pursued was not propitious. At that time, my
delegation joined others in expressing grave concern about the international
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security situation and thé continued violation of the United Nations Charter in
many parts of the world. I also voiced concern about the deteriorating balance
of forces in Europe. Like others, my delegation pointed out that the chances for
substantial progress towards arms control and disarmament were impaired by such
developments and called upon'thosc causing these grave disturbances to return to
a policy of restraint and moderation in the pursuit of external interests.

We all know that it is dlfflcult for disarmament to flourish in such a
political environment. And yet this unsdtisfactory situation makes it even more
imperative that we explore every chance, every niche of potentlal progress. It
is a matter of limited gratification to my delegation that the Committee on
Dlsarmament has had a relatlvely zood season even under these disconcerting
01rcumstances.

_ In fact we must note that negotiations in several fields have progressed
markedly 1n these last few weeks. In several areas, stagnation has been
overcomé. Our consideration of the chemical weapons issue has reached the stage
of a full-fledged negotiation and the establishment of a subsidiary body of the
Committee on vital issues allowing progress towards a comprehensive test ban, a
cherished objective of many delegatinns in this room, is imminent. In large
measure, this progress is due to the determination and sense of realism of one
major delegation and I for one would like to pay a tribute to it. You will
forgive me if I also list the field of radiological weapons as one where some
progress has been possible.

Finally, the Committee hes, ferithe.firet time in many years, undertaken to
deal in earnest with the problems of a possible arms race in space and some new
important vistas have copened up in this field.

All these steps have taken place in a-sober, constructive atmosphere which
has led us, finally, to approach some of. the real problems involved in the issues
at hand. While verification can never be a substitute for disarmament, just as
little as confidence-building measures alone can play this role, my delegation
continues to believe that verification and compliance are the centre-pieces on
which the ultimate success of disarmament negotiations depend. We therefore
consider it logical and indeed a token of the progress achieved that on many
subjects simultaneously, we have now come to look into verification problems in
concrete terms and that this session of the Committee, like few others before,
has been marked by a wealth of new working papers on this important and complex
subject.

After these more general remarks, let.me turn to. some of our concrete
problem areas. I intend to-touch, in that order, upon chemical weapons, problems
of outer space, the comprehensive programme of disarmament and radiological
weapons.

Let me first turn to the problem of chemical weapons. My delegation has
attempted to provide a specific input relating to the technical aspects of
verification procedures and supplementing the detailed efforts undertaken in the.
same direction by other delegations, particularly the delegation of the
United Kingdom. We are gratified by the, interest which the Working Paper
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contained in document CD/265 has aroused among all regional groups. The method of -
casting lots as a means of random selection of chemical installations for regular
on-site inspections has met with particular interest and has becen recognized by
many delegations as a possible way of providing a comprehensive verification

régime and still maintaining a low personnel input and cost effectiveness. The
mere prospect that any chemical installation, even one inspected only a short -
while ago, could be designated by lot for inspection would act as a powerful
disincentive to any breach of the future convention.,

Many delegations have asked how the system of casting lots would work in
practice and I am pleased to use this intervention to reply to a certain number
of these questions, thereby clarifying our approach. While our long-standing
experience with the inspection system of the Western European Union has prompted
us to make our general experience available to others, the system of random
selection by casting lots has not been part of this particular verification régime.
It has rather been developed independently with the assistance of computer-based
studies.

The subjects of the regular random-selection inspections would be all the
stocks and production units declared as such by States parties. Declarations
would cover existing stocks and production facilities of supertoxic chemical
weapon agents, the general industrial production of phosphor-organic compounds,
as well as the limited quantities of supertoxic warfare agents permitted by the
future convenbion. All declared substances and facilities would, without
exception, be subject to the lot-casting procedure,

The number of lots to be drawn would depend on the general percentage to be
set in advance by the consultative Committee of Experts. This percentage could
vary from year to year, for instance because of a sudden increase in the total
number of objects to be inspected resulting from an increase in the number of
States Parties.

While all States would, from-a legal point of view, be radically equal
before the lot-casting authority, there might be variations in fact. States
Parties which have no industrial production of phosphor-organic compounds and
may therefore not have any object to declare would of course be exempted from
inspections. A country which chose to conceal stocks or production facilities
would, for the moment, be exempted from on-~sitec inspection. However, if doubts
arose as to the existence of such undeclared stocks or units, the on-challenge
procedure would apply.

It has been asked how several related production units in one country should
be treated, for instance if they were spread over a distance, but were
nevertheless administratively connected. Herce we would recommend a criterion of
local propinguity. All production units situated within a certain local
parimeter, sufficiently clustered to permit one single inspection, would be
counted as one unit, while production units dispersed over several localities
would have to be counted separately, even if they were administered by the same
managerial authority. It is, however, obvious that the duration and intensity
of the inspection and the number of inspectors needed would depend on the
dimensions and sophistication of the plant.



CD/PV.171
10

{(Mr. YWegener, Federal Republic of Cermany)

In the questions put to us, preoccupation with the safeguarding of industrial
secrets and property rights has playvad a substantial role. I would thereforc like

to emphasize that. when:ver :amples were to e dirzwn, thew would, acecording to
our conception, be takbn by employeccs of the production units inspected. All
chemical analyses would be conducted on the spot, & procedure made possible by the

limited range of chemical substances indicative of eompliance with or breach of
the convention. HNo samples would be taken out of the country. The precise
composition of the substances examined could therefore not be detected by the
inspectors. '

In reply to some other questions put to my delegation, I should like to
stress that our procedure would nat envisage national quotas for the total number
of inspections to take place. in cach country. Identical treatment of all is
guaranteed by the objectivity of criteria and the unpredictability of the lot-
casting method.

My'delegation has followed the debate on problems of outer space with great
interest. In our view, the Committece has made a good beginning in approaching
this topic in response to the relevant resolutions adopted at the last session of
the General Asscmbly, one of which was co-sponsored by my delpgatlon. The debate
has quite clearly shown that there is a considerable difference of vicws
concerning the method to.be used in future work. Many delegations.have subscribed
to a pragmatic, gradual approach by which concrete- negotiating steps would, in
a first phase, be taken to dcal effectively with the most threatening and
destabilizing weapons systems, i.e. anti- satellite weapons, especially since such
systems have already been tested and made operational by at least one country;
anti-satellite technology is available and deployment may already have taken place.
There is another approach which aims at a purpctedly broader, non-specific .ban
on all arms in outer space, but places very little emphasis on real effectiveness.
It is also difficult to see in what order of priority the various complex_issues
involved would be treated under this aporoach. While my delegation is in favour
of every possitle step designed to exclude non-peaceful uses of outer space, it
would appear logical and appropriate to us to adopt a step-by-step approach and
to build upon the existing body of international rcgulations in this field. The
establishment of a working group to take this work in hand in the coming summer
session of the Committee would be welcomed by my delegation, if the mandate
reflects this approach. T would like to romind the Committze in this respect
that General Assembly resolution 36/97 C specifically requests the Committee on
Disaramement to consider, as a matter of priority, the question of negotiating
an effective and verifiable agreement to prohibit anti-satellite systems. The
mandate of a future working group would have to refloct this and, in our view,
the Committee, acting accordingly, will have to avoid clogging thg agenda of a
working group with broad and hazy projects which would not allow the Committee
to deal with concrete problems in a limited time and not aim at a really
effective peaceful space régime. ’

My delegation has elready given its view on outer space problems'ln'a more
comprehensive manner during one of the informal mectings devoted to the subject;
the text of our statement has bcen made available to delegations in an 1nformal
manner. Now that I have the opportunity to spcak on the subject in a formal
meeting, allow me to reaffirm one clarification. The draft treaty of .

10 August 1981 contained in document A/36/192 and referred to in General Assembly
resolution 36/99 does not appear to my delegation to be a suitable basis for
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negotiation in this Committee, VWe have already pointad out the many contradictions
and inconsistencies which this draft treaty displays. In this connection, nmy
delegation has asked a certain number of questions which so far have found no
reply. We, like the Italian and the Dutch delegations, still wait for the
necessary elucidation from the authors of that draft. In addition to the lacunae
and ambiguities of the draft to which we have already drawn attention let me
briefly mention two others. Article III of the draft makes it legitimate to
intercept space objects if these are not operated for peaceful purposes.

However, the determination and decision whether interception should take place
lies with the interceptor alone, who would thus take on the role of a self-
appointed space police. In the absence of firm criteria and of any objective
determination of prerequisites for such a police role, this draft provision

would seem to pave the way for misuse and serve, rather, as an incentive for the
development and testing of additional anti-satellite systems. Secondly, the
rules on verification contained in article IV appear to be insufficient even in
the light of other existing multilateral disarmament agreements and certainly in
relation to the purposes of the draft treaty. In the view of my delegation it
weuld be indispensable to have a substantially more detailed verification régime,
with at least an independent investigating authority, such as a Consultative
Committee, lest the desired prescription remain totally ineffective in terms of
the prevention of an arms race in outer space. In the light of all these
arguments and in conjunction with those already advanced, my delegation must
confirm its view that the draft treaty in question i& seriously flawed and
particularly unsuitable as a basis for negotiations in this Committee.

I will resist the temptation to speak on the comprehensive programme of
disarmament at great length. Despite the enormous efforts and time that have
gone into the negotiations since January last, wmy delegation is still at a loss
to assess present accomplishments. Is it that the representatives in/the
Woerking Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament have become increasingly
knowledgeable about an cxtremely complex topic and have succumbed to the danger
of losing sight of the final objective? 1In any event, th: non-initiated, trying
to digest the stacks of paper that we see before us as the ultimate product of
the Group for the season, fail to see how this instrument, even after additional
negotiations, could provide the momentum for the international disarmament
process which we all expect and the impact on public opinion which it would need.
We cannot close our cyes to the fact that all the overriding issues of the
comprehensive programme of disarmament remain unresclved. The mere
juxtaposition of delegations' views is not a negotiation. Laudable efforts have
been made, especially in the last few days, to streamline the various papers
and make them more palatable to the reader. That is perhaps all that can be
accomplished at this time and certainly the impossible cannot be attempted in the
few remaining days of our session. To my delegation, it would therefore seem
more useful to give some thought to how negotiating structures for the
forthcoming process of elaborating a comprchensive programme of disarmament in
New York can be optimized.

It would certainly be inappropriate for us to effect a simple change of
venue and continue where we have left off in Ceneva. What is now needed is for
delegations to address the overriding issues of the coumprehensive programme of
disarmament --- time-frames, periodicity of review, legal nature -~ at an
appropriately high level of abstraction and of rank of participants and to arrive
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at a generally shared perception of how these major issu2s should be resolvad.
Needless to sz , there must be some give and take, bpuilding on the incipient
compromises whi-h we have seen in Gencva. . nac'teg2 deal should, if possidle,

be achieved. Once the finality of the comprehensive programme of disarmament

has become clearer, the work accomplished in Geneva will then take on new and
important meaning and many of the papers elaborated herc may fit more easily into
the agreed structure. It might also be a useful idea to allow delegations a
short period of reflexion after the intensive negotiations which we have held

znd which may have led some, as the saying goes, to lose sight of the forest and
see only trees.

In conclusion, I should like to touch upon the question of radiological
weapons. I should make it quite clear that my comments are offered from the
viewpoint of my delegation and that I am not necessarily speaking as the Chairman
of the Working Group on Radiological Wcapons. That Group has worked intensively
and has shown undisputed progress, especially in the earlier parts of this
session. Stagnation and disenchantment with the subject were overcome and a
procedural compromise made it possible for the Working Group to postpone the
consideration of certain complex problems of legal form in order to achieve
progress on substance. The convenient device of a temporary parallel negotiation
on the two main items under consideration -- the so-called "traditional™
radiological weapons question and the question of a possible ban on attacks on
nuclear facilities -- has led to a series of fruitful and dense meetings. In the
"graditional" radiological weapons field, the number of controversial issues has
been substantially reduced and compromise formulations have had increasing
appeal for delegations. Negotiations went on in a spirit of mutual understanding
where all proposals were given careful and bona fide consideration by delegations.
It is therefore simply not true, as one delegation recently proclaimed in plenary,
that certain suggestions put forward by the Group of 21 have met with "fierce
opposition” from the original proponents of a radiological weapons treaty.
Rather, there appears to have been gzeneral willingness to accommodate the three
notions so impurtant for the Group of 2l -- a commitment te promote the peaceful
uses of radioactive materials; a rcestatement of commitments in the general sphere
of nuclear disarmament; and the inclusion of a ban on attacks on nuclear
facilities =- in a manner which preserves the essential impctus of these notions.
However, despite the seriousncss of the work and the deadline set by the
forthcoming special session of the General fissembly and General Assembly
resolution 36/97 B, success has eluded us. In the final stages of the Working
Group's activities, the spectre of stagnation again appeared and delegations
seemed increasingly unwilling to move from established positions towards the
necessary compromise. This is a2 srave disappointment and, more, a matter of
considerable concern. It may very well raise the question of what negotiation
in this Committee is all about. At some point -- after years of discussion and
consideration -- the moment must come when all delegations appear ready to
depart from initial positions and instructions and to align themselves on the
median line of general compromise. t would be the view of my delegation that
this time has come, at least for the question of "traditional" radiological
weapons. One cannot interminably negotiate on a disarmament proposal of such
limited dimensions. Yet, in the last few days, we have seen a certain number of
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inflated demands by some delegations which do not seem to take thc possibllities
of compromise into account. It is regrettable, if not ironic, that these are
often the same delegations that so readily castigate certain other delegations
in this room for the lack of "political will", If the Committee on Disarmament
appears =-- in this field as in so many others -« nearly empty-handed before the
special session, these delegations would do well to do a little soul-searching
of their own.

At least when the Working Group reconvenes later this summer, it would appear
essential for some of the basic issues in the radiological weapons field to be
decided on quickly. I see no reason why a suitable compromise solution to the
question of linkage between the traditional radiological weapons question and the
issue of a ban on attacks on nuclear facilities should not be found in the near
future. A model which readily comes to mind would be a radiological weapons
convention of general scope, as suggested by the original proponents, and an
additional facultative protocol governing the ban on certain relevant nuclear
facilities. Both instruments would be intrinsically linked and would come up
for signature at the same time. However, therc would be an option for States
signatories to subscribe to the main convention in a first phase, while leaving
accession to the facultative additional protocol open, at least during a period
of reflection. '

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of the Federal Republic of Germany
for his statement and for the Kind words he addressed to the Chair. I now give
the floor to the representative of Ethiopia, His Excellency Ambassador Terrefe,
who will speak in his capacity as co-ordinator of the Group of 21.

Mr. TERREFE (Ethiopia): Mr. Chairman, it gives me great pleasure to see you
in the Chair during the crucial month of April, when the Committee on Disarmament
is not only winding up its work for the first part of the 1982 session, but also
reviewing the work of the past four years in view of the forthcoming second
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. It is therefore fitting
that a man of your calibre and experience should preside over this important
phase of our work.

My appreciation also goes to Minister Alessi of Italy for his diligent and
wise leadership of the Committee during the month of March.

I would also like to associate my delegation with the appreciation and
thanks you expressed in welcoming the parliamentary delegation from the
Federal Republic of Germany. .

The purpose of my statement today is to introduce document CD/280, which
contains the following points and represents the common denominator of the
positions of the members of the Group of 21 on the question of effective
international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons:
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"l. The Group of 21 believes that the mcst effective assurances of security
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons is nuclear disarmament ‘and
prohibition of the use of nuclear weavons. The nuclear weapcn States should
refrain from any.activity in the nuclear field whicl. wculd jecpardize the
security and well-being of the peoples of non-nuclear weapen States. The
nuclear weapcn States have an cbligation to guarantee that the non-nuclear
weapon States will not be threatened or attacked with nuclear weapons. The -
Group of 21, therefore, welcomed the establishment of an ad ad hoc Working Group

to reach agreement on 'effective international arrangements to assure non—nuclear
weapon States agalnst the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons .

2. Most regrettably, three years of negotlatlong in the ad hoc Working Group
have produced only marginal progress., This is due principally to the inflexible
positions taken by some nuclear weapon States.

3. = The Group of 21 is firmly convinced that the limitations, conditions and
exceptions contained in the unilateral declarations of some nuclear weapon States
reflect their subjective approach and that these declarations are based on the
dectrine of nuclear deterrence. Taken together, these conditions, limitations
and exceptions have the effect of severely restricting such positive features as
may be contained in these unilateral declarations and they are, therefore,
unacceptable to members of the Group of 21. The declarations do not offer a
credible assurance to non-aligned, neutral and other non-nuclear-weapon States
that they will not be threatened or attacked with nuclear weapons. ‘

4. The Group of 21 notes that in accordance with paragraph 62 of the Final
Document, the nuclear weapon States have given undertakings to refrain from the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons against States which are members of the
existing nuclear weapon free zone. Besides these States, other neutral,-.
non-aligned and developing countries outside the two major military alliances

are committed not to acquire or manufacture nuclear weapons. There is therefore
every reason for these States being covered by the same legally binding assurances,
especially if one takes inte account that the nuclear weapcn States were urged in
paragraph 59 to conclude, as appropriate, effective arrangements to assure
non-nuclear weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.

5. The Group of 21 emphasizes that an agreement on the question of  'effective
international arrangements to assure non-nuclear weapon States against the use
or threat of use of nuclear weapons' should be based ~n the follrwing principles:

(i) The nuclear weapon States have an obligation to assure the
non—nuclear weapon States against the use or threat of use of
nuclear weapons;

(ii) Non—nuclear weapon States have the right to be assured b& the
nuclear weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear
© weapons;

(iii) Such assurances should be provided in a legally binding and
multilaterally negotiated international instrument. The Group of 21
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notes with satisfaction that there is no objection, in
principle, within the Committee ~n Disarmament to the idea
of an international convention;

(iv) A common formula or common approach to be included in an
international instrument on this question should 'be clear and
credible, and respond both to the legitimate security concerns
of the non-aligned, neutral and other non-nuclear weapon States
as well as to the views of the Group of 21 stated above;

(v) The agreement on this question should encompass commitments by the
nuclear weapon States to achieve nuclear disarmament and pending the
achievement of nuclear disarmament to prohibit the use or threat of use of
nuclear weapons.

6. The Group of 21 considers that further negotiations in the ad hoc working
group on this item are unlikely to be fruitful so long as the nuclear weapon
States do not exhibit a genuine political will to reach a satisfactory agreement.
The Group, therefore, urges the nuclear weapon States concerned to review their
policies and to present revised positions on the subject to the second special
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament which shall fully take
into account the position of the non-aligned, neutral and other non-nuclear
weapon States. Such an undertaking would facilitate the task of elaborating an
agreed international instrument on effective international arrangements to assure
non-nuclear weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.

It would also contribute towards progress in achieving an international agreement
on the prohibition of the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons pending nuclear
disarmament.”

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Ethiopia for his statement and for
the kind words he addressed to the Chair. I now give the floor to the representative
of Poland, His Excellency Ambassador Sujka, who will address the Committee in his
capacity as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical keapons.

Mr. SUJKA (Poland): Mr. Chairman, permit me first of all, as this is my first .
official statement this month, to begin by offering you my most sincere and heartfelt
congratulations on your assumption of the chairmanship of the Committee on Disarmament
for the month of April. I am deeply convinced that, under your able and experienced
leadership, this Committee will fully and perfectly discharge its reporting tasks in
preparing the special report to the second special session devoted to disarmament.

In my capacity as Chairman of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons and
in full consultation with the Group, I wish to present to the Committee on
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Pisarmament my oral report concerning corsultaticng held during the first
part of the 1982 session and to inform the Ccmmittee cf the adoption of the
special report of the Group te the Commi‘ttee prepared in view of the
special sessicn devoted to disarmament.

At its 6th meeting, the Working Group on Chemical Weapcns tcok note of
the Chairman's report on issues relating to texiciiy determinations and
containeéd in document CD/CW/WP.30 and Corr.l. The Chairman was asked to
inform the Committee on Disarmament cf tlie result: of these consultations
and especially cf the recommendations for standardized operating procedures
for acute subcutaneous and inhalation toxicity criteria contained in the
report and to ask the Committee to take note of the report, as well as of
the recommended procedures annexed thereto.

On the basis of this report, the Group agreed that its Chairman should
hold consultations with delegations on technical questions in the week of
2 to 6 August of this year, unless the Committee decides otherwise at the
beginming of the second half of its 1982 session. The Working Group agreed
to suggest to the Committee on Disarmament that it devote the week following
the technical consultations to the consideration of the item "chemical weapons"
in its plenary meetings. In crder to allow for adequate preparatlons, the
Working Group's Chairman should continue his consultations on the technical
questions to be discussed during the consultations envisaged for the week from
2 to 6 August 1982,

Taking into account the repcrt contained in document CD/CW/WP.BO,Athe
information obtained from delegations and the outcome of his informal contacts
with delegations on this subject, the Chairman will announce, at the very
beginning of the second half of the 1982 session, which technical questions
he recommends for these consultations,

I take pleasure in informing you that last night, the Working Group
on Chemical Weapcns adopted the text of the special report to the Committee
on Disarmament it has prepared in view cf the second special session devoted
to disarmament, This report is now being processed by the Secretariat and
should be avallable in all languages in time for the Committee's next
regular meeting.

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the Chairman of the Working Group on Chemical
Weapons for his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair,’
I have taken note of his request and, at the same time, I wish to congratulate
him on the successful conclusion of the activities of his Worklng Group, whlch
adopted its report yesterday afternoon.

I now give the floor to the representative of Pakistan, His Excellency
Ambassador Ahmed.
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Mr., AHMAD (Pakistan): Mr. Chairman, It seems to my delegation entirely
appropriate that a distinguished representative of Japan should preside over this
Committee as it prepares its contribution to the second special session of the
General Assembly devoted to discrmament. There is hardly a parallel to Japan's
deep~rooted and sincere devotion to the cause of disarmament. Your diplomatic
acumen and acknowledged ability will ensure that the Committee on Disarmoment makes
an optimum contribution to the success of the special session.

I would like to take this opportunity to express our appreciction to
Ambassador Alessi of Italy for his patient and dedicated cfforts as our Chairman
during the preceding month.,

The spring session of the Committee on Disarmement has been unique in many
regpects., tVhile the political climate for disarmament has remeined as adverse as at
our two previous sessions, there has been, I believe, a genuine endeavour on the part
of delegations to register some progress to show to the second special session. It
is unfortunate that the sense of urgency vhich has infused many of our negotiations
this spring was not evoked carlier. This may have resulted in the conclusion of at
least some substantive agreements in time for the second special sesgsion. As
matters stand, a judgement on the Committee's performence since 1979 -must -be harsh.
Clearly, the Committee has not lived up to its potential and possibilities. Our
failure reflects, basically, the absence of political will on the part of the major
military Powers and their alliances to commit themselves unconditionclly to the
process of multilateral negotiations on disarmement. By and large, this Committee
has been treated by these States as merély another forum vhere their narrouly
conceived positions can be extolled, The heated exchanges vhich ve have heard ot
this session demonstrate that, despite the consensus adopted ot the first special
session devoted to disarmament, there seems to be an almost complete absence of
agreed premises betwecen the Vest and the DBast on vays and means of promoting a
concerted process of disarmament. ‘Yere it not for the persistent endeavours of the
non~aligned and neutral States, vork in this body would not reflect even that minimum
momentum which we shall no doubt seek to highlight in our'special report to the
General Assembly.

The failure of the Commitiee on Disarmament to agree on a mandate for an.ad hoc
working group on the -item which has the highest priority on our agenda, a nuclear
test ban, cannot be counted as a collective failure. \Vhat wvas and is required is
greater flexibility on the part of those delegations vhich have sought to erode the
urgency and to limit the scowe of this Committee's responsibilities on this item.
The Committee's failure even to open negotiations on a nuclear test ban will, it
seems, figure at the special gegsion as a symbol of the gtalemate in multilateral
disarmament negotiations and the impotence of this body vhen confronted with the
arbitrary imposition of the rule of congensus. Yet, the rcal immlications of
further delay in concluding a nuclear test-ban treaty will be far-reaching for the
nuclear and non-nuclear-veapon States and for future negotiations on nuclear
disarmament.
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My delegation algo considers that a greater demonstration of political will
on the part of the major nuclear Povers might have made it possible to achieve
some progress in the negotiations concerning security assurances to non-nuclear-
weapon States. Unfortunately, most of the nuclear-ieapon Giates have remained
entirely inflexible about contemplating the changes in their unilateral
declarations vhich are clearly necegsary to promote an agreement on the question.
The position of my delepgation has been stoted on previous occasions and I uill
not repeat it. I would like, however, to underline the significance of the
statement made by the distvinguished Ambassador of Ithiopia on behalf of the
Group of 21 this morning on the subject. /e hope thot the nuclecr-veapon States
will heed the call to review their basic nosivions &t the second special session.
The demand by the neutral, non-alirmed and other developing countries outside the
tuo major military alliances thot they be given legally binding assurances
against the use or threat of use of nuclecor veapons should not be ipnored.

We look forvard to a genuine response at the gpeciel session from the nuclear-
vveapon Stateg concerned.

We admire the courageous efforts made by the Chairman of the Vorking Group
on Radiological Weapons, Ambassador legener of the TFederal Renublic of Germany,
to evolve the text of a treaty on this subject. It has been cleor from the
outset, houcver, that an agreement on this issue must respond to the bhasic
questions raised, in particular, by the non-azligned and neutral countries
regarding, inter alia, the definition of radiclogicel veapons and the commitment
of the nuclear Povers to pursue nuclear discrmoment and to promote the peaceful
uses of nuclear energy. Above all, acreement on ain RU convention should be
accompanied by an agreemcint regording the nrohibitien of attacks apgainst nuclear
facilities -- vhich is, in ocur view, the only feasible vay in vhich radiation can
be used, at present, for hostile purposes. The Pekigtan delegetion remains open
about the precise meonnor in vhich this issue should be resolved, i.e. vhether
under the RJ convention itself, in on attoched protocol or thrcugh an entirely
separate internationsl instrument.

Very briefly, in respnonse to the remarks made by the distinguished
Ambasgsador of the PFederal Republic of Germeny on the subject, I vould submit with
great respect that soul-gsearching is recuired firgv and foremost by thoge
delegations vhich talie the view thot the Committec ghould czdopt a virtually
meaningless convention on radiological uerpons, bus seclk to oven the option fo
attack nuclear facilities causing mass destruction that vould be no different
from the effect of the use of nuclear veapons. It is the view of my delegation
and of several other membors of the Groun of 21 that the prohibition of attacks
on nuclear facilitieg should be a3 comprehensive as possible. Since the besic
objective io to prevent mass destruction, there can be no Jjustification for
differentiating betuveen civilian and military facilities. Ilass destruction
would result from attacks on either kind of focility. Hovwever, nass destruction
is not the only criterion relevant to thig issue. Iy delegation scec an
important objective of the proposed instrument as being to restore confidence
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among the developing countries regarding their nascent nuclear programmes. This
confidence has been severely eroded in the walie of the Isreseli attack on the Iraqi
nucleer facilities last June. Therefore, the scope of the prohibition should
include not only lorger nuclear fuel cycle facilities, but also smaller resecarch
reactors and other facilities. To exclude the latter would constitute gross
discrimination against the developing countries.

Pokistan hes submitted a concrete »roposal regarding the scope of the prohibition
of ettacks against nuclear facilities on the basis of the criteria and considerations
I have mentioned. We hope that the importsnt nolitical issucs involved in this
matter vill be discussed in the near future.

The negotiations cn o convention on chemical veapons currently being pursued
under the sagacious guidance of Ambassador Sujka of Poland have assumed greater
urgency in vieu of recent developments. Repeated ollegations of the use of chemical
weapons in various parts of the vorld have not been conclusively disproven. The
acrimony surrounding the issue, however, attests to the overriding need to affirm in
the CW convention that the use of chemical weapons is totally prohibited and to
provide for adequate and credible means by vhich such allegations can be objectively
investigated in the future. liy delegation has made no technical determination as to
whether the development of binary chemical teapons will further complicate the
negotiation of a CU convention, varticularly its verification procedures.
Nevertheless, bthe current cscalation of the arms race in chemical weapons, the
implied reliance on these veapons in the 'balance of terror" and persistent reports
about the use of chemical veapons oye ominous portents, cspecially if one bears in
mind that the capability to produce these weapons of mnass destruction is, unlike
nuclear weapons, nct limited to a handful of States, These disturbing dimensions of
the problem must be addressed squarely at the forthcoming special session and in our
subsequent negotiations.

As was to be expected, the most intensive uvork has been done at this gsession on
the elaboration of the comprchensive prozramme of disarmament. Despite the political
and conceptual difficulties encountered, vonsiderable progress has been made in this
task under the experienced ond dedicoted leadership of Ambassador Garcia Robles of
Mexico. Unfortunetely, sigmificant portions of the texi remain in squarc brackets.
My delegation believes that further progress in negotiating the comprehensive
programme of disarmament depends on appropriate political decisions being taken
epspecially by the mojor Powers. Beiore resuming work on the comprehensive programme
of disarmament, it is essential to reach some understanding on the fundamental
conceptual issues involved. There seems to be de faclo agreement that the
programme should be elaborated in threc stages. This asrcement seems logical and
natural and it should Ve formalined. Some members coutinue to entertain
reservations about the concept of "time-frames" for the implementation of the
programe and its stages. It is possible to link the notion of indicative
time~{rames vith the procedure for the reviev of the implementation of the programme.
The Group of 21 has made specific preposals in this regard. lly delegation is
flexible on the kind of linkase that may eventually be established. But the review
mechanism in itself cannob serve ac o substitute for a politicel indicction that
certain disarmament negotiations vould be undertaken in good faith by the States
concerned within a certain period of fime. liy delegation coubinues to regard the
end of the century as a symbeolically attractive and politically feasible target date for
the completion of the comprehensive programme,
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The value of the comprehensive programme will depend to a large desree on the
nature of the commitment of States to implement its provisions. In ¢ sense, this
commitment will be represented by the extent to vhich States agree to include
specific disarmament measures in the programme. Ancther indication of commitment
would be the accentance of time-fremes for the implementation of the measures
included in the programme. lost importontly, the nature of the commitment to the
progremme vill depend on the manner and form in vhich it is adopted. The consistent
position of my delegation has been that the comprechensive prograrme of disarmament
should be a legally binding instyument. some delegations arc, houever, not in a
position to accept this concept of the comprehensive nrogreamme. It is our
understanding, nevertheless, that there is an implicit understending that the
comprehensive programmc should be more than cnother recommendatory document. In
order to promote a ccmpronise, nerhaps the folloving procedure for the adoption of
the comprehensive programme could be considered, Pirst, the programme could be
adopted by the General Assembly in a solemn declaration in vhich States would commit
themselves to implement its provisions. After adoption, the declaration and the
comprehensive programme could be transmitted by the General Assembly to the Heads of
State or Government of all llember States of the United llations for their signature.
These signed documents could thereafter be deposited vith the United Nations
Secretary~General. Finally, the declaration and the comprechensive nrograrne,
together vith the signaturcs of a recuired minimum number of Gtates, could be
subnitted by the Secretary~General to the Decurity Council, vhich could note them in
a resolution adopted under the provisions of the Charter that are designed to create
obligations for States, Ve hone thig approach wiill be accorded further
consideration at the second special segsion.

In conclusion, the Pokisten delegation would like to exmpress the hope that the
second special session will be vieved by States and, especially, by the mojor Povers
not only as a political challenge, but olso as o historic onportunity. The
anticipated participation by several States at the highest level engenders a
corresponding expectation avout their contrivution to the cause of disarmament ond
peace. Ve hope that the mojor Povers will be able to defuce current fears about the
danger of a nuclear conflict and that they vill demonstrate in o specific and
tangible vay their commitmen. to the noble zocls vhiczh they espoused in 1978 and to
vhich they profess continued adherence. Soually, ve hope that a sincere effort will
be deployed by all concerned to resolve those outstending disputes and conflict vhich
are the main cause of the present climcte ol international tension and inscecurity.

Pakistan, for its part, vill continue to malie o constructive and positive

contribution to the success of the forthconing second special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmcment.

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the renresentative of Palkistan for his stotement and
for the kind words that he addressed to the Chair.

Does any other delegation wish to take the fleooxr?
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Mr, GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish):  Mr. Chairmen, although
I have, on two occasicns during informal meetings, expressed my delegation's sincere
satisfaction at seeing you preside over our work this month —- one of the most
important in our 1982 session —- this is the first +time I have had an opportunity
to do so in a plenary meeting and I would therefore like to repeat those words so
that they appear in the record of today's meeting.

When I asked for the floor, in other words, when I sent a message thrcugh one
of the members of my delegation to the Chair indicating that I would like to speak,
the distinguished representative of Pakistan had not yet gpoken. Much of what he
said makes it unnecessary for me to repeat the points I wished tc make in my
statement and I shall therefore be very brief.

The reason I asked for the floor was to make a few comments on the statement
by Ambassador Wegener, the distinguished representative of the Federal Republic of
Germany, concerning the work of ‘the Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament. I thought that my brief comments should appear in the same record as
the statement made by the distinguished representative of the Federal Republic of
- Germany because, othexrwise, readers of the record would, in my view, be left with
an unfair impression of the industriousness of the members of the Working Group and
the results of their efforts.

When I come to speak as Chairman of the Working Group, I shall have an opportunity
.%o describe in greater detail the results as I see them. For the time being, I would
like to refer to three points only. The distinguished representative of the
Federal Republic of Germany told us that he was afraid —— and I am going to read
his statement in English, since the text is in English -- that the members :
of the Working Group had and I quote: 'succumbed to the danger of losing sight of
the final objective." T can assure you that that was not the case and that all the
participants in the Group —- including, in fact, the representative of the Federal
Republic of Germany himself, and I am referring to Mr. K Réhr, who played a very active
and effective role -~ all cf them, I repeat, constantly bore in mind the final
objective. Then, and this is my second point, Ambassador Wegener told us that he
felt unable to digest "the stacks of paper", in his own words, "the stacks of paper
that we see before us as the ultimate product of the Group for the session", I think
it is somewhat exaggerated to speak of stacks of paper. Stacks of paper have
resulted from two years' work, during which, on the one hand, delegations made very
useful contributions and, on the other, the Secretariat prepared long and
painstakingly detailed working papers. If this is what Lmbassador Wegener is
referring to, there have been stacks of paper; but if, as he said, he is referring
to the "ultimate product" of that work, it represents only 60 or 70 double-spaced
pages., Furthermore, if, as we all hope, we manage, in New York, to eliminate many
of the alternatives that appear in brackets, the documentation will be only Some
40 or 45 pages long -~ far shorter than the Final Document of the first special
session of the General Assembly.

Lastly, I would like to refer to another point and, in this connection, state
that I fully share the view expressed by Ambassador Wegener when he drew attention
to the need, and again I quote his words, to "arrive at a generally shared perception
of how these major issues should be resclved'. The "major issues" to which he
referred were carefully considered on several occasions. At least half a dozen
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meetings of the Working Group were devoted exclusively to them, buty precisély because
they are difficult, their solution has until now eluded us, as the saying goes in
English, I hope -~ and, here again, I share the Ambassador's wish -- that the
sitvation will be different in New York. But, as he said, to that end, we shall

have to be very much aware of the fact that "there must be some give and take™;

there will have to be ecual political will on the part of all thcse who have
participated in the discussions to date and no one should claim that the comprehensive
programme of disarmament is not a step forward compared to the Final Document or that,
as has unfortunately been said, the comprehensive programme is, in some respects,

a step backwards compared to the Final Document.

Therefore, to conclude on an optimistic note, let us hope that Ambassador Wegener's
wish, which, I repeat, I share, will find fuifilment in New York and that all the
parties will have this spirit of "@ave and take',

The CHAIRMAN: I thank Ambassador Garcia Robles for his statement and also for
the kind words he addressed to the Chair,

Would any other delegaticn like to take the flooxr?
That does not seem to be the case.
Members will recall that, at our informal meeting on Tuesday, the Committee

considered a draft decision submitted by the delegation of Hungary. As a result of
an exchange of views on that draft decisicn, it was decided that the plenary of the

Committee would take up this matter teday. The Secretariat has circulated
Working Paper No, 62/Rev 1._/ containing e draft decision under item 5 of the agenda
of the Committee. I suggest that we now proceed to consider and adopt this

draft decision.

If there is no objeetion,.I will consider that the Committee adopts the draft
decision,

It was so decided,

;/ "The Committee decides to hold informal meetings during the second part of
its 1982 session under item 5 of its agenda, 'Wew types of Weapons of Mass Destruction
and new Systems of such Weapons', with a view to examine proposals and suggestions
pertaining to this issue. Perticipation of experts will be welcome in these
proceedings.

The informal meetings will be open to States non-members of the Committee and
to their respective experts.

The number and dates of these informal meetings will be decided upon as appropriate
when the programme of work for the second part of the Committee's 1982 session will
e under cons1deratlon”
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The CHAIRMIN: I have received a letter from His Excellency Ambassador Nettel,
the representative of lustria, stating that Austria would like to be considered as
a candidate for membership of the Committec on Disarmament. This is by way of
advance information; the letter will be circulated tc 211 members of the Committee.

I now give the floor to the Secretary of the Committee and Personal Representative
of the Secretary-General, Ambassador Jaipal.

Mr, JAIPAL (Secretery of the Committee on Disarmament): I wish o inform the
members that we in the Secretariat have received several communications addressed 1o
the Committee on Disarmament by non-governmental organizations and private groups and
persons on topics relating to disarmament, For example, 286 persons belonging to
the Christian Community of Albertville in France have written to express support for
this Committee's disarmament efforts. The 75 members of the Women foxr Peace
organizations in Bern and Basel have declared their opposition to nuclear war.
Similar communications -—- about 20 —- declaring that "the Earth should be for Life"
have come from Denmark, Italy, Nigeria, Norway, Spain and the United Kingdom. These
communications are available in my office for inspection by interested members.

The CHATIRMAN: I wish to thank Ambassador Jaipal for that informatiocn.

Ls members know, we usually circulate at the plenary meetings on Thursdays an
informal paper containing a timetable for meetings of the Committee to be held during
the following week. However, we have set as a target date for the completion of our
work next Tuesday, 20 ipril, when we should adcpt the special repcrt to the second
special session of the General issembly devoted to disarmament. Under the
circumstances, I would like to urge the working groups to conclude their work not
later than tomorrow, Fridey, and I suggest that we should hold an informal meeting
of the Committee on Monday at 3.30 p.m. in order to consider those sections of the
draft report adopted by the drafting group.

I suggest that, in principle, we should schedule the plenary meeting for Tuesday,
20 Lpril, at 3 p.m., on the understanding that it might be advanced or postponed by
notification made by the Secretariat to the members of the Committee. I do not think
that, at this stage, we can foresee how our work will proceed from now until next
Tuesday.

If there is no objection, we will adopt this procedure.

It was so decided,

The CHLIRMAN: Before adjourning the meeting, T wish to announce that, as foreseen
in the timetable, the open-ended working group to consider the draft report to the
special session will begin in Room I in five minutes' time and at that meeting we will
start with the consideration of Working Paper No. 61/Rev.l.

The meeting stands adjourned.

The meeting rose at 11.40 a.m.
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The CHAIRMAN: Distinguished delegates, I declare open the one hundred and
seventy-second plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament. The Committee
starts today its consideration of reports of subsidiary bodies, as well as of its
special report to the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament. As usual, in conformity with rule 30 of our rules of procedure,
members wishing to make statements on any subject relevant to the work of the Committee
may do so at any time. '

Before we start with our business for today, I would like to inform the
Committee that I have received a communication from the Permanent Representative of
Turkey, dated 16 April 1982, in- which the Permanent Representative of Turkey reiterates
the keen interest of his Government in becoming a full member of this Committee
and states that "Turkey should bo considered as a candidate when a review of the
membership of the Committee takes place at the forthcoming second special session
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament”. I believe copies of this
communication have alrecady been circulated to members of this Committec. I would
also like to inform members how I envisage procceding firom now on. It is now clear
that our target date of 20 April, which happens to be today, for the conclusion of
the first part of our 1982 session, cannot be met. \le should, then, continue at
least until tomorrow, provided that we can work specdily today as well as tomorrow,
and I emphasize that proviso. The secretariat is making every cffort to circulate
this afternoon, at 4.30 p.m., Working Paper No. 58/Rev.2, which will contain the text
of the report as agreed upon by the drafting group entrusted with that task, and
since we concluded our work in the drafting group at 1 oiclock, or rather, after
1 o'clock this afternoon, the draft report you will be receiving at 4.30 will be
circulated only in English.

I intend, therefore, to proceed as follows: firstly, this afternoon the
plenary meeting will be mainly devoted to the introduction of reports of working
groups for consideration by the Committeec. Secondly, after this meeting of the
plenary, an informal mecting will be convened to consider %orking Paper .Mo. 58/Rev.2
which I have just referrcd to and which will be available in English. . I would
appeal to all members to agree to the use of the text in English during the
discussions in the informal meeting. In the meantime, the versions of Working
Paper No. 58/Rev.2 in the other languages will be processed and will be made
available in the delegations' boxes at 11 a.m. tomorrow morning for your consideration.
For that purpose, and as well as to give som: time for the secretariat to prepare
the last papers, we will not meet tomorrow morning. It is clear, however, that if
we wish to adjourn the first part of the session tomorrow, wc will nced to conclude
cur consideration of Vorking Paper No. 58/Rev.2 today and consequently, I have
planned for an extended informal meeting this afternoon. I cnvisage the last
plenary meceting of this part of our session to be held tomorrow afternoon at 3.30 p.m.

Any changes suggested in connection with the translations of the draft report
in the other languages should be given direetly to the secretariat, since I do not
think we need to deal with them at our meetings.

I have on my list of spcakers for today the representatives of Czechoslovakia,
tlexico, Poland, the Federal Republic of Germany, Pakistan and France.

I now give the floor to the,first speaker on my list, the representative of
Czechoslovakia, His Excellency Ambassador Vejvoda.
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Mr. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia): ®r. Chairman, taking into consideration the
exchange of views during the informal meeting yesterday afternoon, the group of
socialist countries wants to stress again that it does not want to stand in the
way of the establishment of a working group on item 1 of our agenda, namely, on
a nuclear test ban. In order to express our willingness to agrec to immediate
action and an immediate solution of the problen, the delegations of Bulgaria,
Czechoslovakia, the German Democratic Republic, Hungary, lMongolia, Poland and
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics wish to present the working paper in
document CD/287, which bears the title "Pronosal for the establishment of an
ad hoc working group under item 1 of the agenda entitled, ‘iluclear test ban'®.
Aliow me to read the full text of our proposal:

"In the exercise of its responsibilities as the multilateral negotiating
forum, in accordance with paragraph 120 of the Final Document of tne SSOD I,
the Committee on Disarmament decides to establish an ad hoc working group
under item 1 of its agenda, entitled ‘Nuclear test ban'.

"The elaboration of the mandate of the working group will be completed
at the very beginning of the summer session of the Committee, taking into
account the results of the SSOD II.*

The CHAIRMAN: I thank Ambassador Vejvoda for his statement. The next
speaker on my list is the representative of tMexico, Ambassador Garcia TRobles, who
will introduce the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Comprehensive Progzramme
of Disarmament which is contained in document CD/283.

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Chairman, Ad Hoc Working Group on a Comprchensive
Programme of Disarmament): I have the honour to present to the Committec on
Disarmament the rcport of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme
of Disarmament, which I have had the privilege of presiding over during the
Committcets 1981 session and the prosent oart of its 1932 session, together with a
draft comprehensive programme of dis=rwaient which is annexed to the report.

Since the content of the report is what is customarily termed selfmexplénatory,
I shall confine myself to making a fow comments on it. I'irst, I should likec to
say that this has been onec of thc most industrious working groups of what the
United Nations General Assombly has described as the ‘single multilateral
negotiating body on disarmamcnt", for as you know, it began its work this year
by holding daily wectings during the last three weeks of January before the /
Committee met, and, after the resumption of the Committce's work on 2 February,
it held an average of three meetings a wecek, without counting the very frequent
meetings of its subsidiary bodies. As a result, the Group has been able to
complete the task which was entrusted to it, albeit with the inevitable limitations
imposed by circumstances which are familiar to you all.

In the report to which I am referring, there already appear the names of
those who merit special mention for the valuable contribution which they madeo
to the Group's work: Ambassador Olu Adeniji of Nigeria, who presided over the
first 10 of the 59 meetings held, Ambassador Frangois de la Gorce of France,
Ambassador Gerhard Herder of the Democratic Republic of Germany and
Ambassador Celso Antonio de Souza ¢ Silva of Brazil, who co-ordinated the work of
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their respective contact groups, and .. Tarig Altaf of Pakistan, who acted as
co-ordinator of aiv informal drafting grous. I should simnlv like, therefore, to
record my esnecial gratitude to somzone wvho, as a result of having undertaken to
draft the report in consultation with the Chairman, was obviously unable to maka

an appropriate reference in the report to hei narticipation in the Group as its
Sacretary. In the light of the exverience wiich has enabled me to obzerve her

at work at very close quarters and to rely on her untirinyg co--oneration for
approximately a year and a half, I consider it only just to take this opportunity of
placing on record iy view that :liss ilda Levin can serve as a wmodel for the discharge
of any office sucn as that which she has held in this Group, by virtue of her
absolute objectivity, her knowledge of disarmament matters, her outstandinz draftinz
abilities and her lively intelligence, which has so frequently produced formulas
that have gained general acceptance.

Uith regard to the draft comprehensive programie of disarmament which the
Horking Group transmits to the Committee as an annex to its report and which, in
accordance with the provisions of resolution 35/92 F adopted by the Assembly on
9 December 19381, has to be submitted "in time for consideration and adoption by the
General Assembly at its second special session devoted to disarmament®, 1 do feel
that it is my duty on this occasion to wake a few comments on the basis of uy
lengthy and intimate connection vith the efforts made to prepare the programme.

I shall begin by emphasizing that the structure of the document which the Group
is submitting to the Committee corresponds to that which has been approved since
1930 and which, as indicated in paragiraph 63 (f) of the Committeer's report to
the thirty-fifth session of the General Assembly, should couprise -+ in addition
teo an introduction or preamble which would be prepared last of all - six chapters
dealing with objectives, principles, prioritiss, measures, stages of implementation,
and machinery and procedures, resnectively. The only change that nas been made
in this structure is that, for reasons which would appear obvious, two of these
headings have been merged to scrve as a title for the fifth chapter, which deals
with both "measurcs and stages of implemeiitation®.

As for the contents of the nrogramme, the Working Group has endeavoured to
keep as faithfully as possible to the mandate clearly defined in paragraph 109
of the Final Document,; in which it was stipulated that the programme should encompass
"all measures thought to be advisable in order to ensure that the goal of general
and complete disarmament under effective international control becomes a reality
in a world in wnich international peace and security prevail and in which the new
international econoimic order is stirengthened and consolidated”, reiterated word
for word in paragraph 7 (b) of the »elements’ approved, also by conscnsus, by the
Committee on Disarmament in 1979, endorsed »y the General Asscmbly in
resolution 34/83 H of 11 December of the same year, and confirmed by the Committee on
Disarmament when it adopted the report which the lorking Groun submitted to it in
1980, in paragraph 10 of which it was erpressly azreed that "the comprehensive
programne will have to be self--contained.

The fact that a considerable number of the provisions of the prograume are
still between square brackets should not be a reason for discouragement but, on the
contrary, should serve as a spur for efforts to find texts capable of gaining
gZeneral approval. To this end, it should not be forsgotten that the draft Final
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Document which the Preparatory Committee for the first special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament transmitted to the Assembly as a result of
five meetings -~ three of which were held in 1977 and the last two in the first
half of 1978 -- had also been riddled with square brackets but that that did not
prevent the Assembly from finally approving by consensus a document which was
completely free of those symbols of differences of opinion.

" However difficult the efforts required to achieve this purpose may be, this
will probably not be one of the most difficult tasks that has ever been brought to
fruition, especially if no delegation tries to renege on the commitments undertaken
in the Final Document in 1978. Tt would also seem that it will be by no means
impossible to reach an agreement on the number of stages that the programme should
comprise, in the light of the flexibility that has been evidenced by many of the
delegations that have formulated the main working papers submitted to the Group,
since, with general acceptance, the Group has been able to channel its deliberations,
as it were in the nature of "working hypotheses", firstly on the basis of four
stages and subsequently on the basis of three. A sinilar comment might be made
concerning the revision machinery or procedure, in respect of which too there
already appears to be a more or less general acceptanca of a five-yearly régime
and of the fact that such revision or examination should be undertaken through
specific special sessions of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

If the foregoing is taken into account, there would appear to be some
Justification for concluding that the two most difficult problems still outstanding
are that of determining whether or not the programme should have a timetable for
its implementation and that of determining the extent to which the programme should be
of a binding nature. If it is agreed, as we think it reasonable to do, that all
the States participating in the second special session of the Assembly devoted to
disarmament may be expected to give evidence of goodwill and good faith in the
formal and informal negotiations taking place at that session, there will be a
solid basis for expecting that a satisfactory solution to these problems will be
found.

With regard to the question of dates to be included in a possible timetable,
it should first of all be pointed out that, for the moment, no one is thinking of
rigid time-limits like those which appeared in the two draft treaties on general and
complete disarmament submitted to the Eighteen-Nation Committee -on Disarmament in
1962 by the Soviet Union and the United States respectively. In this connection,
it is also encouraging to note that reference was made in the deliberations on this
subject -- and it is the more encouraging in that the reference was made by the
representative of one of the most important members of the group known as the
group of western European and other countries -- as an example of terminology
that might be followed -- to that used in the Declaration of the 1980s as the
Second Disarmament Decade, in which the time factor undoubtedly occupies a prominent
place.

With regard to the nature of the programme, although, on the one hand, it would
seem that there is now no longer hope of winning a consensus in favour of giving
the programme the legal status of a multilateral treaty, it is clearly apparent
on the other hand, from the comments made at the various meetings which the Group
devoted to consideration of this subject, that there is a general trend towards
finding formulas which will enable the programme to be placed at a level far above
that of the resolutions annually adopted by the General Assembly. his will
undoubtedly require the inclusion in the programme of provisions similar to those
contained in paragraph 126 of the Final Document, in which the States that
participated in the first special session "solemnly" reaffirmed, inter alia,
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"their deternination to werk for general and cowmplete disarmament and to make further
collective efforts aimed at strengtnening peace and international security;, eliminating
the threat of war, particularly nuclear war;' and "iaplementingz practical measures
aimed at halting and preversing tie arms race’. {uis will certainly require also that
the Prograime make an express provision alongz the lines of the statement in

paragraph 17 of the Final Document ewphagizing the pressing need to 'translate into
practical terms' the provisions adopted and to ‘proceed along the road of binding and
effective international agreements in the field of disarmament®. Furthermore, in view
of the fact that, unfortunately, the Final Document has peen to a considerable extent
treated by the nuclear Powers as a dead letter,; consideration must be given to the
possibility of including in the introduction and final paragraphs alike of the
Comprehensive Programme, provisions which both politically and morally impart the
greatest possible, though freely accepted, binding character to the text, a binding
character which, it is to be hoped, will be greater than that achieved in 1978.

In this connection, it is also worth rememberinz that, at the Group's meetings,
representatives submitted a number of valuable suggestions aimed at highlighting,
through symbolic acts, both the importance of the programme and, wmore particularly,
the political commitment of Governments to execute its provisions. Among these
suggestions,; pride of place =~ in view of its originality and potential effectiveness -«
should perhaps go to the suggestion that the programme should be signed by the Heads of
State or Government of all the States HMembers of the United Nations. in my opinion,
the fact that most if not all of them will almost certainly not be in New York at the
closure of the Assembly's session should not bes an obstacle to an acceptance of this
suggestion; quite the contrary, in fact. A special representative of the
Secretary-General of the United Nations might very well be given the responsibility
of taking the original text of the programme to all the capitals of those States for
the purpose of collecting the signatures of their respective leads of State or
Government. This could, at the same time, help to ensure that public opinion in
cach of those countries has a true awareness of the significance of the programme.

Recently, particularly durinpg the last year or so, there Has been throughout the
world an increasing number of acts of all kinds which reveal the concern that the
nuclear arms race and the’ emergence of doctrines such as the credible possibility of a
limited nuclear war or the illusory hypothesis of a nuclear victory, have aroused
throughout marikind. If, as the Assembly stated in 1978, all peoples have a vital
interest in the success of the negotiations on disarmament, it may be asserted without
any exaggeration that the thousahds of millions-of human beings’ who make up these
peoples will follow very closely the work of the special session of the Ags°mbly
devoted to disarmament which is to be held at United Nations Headquarters from
7 June to 9 July 1982, This may very well be thé decisive element in making the
representatives of those péoples deliberating in New York realizeé the nead to approve
by consensus a comprehensive programme:of disarwament, which, starting from the text
which the Ad Hoc Working Group is today'submitting to the Committece, may give new life
‘to the pressing obje¢tives which, for four ycars, have bcen set out in paragraph 109 of
the Assembly's Final Document. It must never be forgotten that, as stated in the Final
Document itself, the most acute and urgent task of the present day is to remove the
threat of a nuclear war, sinée this threat has confronted mankind with a choice between
piroceeding to disarmament or facing annihilation.

. The CHAIRMAN: I thank Ambassador Garcia Robles, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc
Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme. of Disarmament,; for his statement and for
“introducing his report. I now give the.floor to the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working
Group on Chemical Weapons, the representative of Poland, His Excellency
Ambassador Sujka, who will introduce the report of the Ad_Hoc Horking Group contalned
in document CD/281. :
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Mr, SUJKA (Chairman, Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons): Mr. Chairman,
in my capacity as Chairman of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons, I have the
honour to introduce a svecial report of this Groun to the Committee on Disarmament
prepared in view of the second special session of the United Nations General Assembly
devoted to disarmament., The text of the report is contained in document CD/281
which, I hope, is available to all the distinguished representatives in this
Committee.

I would like to be as brief as possible, as I have always been during our
meetings., First of all, I wish to state that in accordance with operative
paragraph 5 of United Nations General Assembly resolution number 36/92 F, this
Committee has been requested to submit to the second special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament "a special report on the state of
negetiations on various questions under consideration by the Committee"., In
a similar way, a specific requirement by the General Assembly has been stated
in paragraph 4 of United Nations General Assembly resolution number 36/96 A, as
far as chemical weapons are concerned. I hope that the report, as contained in
document CD/281, does reflect the present state of negotiations in the Committee's
Working Group on the prohibition of chemical weapons.

The report itself being self-explanatory, I would like to share briefly with
the Committee some important points of the discussion in the Working Group which
led to the elaboration and adoption of this report, Thus, in its introductory part,
the Group wished to refer directly to paragraph 75 of the Final Document of the
first special session devoted to disarmament which, let me recall, stresses the
importance and urgency of negotiations on the complete and effective prohibition
of the development, production and stockpiling of all chemical weapons and their
destruction. On the other hand, the Group wished to refer, rather generally, to
all other proposals and “documents on the prohibition of chemical weapons which in
the past had been presented within the framework of the Conference of the Committee
on Disarmament and the Committee itself, assuming that merely listing them all would
be a space~taking and not vexy productive task, especially in view of the second
second special session.

The same approach has been displayed by the Group in elaborating the other
parts of the report, Without going into details of its discussions in 1980 and
in 1981, under its previous mandate, the Group emphasized the most significant
points discussed in those two years as they, indeed, mark very important stages
of negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons. As far as the present
state of the work is concerned, the Group has underlined the importance of a new
mandate which allows the elaboration of a convention and succinctly described the
topics of discussions for the first half of its 1982 session and the main differences
of views and problems which emerged in the discussion in the past two months or so.

There is one thing I would like to make as clear as possible: the Group wished
to avoid repeating in this report, all over again, all the various views of particular
delegations or groups of delegations on countless smaller and/or bigger problems that
emerged during the more than three-year—long discussions. These are sufficiently
reflected in the Working Group's report of 1980 contained in document CD/lBl/Rev.l,
and its report of 1981 in document CD/220. Both those reports are specifically
mentioned in the present report of the Group. ’

In my concluding statement to the Group, I described in considerable detail
a possible course of action for the Group during the second half of the 1982 session.
In this connection, I appealed to the members of the Group asking them to do
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specific preparatory work for the summer session if we are to approach as closely

as possible to the stage of drafting the provisions of the convention,  I7do not
want to repeat myself because that statement, in view of the interest shown by
members of the Group, has heen circulate’ by the secretariat as a working paper

of the Group on Chemical Weapons. 3But with your permission, Mr. Chairman, I would
like to appeal again for a display of serious efforts by all delegations during

the summer session so that we can translate as many dissenting views as possible
into the alternative elements and then elaborate compromise elements. 4 compilation
of draft elements and proposed new texts has also been made available to all
delegations to facilitate the kind of exercise I am appealing for.

I would like to apologize to my predecessors, Ambassador Okawa and
Ambassador Lidgard, for not mentioning their names as chairmen c¢f the Group
in 1980 and in 1981 respectively, in the introductory part of the report. I
personally was of the opinion that that kind of introduction should not contain
all the details I have noticed in the reports of other working groups. But -
certainly I am for the uniformity of the reports of all the working groups in
this respect, and I hope that the Committee will agree to cover these problems
in paragraphs €1 and 62 of its own report. The same procedure could also be
applied as to the partlolpatlon of non-member States in the work of the
Working Group.

Finally, let me refer to some recent discussions in the Committee's drafting
group. My reply is brief: the Working Group, indeed, has not been directly
reflecting in its activities the Committee's plenary discussions., It has
conducted its work on the basis of a new, I repeat, new mandate which was adopted
with theé consent of all delegations. On the basis of that mandate and the
programme - of work, also adopted by consensus, the group has acted and its
activities have been reflected in this report., Let me also say that, exactly,.
this the the principal aim of the Committee's report'm-to reflect the course and
trends. of discussions that have been taking place in plenaries., . The Group's report,
in my view, had to be limited to the discussions in the Working Group itself.
References to the discussions in plenary have, of course, been reflected in
the Group's work, when such discussions contained specific prioposals relevant
to the subjects of negotiations in the Group.

'As the distinguished members of the Committee are well aware, the Working Group
on Chemical Weapons has entered, with a new mandate, another, sensitive phase of its
work. We have held another series of thorough examinations of difficult and complex
problems. I wish to emphasize, as Chairman of this Group, that despite the great
sensitivity and complexity of our negotiations, the work has been conducted in a
spirit of mutual understanding, respect and co-operation. For this understanding,
mutual respect and co-operation I should like at this moment once more cordially
to thank all the members of the Group.

I would like to ask ‘you Mr. Chairman, that thls statement be dlstrlbuted as an
official document of the Committee on Disarmament in the same way as document CD/286
which contains the statement of the distinguished Chairman of the CPD Working Group,
Ambassador Garcia Robles.,

The CHAIRMAN: I thank Ambassador Sujka, the Chairman of the Ad Ad Hoc Working
Group on Chemical Weapons for his statement and for introducing his repo: report. I am
sure the request for his statement to be circulated as an ofificial document will
be duly taken care of. I now give the floor to the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working
Group on Radiological Weapons, the representative cof the Federal Republic of Germany,
His excellency Ambassador Wegener, who w111 introduce the report of the Ad Hoc
Working Group contained in document CD/284.
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Mr, WEGENER (Chairman, Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiological Weapons):
Mr. Chairman, indeed I have the honour to introduce the Report which you just
mentioned.

The Working Group had chosen to make use of its time for substantive
negotiations as late into last week as possible. As a consequence, only one
meeting was available for discussion and adoption of the report. This has
placed a considerable burden upon the members of the secretariat, who had to
put in extra hours to reproduce the report from a somewhat heterogeneous collection
of oral and handwritten amendments designed to supplement the original draft. They
have done an excellent job under these difficult circumstances, and I should like
to thank them on behalf of the Working Group.

However, it was unavoidable in this situation that a small number of errors
or ambiguities have crept into the printed text. With your permission, Mr. Chairman,
I should therefore like to read out this limited number of amendments which have
become necessary, none of which changes the general thrust and structure of the
report, but which will help to clarify it. None of the amendments adds to the
text a sentence or thought that was not already part of the Working Group's
decision to adopt the report. I refer, then, to document CD/284, and in the
English version, to document CD/284*. I quote from the English text, on page 2,
in the penultimate line of paragraph 6 we should strike out the words at the end
of the line, "radiation from the decay of". On page 3, in paragravh 16, in the
seventh line, after the sentence ending with the words "from attack", kindly insert
the following additional sentence: "Some delegations expressly reserved their
position as to the competence of the Committee to deal with this matter.
On page 5, in the last sentence of paragraph 27, there is a mere printing
error: please replace the words '"points of view" by "differences'". And on
the last page it has become necessary to clarify that some of the sentences .
written here are quotations from what delegations said. In paragraph 32, therefore,
in the second sentence, the words "in their view" should be inserted. The sentence
then read: "Since the basic objective was in their view, to prevent..." The
following sentence should be prefaced with the words "they also believed that",
so that the sentence then reads: "They also believed that mass destruction
would result from attacks...", etc. In paragraph 34, in the second sentence,
the words "in their view" should be inserted, so that the sentence then reads:
"A partial ban could, in their view, legitimize...", etc. In paragraph 33, in the
fourth line, the term '"thermal effect" should, for reasons of mere technical
correctness, be replaced by "thermal power",

As delegations will recognize, while taking note of the contents of the
report, the record of the Working Group is far from brilliant. While a
promising start was made in early March with a practicable procedural decision
that did much to unblock a deadlock situation, the sense of urgency which
General Assembly resolution 36/97 B had initially instilled into the Group
and which raised hope that convincing progress could be made at least on the
"traditional" radiological weapons subject-matter, rapidly vanished, and the
Working Group is now still faced with some of the same problems that made its
work difficult in the preceding year. The willingness of delegations to consider
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compromise formulation and to join in a common effort to reach consensus results
faded away, at least when the time came to draft this report. Instead of proudly
going on record with the measure of progress achieved, delegations preferred to
restate their earlier positions, in a clear attempt 1o keep their stance intact
for the next round of negotiations. Some delegations even used the opportunity
to phrase their demands with new vigour, although it must have been abundantly
clear to them that their proposals” harboured no promise of adoption by the
Working Group. The Chairman, in various instances, attempted to put forward
texts which in his view took a maximum number of positions into account, buthe
generally remained unsuccessful. When, in the closing stages of the session

he offered to submit an integral draft text of a future radiological weapons
treaty, covering the "traditional" radiological weapons subject-matter, a draft
which, in his perception, could have served as a suitable basis for a compromise
on which all delegations could eventually agree, he was given to understand that
such an initiative was unwelcome; he thus abstained from circulating the text.

The several parallel meetings on questions relating to the prohibition of
attacks on nuclear facilities provided an opportunity for discussion in depth
of some highly relevant issues. 4 number of delegations contributed to an .
elucidation of the technical problems involved, and it is fair to say that the
Working Group as a whole gained considerable insights into the prcblems at hand.
However, major divergencies as to the scope of possible prohibition appeared at
an early point, and proved to be so considerable as to impede further progress
even on the level of initial discussion.

While the Working Group's session has certainly contributed to providing a
clearer perspective to all delegations on the issues and on certain options for
solution, the field is still wide open. Once again, the Working Group, dealing
with a subject matter of only limited significance for the global disarmament
process, has been unable to live up fully to its responsibilities. That
constitutes a serious challenge for the forthcoming summer session. It will
still be my privilege to preside over the work at that time. When work is
resumed, I will urge all delegations to renew their efforts to come to grips
with the still unresolved problems, and I would already ask them now to clear
their minds and to use the intermediate period for reflection about how some of
the outstanding problems of principle can be tackled without undue loss of
time.

While then, the spring session was disappointing in its results, I yet
have to acknowledge that many delegations, and many colleagues personally, offered
the Chairman an exceptionally fine co-operation and bore with him in the search
for results and compromise. I should like to express my gratitude to them, just
as I thank the secretariat and the interpreters for their fine work.

Should a mode be adopted according to which all the introductory statements
by Working Groups'! Chairmen were to be circulated, I would not want to be
excluded., However, I would think that in my special case a rendering in the
verbatim record would be sufficient.

The CHAIRMAN: I thank Ambassador Vegener, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc
Working Group on Radiological Weapons, for his statement and for introducing
his report. I now give the floor to the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group
on Security Assurances, the representative of Pakistan, His Excellency
Ambassador Ahmad, who will introduce the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group
contained in document CD/285.
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Hr. AHMAD (Chairman, Ad Hoc Working Group on Security Assurances): Hr. Chairman,

it is my honour to present to the Committe~ on Disarmament t'.2 special report of the
Ad Hoc Vlorking Group on Lffective International Arranseaents to assure an;Nuclear-
Heapon States Asainst. the Use or Threat of Usc of Nuclear lleapons contained in
docuinent CD/285.

In accordance with the Committee's decision, the special report contains a
reference to the origin of negotiations on this item and covers the work done during
the previous threc sessions of the Committee on Disarmament, besides describing the
present state of negotiations on the subject and outlining certain conclusions and
recommendations.,

The subject of "negative security assurances" has a fairly long history which
includes the unilateral declarations made by the nuclear~-weapon States in 1978 and
the consensus reached at the first special session to conclude effective
arrangements on this question. At its first session, in 1979, the Working Group agreed
that negotiations on the subject would nzed to cover both the form and the substance of
the arrangements. At its sessions in 1980 and 1981, the Uorking Group concentrated
mainly on an examination of the substance of the subject, on the understanding that an
agreement on the substance could facilitate an asgreement onthe form., During the
final stages of its work, last year, the Working Group concentrated its efforts on
evolving a "common formula' for security assurances containing such elements as-
might be raised in the negotiations and agreed upon by all concerned, or a "common
formula" which could reconcile the elements contained in the existing unilateral
undertakings of the nuclear-weapon States.

At the beginning of its work during the present session, the Yorking Group
decided to continue these efforts, taking into account, intei alia, previous
recommendations as well as resolutions 36/94 and 36/95 of the General Assembly. The
general positions of delegations remained unchanged, although some new ideas and,
suggestions were advanced. Apart from hearing the reiterations of such general
positions, the Horking Grouo further considered proposals submitted to it for a
possible "common formula® or "common approach" which could be included in an
international instrument of a legally binding character. As in the past, there was
once again no objection in principle to the idea of an international convention;
however, the difficulties involved were also pointed out. Subsequently, the Working
Group considered proposals for interim measures, particularly a possible resolution of
the Security Council on the subject. Furthermore, other courses of
action which could be taken in the context of the forthcoming second special session
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament were also examiried. Sone nuclear-weapon
States reaffirmed that their declarations 'were credible and responsive to the security
concerns of the non-nuclear-weapon States, while some other delegations suggested that
these should be appropriately reviewed and revised at thz forthcoming special session.

The conclusions of the llorking Group speal: for themselves. There is consensus
that non-nuclear-weapon States should be effectively assured against the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons and that agreement on this item should be reached
urgently. However, the evident diverpgence 1in the perceptions of nuclear and non-
nuclear-weapon States continue to persist. And although many of the issues involved
have been clarified, the Uorking Group has been unable to fulfil its mandate., The
Working Group was able to recommend, in the context of the forthcoming second special
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, that ways and means should be
explored to overcome the difficulties encountered in the negotiations on this item.

On a personal note, I am constrained to express my disappodintment and concern at
the failure of the Committee on Disarmament to make any substantive progress towards
evolving an agreement on this question which is satisfactory to all concerned and
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particularly to the non-nuclear-weapon States. Hay I take this occasion to ébﬁeal to
all States, and in particular to the nuclear-weapon States, to demonstrate the
nolitical will necessary to reach an asreement on this question. I hope that this
political will shall be evident at the forthcominp second special session.

In conclusion, I would like to express ny gratitude to the members of the
Horkinz Group for their co-operation which was indispensable for the work of the Group.
I would also like on behalf of the Ad Hoc Uorking Group, to express our-deep -
appreciation for the very able assistance provided to the Yorking Group by
Hr. Lin Xuo-Chung, the Secretary of the UYorking Group, as well as the entire secretariat
staff. throughout the session and particularly in preparing this special report.

The CHAIRWAN: T thank Ambassador Ahmad, Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on
Security Assurances, for his statement and for introducing his report. Distinguished
delerates, I think that it might be useful if we request the secrétariat to reproduce
tne oral statements of both the Chairman of the Radiological Weapons Yorking Group
and the Chairman of the Ad Hoc lorking Group on Security Assurances as we did in the

case of the other two working grouns. I give the floor to Ambassador Vejvoda.

ilr, VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia): Since the Chairman .of the Uorking Group on -
Chemical llecapons, the distinguished Ambassador of Poland, Ambassador Sujka suggested
that the names of the previous Chairmen of that Group be included in the report, I
would also like to susgest that, as far as the Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiological -
liecapons is concerned, the name of the distinguished delegate of Hungary,
Ambassador Komives, wno headed the Group before Ambassador Uegener, should likewise
be included in the report.

The CHAIRIAN: I thank Ambassador Vejvoda. The last speaker on my list for
today is the representative of France, and I give the floor to His Excellency
Ambassador de la Gorce.

lir, de la GORCE (France) (translated from French): tir., Chairman, we are going
to close the first part of our annual session towmorrow... On this occasion, the French
delegation would likzs to draw a few conclusions from our work.

As was the case last year, this work has been conducted in politically
unfavourable conditions. Ue know that negotiations on disarmament cannot progress
independently of the international situation. Furthermore, the basic differences
which we know exist on the conditions of and appricach to disarmament have inevitably.
affected the progress of the discussions. Thus, despite the imminence of the second
special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, a fact which ought to
have stimulated our efforts, the results we have to show are extremely modest. We
note, however, certain positive decisions aimed at extending the sphere of our work.

ith regard to item 1 of our agenda, on a "Nuclear test ban", the French
delezation would like to recall its position in view of the initiative for the
setting up of a working groun on matters of verification and compliance with a
prohibition agreement. It will not object to a consensus on this provosal, subject
to the terms of the mandate. But it would like to recall that in the words of the
Final Document, the cessation of testing should take place "within the framework of
an effective nuclear disarmament process". It ought not therefore, to be a
preliminary measure, independent of this process. I would also like to recall the
reservation made by the representative of France at the first special session of the
General Assembly uwith respect to article 50 of the Final Document.
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Item 2 of our agenda, "Cossation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmement’,
has not been thoroughly cxamined during the first part of our scssion, for lack of
time. liy delegation participated actively in the discussions held last yecar at
informal meetings. It attaches great valuc to such discussions on thesc basic aspecis
of disarmament., It iz prepared to continue its contribution to seeking and defining
conditions which may lead to progress.

Tor the first timc since our first annual session, the Committce has added a new
item of substance to its agenda: "Prevention of an arms race in outer space”, This
item has alrecady formed the subject of a number of substantinol statcments and I should
like to make a fev remarks on it at this point. Ve attach the greatest importance to
the destabilizing effects viiich attacls apeinst satellites would have. This is vhy we
feel that examination of this question should be undertaken without delay. During our
debates, the merits and also the inadequacies of the 1967 Treaty on outer space verc
clearly'brought out.,. The resulting situation inspired the proposals vhich have been
submitted to us.

One of them, that of the Union of Soviet Docialist Republics, does not appear to
us to offer a satisfactory solution. In effect it amounts, paradoxically, to making
edch space power its owm judge in matters of outer space. How are articles 1 and 3 of
the draft treaty submitted by the Soviet Union to be interpreted except as giving
every State frcedom to destroy a space object which it decides of its ovm accord,
without consultationh or rcfercnce to any pre-established criterion, is carrying
weapons? TIurthermore, the draft itreaty makes provision only for national technical
means of verification of compliance with its provisions. Iloreover, e do not believe
that there is any justification for ‘bringing specifically into the discussion the
question of reusable space vehicles -- the question of gpace shuttles, Is it the
intention thus to extend the field of application of the treaty to objects vhose
trajectory ie not exclusively orbital? On the othex hard, there is no provision, it
scems, for resolving the problems vhich may arise from the dual use -~ for both
civilian and military purposes —- of orbital platforms. Iurthermore, nothing is said
of the part that would be played in this approach by satellites which, as France and
other countries have proposed, could be used on bchalf of the international community
for purposes of verification of disarmament agreements and crisis control,

In fact, our initial discussions on this subject in the Committee have amply
demonstrated that outer space activities arc so complex and so rapidly evolving that
what we must do first is, on the one hand, to define more precisely, in relation to
outer space, terms vhich are often used amblguoumly, such as the word "weapon", and,
on the other hand, to determinc the priorities in examining this problem. In view of
the large volume of the resources at present being invested in outer space activities
for both civilian and military purposes, amcunting in all to several billion dollars
in orbit daily, and of the stabilizing part played by satellites, as has been
expressly recognized in sceveral international documents stipulating non-interference
vhen the satellites arce used for purposes of verification, it is essential for the
international community to reach an.agreement to prevent the occurrence of a situation
vhere anti-satellite weapons or techniaues would become a nevw factor of instability.
In fact, in spite of the protections and reinforcements that might be possible, at
great cost and with a reduction of the payload, the intrinsic vulnerablllty of
satellltes gives the attacler an advantage.

Ve therefore feel that the Committee should proceed to a more general examination
of the problem in terms of the stability of strategic systems and sccurity. Vhat ve
need to do is to determine, among the existing or conceivable systems, which would
represent potential factors of destabiligzation with a view to prohibiting them as a
matter of priority. Ior example, the dcvelopment of anti-ballistic missiles based on
space stations would, we believe, be extremely destabilizing. The conclusion of this
examination would also bring out the fact that it would probably not be in the
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interests even of the great Powers, especially in view of the cost~effectiveness ratio,
to keep all the options opnen. For all these reasons, we -consider it very important
for the Committee to examine the problem of anti-satellite techniques thorousghly when
it resumes its work., le would have no objection to the establishment, for this
purpose, of a working group vhich could have the help of experts.

The other items »>n our agenda have been discussed in working sroups, as they
were last year.

. The Working Group on Chemical lleapons has finally been rsiven a mandate appropriate
to its task. \le are pleased at this and we appreciated the attitude of the
United States delesation in this connection. However, the work conducted very
competently by Ambassador Sujka has not shown any very appreciable progress. In
truth, there was insufficient time. The problem of verification was once more at the
centre of the discussions. This is a fundamental onroblem the solution of which will
larzelv determine whether or not it will be possible to take decisions on the
prohibitions in question. For after all, what would be the point of instituting
prohibitions if compliance with them could not effectively be verified? Some
delegations put the accent on internal verification through purely national bodies.
Others, ourselves included, stress the primary importance of an international system
of verification. UYe do not deny that national authorities should be responsible for
suparvising the implementation of the convention on their territory, in order, in
particular to prevent the chemical industry of their own country from engaging in
prohibited activities clandestinely. But such control is far from meeting the
requirements of an international convention. It does not constitute sgenuine
verification. If a Government decided, in defiance of its commitments, to keep or to
build up stocks of chemical weapons, a national control body could hardly prevent it
from doing 8o, and much less would it denounce it. It is, however, essential that
each State party should have the assurance that the convention is being fully anrplied
by all, an assurance that can be given only by an international verification mechanism
empowered to conduct on-the-spot investipgations. '

The Ad Hoc lorking Group on Radiological Veapons, directed with authority and
competence by Ambassador VUegener, was not able to achieve the progress for which we
had been hoping. The French delegation is unfortunately obliged to note that the
warnings it voiced were well=-founded. The difficulties which have hampered the
negotiations in certain respects are the result of the attempts, of which we are all
aware, to include in them matters unrelated to their immediate object. As I said at
the outset of our session in my delegation's preliminary statement, these involve
either prejudging the solution of other problems, such as the use of nuclear weapons
and nuclear disarmament, or the solution of problems which fall within another field
of international law, such as the prohibition of attacks against civilian nuclear
installations. The French delegation does not deny the importance of these matters,
but it believes it to be essential that the working groups should keep within the
exact terms of their mandates. As a demonstration of goodwill, we did not oppose a
consensus on the solution offered by the Chairman of the UWorking Group, which consisted
in devoting a few weetings of this Group to a preliminary examination of the problems
presented by the Swedish proposal on the prohibition of ‘attacks asainst nuclear
installations. DBut considering that this problem did not fall within the competence
of the Committee, and does not, under the teris of its mandate, fall within the
competence of the UYorkins Group, the French delemsation refrained from participating
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in those meetings. 1t regrets the fact that it proved impossible, in the circumstances,
to resolve the outstanding difficulties as regards the terms of the convention itself,
and that we were unable to reach a conclusion under this item on a matter which
unquestionably falls within the-cowpetence of the Committee on Disarmament.

lle certainly attach importance to the work of the Ad Hoc Vorking Group on
Security Assurances, presided over with much distinction by Ambassador Ahmad. Ue are
aware of the difficulties of the problem and we shall not dwell upon those relating
to the search for a common formula. ‘e have seen the proposals submitted by Pakistan
and the Netherlands and we are certainly anxious that progress should be made in this
matter, but it is difficult for us to say wmore on it at this stage. Ve shall
obviously maintain our interest in this question and we are prepared to continue our
participation in exnloring patis which misht lead to a common approach or to any
formula capable of satisfyins the international coumunity as a whole.

Lastly, I should like to devote my concludins remarks to the efforts of the
Ad Hoc Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament. This Group had the
extremely heavy responsibility of completing a document in itself extraordinarily
ambitious, and we came up against difficulties which in fact we knew beforehand we
should encounter. I would like to pay a tribute here to the patience of
Ambassador Garcia Robles, who directed the very numerous meetings with great
competence. Ye must take.note of the result, namely, a document which i8 no doubt far
from reflecting the unanimous a~sreement we were hoping for, but which represents an
acceptable basis for the continuation of the consultations, and we hope that it will
be possible in New York to reach an agreement. This is very important for our
Committec, since this document is the principal contribution we were required to make
to the work of the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament. In this very complex matter, where there are very diverasent approaches
regarding absolutely fundamental problems, such as the legal nature of the prograume,
the formulation of time-frames for thzs implementation of the measures and the
differcnt stages, and the link between nuclear disarmament and conventional disarmament,
it is obvious that it will be very difficult for us to reach common formulas if we
persist in trying systematically to reach what is called a compromise, which would
mean in fact that all sides would be required to make concessions on conditions they
consider essential. lle thereforc consider that what we ousht rather to do is to
try to adopt formulas that are sufficiently flexible to talte into account not only
the views of opposing sgides but also the progress made in the matter of disarmament.
The latter depends on the state of international relations, the maintenance of the
security of States during the disarmament process -- which is crucial ~- and the
actual conditions of this security: a balance uvhere it is necessary for security,
international verification, consideration of resional factors, etc. It is only by
seeking formulas which wmeet the needs ~-- the requirements -- of all sides that we
shall be able to reach a soluticn. This is not an exercise in which we should try
to win a victory over partners whose own needs in the matter of security deserve to
be respected. The way to find a solution is to seek to overcome the difficulties
through formulas which will satisfy everyone without requiring thewm to make
sacrifices as regards thzir security and the conditions they can accept in that
respect. We earnestly hope that a solution can be found, for it will undoubtedly
be an extremely important element in the success of the second special session and
an equally important element for the authority, the credit and the credibility of
the Committee on Disarmaiment. ’
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Mr, GARCIA ROBIES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish): Mr, Chairman, I beg your
indulgence and that of all my colleagues if I venture to ask for the floor a second
time this afternoon. The few words I have to say now I will say in my capacity as
the representative of Mexico and not as the Chairman of ary subsidiary body of the
Committee, - Their purpose is to explair the submission, which will have been noted by
all distinguished representatives this afternoon, the submission, I repeat, of
document CD/282 entitled "Working papsr containing the text of the opinion of the
Government of Mexico on the prevention of nuclear war, transmittcd to the
Secretary-General of the United Fations in accordance with the invitation extended
by the General Assembly in its resclution 36/91 R of ¢ December 1931".

As we all know, on 9 December last, the (ensral Assembly adopted resolution 36/81 B
entitled "Prevention of nuclear war". The preambular paragraphs of this resolution
recall and reproduce nearly word for word some of the concepts embodied in the
1973 Final Document, such as alarm at '"the threat to the very survival of mankind
posed by the existence of nuclear weapons and the continuinzg arms race'"; the need %o
bear in mind the fact — and again I cuote — that "remcval of the threat of a world
war, a nuclear war, is the most acute and urgeni tasic of the nrecent day"; a i
reiteration of the vital intsrest of all the péoples of the world in disarmament; and
a reminder of the snpecial responsibility of nuclear-wcapon States.

On the basis of faects such as these, the General Assembly included in the
operative part of its resolution an exhortation and en irwvitation. The exhortation is
addressed to all nuclear-weapon States, which are urgsd to eubmit to the :
Secretary~General by 30 Arril 1932 their views, pronosale and practical sugzestions
for ensuring the prevention of nuclear war so that thes: views, proposals and practical
suggestions may be considered -~ the vesolution says — at the second special session
of the General Ass2mbly devoticd to disarmament., The invitation is extended to all
other States Members of the United Nations, if they so desire, to do likewise. 1.
believe that the difference in the verhs uscd reflects a rocosnition of the fact that
the degrec of responsibility of the nucloar-weanon Fowers in this matter is infinitely
greater -~ and this ie why they have becn "urged'", while oiher States have been
"invited". The Govermment of Mexzico, which has always been very serious in contributing
to the utmost of its ability to the achievement of disarmament, and especially nuolear
disarmament, recenily sent the Secretary-General of the United Nations its views and
Practical suggestions on this matter, and the full text of those views is reproduced
in document CD/282, ‘

I do not wish to go into great detail ~—— the toxt is self-explanatory. I merely
wish to note that, as the document states, the Government of Mexico considers that,
for the purpose in question, namely, the prevention ol nuclear war, measures like those
that are the only ones the nuclear-weavon Powers have so far menaced to agree on, for
example, the establishment of dir:ct communication lines between the lleads of State
of the nuclear super-Fowers, however laudable they may he, may in the context of the
terrifying situation: confronting *he world, bs regarded as merely cosmetlic, The
Government of Mexico also states thal it is convinced that the rocipe for the vermanent
removal of the threat of a nuclear wer is very simoles 1t would bhe sufficient to take
seriously the provisions which were adopted by consensus in 19772 und set forth in the
Final Document of the first special session of the Genzral Assembly devoted to
disarmament. And if it were necessary to single out any of these measures, the choice
would unhesitatingly go to those contained in paragraphs 47 and 50 of the
Final Document, which I shall not guote here because they are so well-known. As the

o
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communication I have been referring to states, it has not been the lack of clearly
defined methods and procedures which has so far obstructed the adoption of effective
measures for the prevention of a nuclear war. There has simply been-a complete lack:
of political will on the part of the States which bear the greatest share of :
responsibility for remedying the alarming situation confronting the worid. The
communication ends with these words, with which I shall also conclude my statement:

"It is to be hoped that the nuclear-weapon States and, in particular, the twe nuclear
super~Powers can reach the same conclusion and bring their international conduct into
line with it. We believe this will not be difficult for them if they consider that

it is absurd to try to achieve national security by increasing universal insecurity,
that the nuclear arsenals accumulated are more than sufficient 1o produce, not once

but many times, total death on the planet -~ whether it be instant death or death
through slow and agonizing disintegration, and that, as is stated in one of the
conclusions of the Secretary-General'!s last report on nuclear weapons, it is
inadmissible that the prospect of the annihiletion of human civilization should be used
by some States to promote their security, which means that the future of mankind is then
made hostage to a few nuclear-weapon States and most notably the two suver-Powers".

Mr. DE SOUZA E SIIVA (Brazil): Mr. Chairman, in accordance with paragraph 30 of
our.rules of procedure, I should like to make the following statement. ’ :

For three years now, the Group of 21 hasg consistently tried to achieve the
establishment of a working group on item 1 of ocur agenda. The group of socialist
countries supported these efforts. Yet, our vproposals have been blocked by two
nuclear-weapon powers of the West, and during that pericd the efforts of the Group of 21
have been to no avail. During this session of the Committee, laborious negotiations
on the text of a mandate for & working zroup on iter 1 were initiated. Yesterday, the
Group of 21 declared its readiness to support a text which gave only minimum
satisfaction to its stated position, in the hope that a consensus could be achieved.
But since these efforts originated in an initiative from the opposing side it was
the socialist group that blocked its approval. Today, document CD/287 has just been
tabled by a group of socialist countrics. Tt contains a proposal that ‘was originally
made in the drafting group for the elaboration of a mandate for a working group on
item 1 of our agenda. Most certainly, it will not obtain consensus in the Committee
because it originates from one super-Power, and will be vetoed by the other. The
main reason for that is the prevailing statc of confrontation between the super-Powers.
They seem determined to ensure that any initiative originating in the opposite camp
ends in failure. This seems a very effective way to block any multilateral action on
a nuclear test ban, an objective that both have agreecd to be of the highest priority
and urgency and which they have committed themselves tc pursue by virtue of binding
international instruments. For this reason, my delegation does not see any point in
participating at this late stage of our work in the nower-game of the most_heavily'
armed nations in the world. We will not Join in this new display of a spirit of
confrontation which totally disregards the interests and concerns of the greater part
of mankind. After the results of the second special session are known and after the
entire international community has had a chance to debate the real reasons for the
failure of this Committee to discharge its functions, then we believe that the
Committee on Disarmament may again lock into the guestion of establishing a working grou
on item 1 of its agenda. '
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Mr. AIESSI (Italy) (translated from French): Mr. Chairman, having been a member
of the drafting group which, under your enlightened and active chairmanship,
endeavoured to draft a mandate for a subsidiary body of the Committee on Disarmament
on item 1 of the agenda, and having myself had the honour of zuiding the group's
work when I served as Chairman of the Committee during the month of March, I would like
at this juncture to express my delegation's deep regret at our failure so far to
achieve any results on this item, in spitec of all the efforts we have made.

I cannot say that the document which has just been submitted to us by the
Ambassador of Czechoslovakia and bears the symbol CD/287 in itself offers any
possibility of results., The drafting group started from the premise that a
working group could have been set up. The real problem was not the establishment of
a subsidiary body but the formulation of its mandate. Furthermore, only yesterday
we had another discussion in an informal meeting in the course of which, among the
other arguments put forward, I heard — I think it was Ambassador Herder say that
there was no point in our rushing to establish a working group on the eve of the
closure of this session, and that we might just as well .take the matter up again at
the special session of the General Assembly or when we resume our work. That is an
argument which could, I believe, be applied even more to the establishment of a
working group without a mandate and which would not, thersfore, be able-to begin its
work immediately upon the resumption of the Committee'!s session but would have to wait
until the Committee itself conferred upon it a mandate agreed on by consensus.

I must say that during the work of the drafting group I was aware of the efforts
being made by all members of the group, as well as by the other members of the
Committee who came to take part in its work, to try to reach a consensus on this
question, and I often had the impression that we were very close to a positive result,
which is what I believe all delegations very much want. My own delegation has, I must
say, for years, been hoping that the Committee on Disarmament or the negotiating bodies
that preceded it would be able to come to grips with this problem, which is an essential
issue and one of the highest priority. That is why I wanted to express my deep
disappointment., During the last few days, we have seen Ambassador Jaipal, the
Secretary of the Committee on Disarmament, trying to co-ordinate the efforts that
were being made in the drafting group and draft a text which would strike a political
balance between the various positions — a text which would involve sacrifices on all
sides but would not be weighted in one direction or in another. With your permission,
I would like to read out this text to the Committee; I shall read it in English,
the language in which it was drafted. The text includes in its first paragraph an
amendment that was formulated by the delegation of Mexico. It reads as follows:

"In the exercise of its responsibilities as the multilateral disarmament
negotiating forum in accordance with paragraph 120 of the Final Document o?

the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, the
Committee on Disarmament decides to establish an ad hoc working group under item 1
of its agenda, entitled 'Nuclear test ban'.

Considering that discussion of specific issues in the first instance may .
facilitate progress toward negotiation of a nuclear test ban, the Committee requests
the ad hoc working group to discuss and define, through substantive examination,
issues relating to verification and compliance with a view to making further
progress toward a nuclear test ban.

'
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The ad hoc working group will take into account all existing proposals
and future initiatives, and will report to the Committce on the progress of
its work before the conclusion of the 1982 session. The Committee 'will
thereafter take a decision on subsequent courses of action with a view to
fulfilling its responsibilities in this regard."

When I saw this text and realized that it had the support of a large number of
delegations(and in particular of the Group of 21, subject to its forming the basis
of a consensus), I earnestly hoped that this session could end with a result which,
given the difficulty of setting up a working groun on this topic with a suitable
mandate, would in itself represent an important victory for the Committee on
Disarmament. The amendments to this text proposed by the group of socialist countries
naturally reflect that group's position, but, in my view, they add nothing to the
substance of the text itself. I would really like to know whether the text I have
just read out places such an important limitation on the work of the subsidiary body
we want to establish that it justifies —— to state explicitly what I consider fo be
already implicit in the text ~— Jeopardizing the efforts at compromise made by all
delegations, including those of the socialist countries, in order to reach agreement.
I believe that the text that I read out could give the Committee a chance to undertake
useful work, without confining itself strictly to certain aspects of the negotiation
of a nuclear test ban —-— for the entire effort of compromise was directed precisely at
rendering implicit in the text what could not, for political and nejotiating reasons,
be stated more explicitly. However, I repeat, the amendments proposed by the socialist
countries can in no way broaden the working group's possibilities as regards the task
it is to undertake. Thus, all that these amendments do at the present stage is to
make agreement impossible, while not, in my view, advancing the interests of the
Committee, most of whose members are only too anxious to seize the opvortunity offered
them to embark on genuine substantive work on a matter which is of great concern to us,
which is important and which has for years and years becn a priority and a source of
difficulties and polemics.

My, SUMMERHAYES (United Kingdom): Mr, Chairman, it is clear that what we have
in document CD/287 is a last-minute manoeuvre which merely distracts the Committee's
attention from the outcome of the long and serious negotiations which have been going
on since February and about vhich all delegations are well informed. In yesterday's
discussion, here in this room, it clearly emerged that a majority of delegations were
prepared to Join in a consensus to accept the draft known as "J-1', Only the
socialist group declined to agree to this, for what appeared to most of us insubstantial
reasons. The procedure now suggested, in CD/287, that we set up a working group
without first agreeing on its mandate, seems to my delegation to be unacceptable both
in principle and in fact. Indeed, this idea has alrcady been projected in the course
of the negotiations in the drafting group. We are very sorry that the situation has
turned out in this way after all the effort that has been made to try to achieve
agreement, We hope 1t is still not too late to adopt '"J-1" as the distinguished
representative of Italy has just suggested,

Mr. de la GORCE (France) (translated from French): With reference to what I said
a short while ago about France's position as regards the discussion of agenda item 1
in a working group, I should like to make it clear that the proposal contained in
document CD/287 is unacceptable to my delegation. My delegation would be unable
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in any cas: to join irn a consensuc on such a basis eince, if it agreed to the
cetaklishmeont of a working group on iterm 1, that would be subject to the group's mandate.
Ir other words, ve could only asree %o the Lrirciple of the ¢ ttins up of a

vorking group in the lizht of :t rendate.  Since this proposal does not contain any
mandate and dcfers 11 eleberation of the mandate to the openinz of the summer session,
iv is obvious that the FPrench dolegation cannot agree to it,

The CHAIRMAKN: If thero arc no furtber statem nts, I wish to thank delegations
for their contributions this afternoon. 1 row intend to adjourn this Tlenary meeting
and to convene an informal meeting of the Committes, in about 10 minutes! time, to
consider the draft special report to the special session of the Genoral Assembly. The
nsxt vlenary mreting of the Cormnittee on Disarmam nrt will be hold tomorrow,

Viednesday, 21 April, at 3.3> w.m. The meeting is adJo”rnvd

The meeting rose at 5,29 v.me




SOVMITTEE 0N DISARMAMENY CD/PV.173
21 April 1982
ENGLISH

FINAL RECCRD OF THE ONE HUNDRED AND S£EVeNTY-THIRD PLENARY MEETING

held at the Palais des Nations, Geneva,
on Wednesday, 21 April 1982, at 5.30 p.m.

Chairman: Mr. Yoshio OKAWA (Japan)

GE.82--62344



CD/PV.173
2

PRESENT AT THE TABLE

Mgeria: Mr. M, MATI

e AL TLFFAR

Argentina: Miss N. NASCIMBENE
Australia: Mr. D.M. SADLEIR

Mr. R. STEELE

Belgium: Mr. A. ONKELINX
Mr., J.M. NOIRFALISSE

Brazil: Mr. C.A. de SQUZA E SILvVA
Mr. S. de QUEIROZ DUARTE

Bulgaria: Mr. K. TELLALOV
Mr. I. SOTIROV
Mr. P. POPCHEV
Mr. K. PRAMOV

Burma : U MAUNG MAUNG GYI
U THAN TUN
Canada: Mr. D.S. McPHAIL

Mr. J. GAUDREAU

China: Mr. TIAN JIN
Mr. LIN CHENG
Mr. HU XIAODI

Cuba: Mr. L. SOLA VILA
Me. P. NUNEZ MOSQUERA
Mr. A.V. GONZALEZ
Mr. J. LUIS GARCIA

Czechoslovakia: Mr. M. VEJVODA
Mr. J. STRUCKA
Mr. A. CIMA

Egypt : Mr. I.A. HASSAN
Mr. M.N. FAHMY
Miss W. BASSIM



CD/PV.173
3

Ethiopia: Mr. T. TERREFE
Mr. F. YOHANNES

France: Mr. J. DE BEAUSSE
Mr. M, COUTHURES

German Democratic Republic: Mr. G. HERDER
Mr. H. THIELICKE

Germany, Federal Republic of: lMr. H. WEGENER
Mr. N. KLINGLER
Mr. W. ROHR

Hungary: Mr. I. KOMIVES
Mr. C. GYORFFY

India: Mr. S. SARAN
Indonesia: “Mp. N. SUTRESNA

Mr. I. DAMANIK
Mr. B. SIMANJUNTZK
Mr. A. BLHRIN

Iran: Mr. M.J. MAHALLATI
Italy: Mpr. . ALESSI

Mr. B. CABR4S
Mr. C.i. OLIVA
Yr. E. DI GIOVANNI

Japan: Mr. Y. OKAWA
Mr. M. TAKAHASHI
Me. K. TANAKA
Mr. T. GRAI

Kenya: Mr. D,D. DON NANJIR:
Mexico: Mr. A. GARCIA ROBLES

Mrs. Z. GONZALEZ Y REYNERO

Mongolia: Mr. D. ERDEMBILEG
Mr. L. BAYART
Mr. 3.0. BOLD



CD/PV.1753

Morocco: Mr. S.M. RaHALLI
Me. M. CHR.LIBI

Metherlands: Mr. F. VAN DONGEN
Mp. H. WAGENMAKERS

Nigeria: Mr. G.O. IJEWERE
Mr. W.0. AKINSANYA
fr. T. AGUTYI--IRONST

Pakistan: ifr. ™. AHMAD
Mr. M., AKRAM
Mr. T. LALTAF

Peru: Mir. J. BENAVIDES DE LA SOTTA
Poland: Mr. B. SUJKi

Mr. T. STROJWAS

Romania: Mr. T. MELESCANU
Sri Lanka: Mr. A.Jd. JuYRKODDY

Me. H.M.G.S. PALIHAKKARA

Sweden: Mr. C. LIDGARD
Mp. C.M. HYLTENIUS
Mr. H. BERGLUWD
Mr. J. LUNDIN
Mr. G. EKHOLM

Union of Soviet Socialist Mr. V.L. ISSRAELYAN

Republics: Mr. Y.K. NAZARKIN
Mr. B.P. PROKOFIEV
Mr. V.V. LOSHCHININE
Mr. G.V. BERDENNIKOV
Mr. V.i. KROKHA

United Kingdowm: Mr. D.M.SUMMERHAYES
Mr. L. MIDDLETON
Mrs. J.I. LINK
Miss J.E.F, WRIGHT




CD/PV.173
p)

United States of America: Mr. L.G. FIELDS
Mr. M.D. BUSBY
Ms. K. CRITTENBERGER
Mrs. M.E. HOINKES
Mr. J. MISKEL

Venezuela: Mr. R. RODRIGUEZ NAVARRO
Mr. O. AGUILAR PARDOC

Yugoslavia: Mr. M. MIHAJLOVIC
Zaire: Ms. E. EKANGA KABEYA

Mr. OSIL GNOK

Secretary of the Committee on

Disarmament and Personal

Representative of the

Secretary-General: Mr. R. JAIPAL

Deputy Secretary of the
Committee on Disarmament: Mr. V. BERASATEGUI




CD/PV.17)
6

The CHAIRMAN: I declare open tine 175rd plenary nmeeting of the Committee on
Disarmament. -

The Committee continues today its consideration of reports of subsidiary bodies
as well as of its special report to the second snecial session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament. As usual, in conformity uvith rule 50 of our rules of
procedure, members wishing to make statements on any subject relevant to tne work of
the Committee may do so at any time.

Before ve consider our business for today, I wish to put bzfore the Committee for
adoption the draft decision containad in Uorkinz Paper Wo. 67, dated 21 April 1932.
This is on the establishment of an ad hog¢ workinm group under item 1 of the
Committee's agenda. 1n that connection, I uish to make the following statement.

Distinguished delegates, you will recall that the small sroup that was
established to draft a mandate for a CTD working group began its work on 19 March,
under the chairmanship of my distinguished predecessor, Ambassador Alessi. Since
then, in fact for the past five weeks, continued efforts have been made by members of
this Committee to drafi a2 mandate that would be acceptable to all. Our work has been
long and arduous. This worning our efforts were crowned with success when we learnt
that all delegates and all groups were able to accept the text that T now have the
honour of placing before you. In subwittins this text, as contained-in Horking Paper
No. 67, I have to mention the name of our distinquished Secretary, the Personal
Representative of the Secretary-General, Ambassador Jaipal, who came-to our help when
many of us, including your Chairman, uvere besinning to 3ive up hope. It was
Ambassador Jaipal who saved the day for us, with the texts which came to be knoun,
affectionately if I may say so, as J-1 and J-2. I wish to thank him for the great
service he has rendered to ugs all, The languaze of this text, uhile perhaps not
giving complete satisfaction to any of the delegations around this table, does allow
for a degree of flexibility in its interpretation. The actual work programie of the
working group will certainly be the subject of detailed discussion in the workinz group
itgelf uhen it convenes at the beginning cf the second half of our 1932 session. And
once the substantive discussions start and delezations berin -- I quote from the
proeposed mandate -- "to discuss and define throush substantive examination, issues
relating to verification and compliance with a view to making further progress towvard
a nuclear test ban", they will, in my view, find that there are a sreat many issues
which relate to verificatinn and compliance. Delegations vill inevitably find
themselves discussing or at least tryinz to discuss such a broad range of subjects
~nat the future Chairman of this workinz sroup will indeed have a hard time. Dut
that is for our summer session. Today, I wish to express my deep resvect to all the
delegations around this table for the great efforts they have made and for the spirit
of constructive compromise that everyone has shoun. LEach and every delemation has
had problems, difficult problems, not only of language, but also as regards substance,
or even principle, and I am sure that they have experienced agonizinz moments,
especially in the course of their discussions, or arguments, rather, uith their
capitals. They have prevailed upon their Governments, and have enablad us in the
Committee to reach a compromise which I consider to be both reasonable and honourable.
I once again pay my tribute to all delezations, and particularly to Ambassador Alessi
and Ambassador Jaipal for their efforts, and submit to the Committee the draft mandate
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contained in Working Paper No. 67. 1/ May I take it that this draft mandate is
approved by the Committee?

It was so decided.

The CHAIRMAN: I now give the floor to the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Horking Group
on Chemical 'eapons, His Excellency Ambassador Sujka, for a statement concerning the
report of his Working Group.

Ur, SUJKA (Poland): Throush you, FMr. Chairman, I would like to inforw the
Committes on Disarmament that the Yorking Group on Chemical Veapons had a further
meeting last night to discuss some changes in its report. The Horking Group then.
adopted its report subject to the incorporation of the following amendments:

On page 1, paragraph 1, line 12, after the word "weapons" insert the following in
brackets: "(CD/AB CD/112)"

At the end of paragraph 1, add the following sentence:

"A 1list of all the documents of the Committee on Disarmament submitted under the
agenda item entitled 'Chemical lleapons', as well as of the documents of the
Working Group which included working papers and conference room napers, is
contained in the annex to this report."

On page 3, in paragraph 8, at the end of line 9, add the followingzg, "and'prcvisiohs
on the non-stationing of chemical weapons on the territories of other States".

In paragraph 8, line 11, beuween the words "national" and "means", add the word
"technlcal"

At the end of the document CD/201, add an annex listing Committee on Disarmament
plenary documents on chemical weapons as well as the documents of the Working Group.

1/ "In the exercise of its responsibilities as the multilateral disarmament
negotiating forum in accordance with paragraph 120 of the Final Document of the first
special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, the Committee on
Disarmament decides to establish an ad hoc working group under item 1 of its agenda
entitled 'Nuclear test ban'.

Considering that discussion of specific issues in the first instance may
facilitate progress toward negotiation of a nuclear test ban, the Committee requests
the ad hoc working group to discuss and define, through substantive examination,
issues relating to verification and compliance with a view to making further progress
toward a nuclear test ban.

The ad hoc working aroup will take into account all existing proposals and future
initiatives, and will report to the Committee on the progress of its work before the
conclusion of the 1982 session. The Committee will thereafter take a decision on
subsequent courses of action with a view to fulfilling its responsibilities in this
regard."
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The list of documents has been circulated in photocopied fowrwm. Should
delepations wisn to add to it, I sugcest that they inform tne secretariat accordingly.
Amended in this wy, it is my understandinss that the report of the tlorkineg Group on
Chemical VWeapons can now be included in the special report of the Committee on
Disarmament to the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament.

The CHAIRMNAH: I thank the Chairman of the Ad loec Yorking Group on Chemical
'leapons for his statement,.

I nou give the floor to the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Yorkins Group on Radiological
tleapons, His Excellency Ambassador ‘lexener, for a ztatement concerning the report Qf'
his Vorkin~ Group.

Mr. WBGENER (Federal Renublic of Germany): Following the orecedent of the
Chemical Veapons llorking Groun, at the request of some delegations, the Ad Hoc
Horking Group on Radiological teapons also held a short, additional meeting today to
reconsider som2 parts of the renort and a certain number of technical errors were
corrected and some amendments introduced. “ith your permission I would like to read
out the changes to be made to the printed document we have before us, CD/234, in the
Enmlish version -- the one witn an asterisk.

Yesterday, on introducing tie report, I read out a certain number of amendments,
but I thinlk it would be clearer to delegsates if 1 were now to rcad out all the
amendments together so that delegates can introduce them into tueir documents and
check on the earlicr chanses. The title should be amended to read, "Special report
to the Committee on Disarmament ...", etc. In paragraph 4, second line, after
"Jorking Group', please insert the words "under the Chairmanship of
Airbassador Dr. Imre Komives (Hunzary)™, and then the text continues as before. On
page 2, in the penultimate line of parasraph 6, the words "radiation froin the decay
of" should be deleted. On pare 3, in paragraph 16, in the eighth line, after the
woprds "from attack", a new sentence is to be inserted, reading: . "Some delefations’
expressly reservad their position as to the coimetence of the Committee to deal with
this matter.” 1In the footnote on the saue pare, after the fifth word, the words "for
the purposes of this report" should Lz inserted. There are no changes on page 4.

On page 5, tne word at the end of the first line of paragiaph 25 should be in the
plural, and read "provisions*.

Parasraph 28 has been substantially amended, and the text now reads: "The view
was widely held that the treaty should enter into force upon the denosit of the )
instruments of ratification by a louer number than the 25 hitherto discussed, and the
number of 15 vas advanced in this context, while some delesations reaffirmed their
position that the treaty should enter into force upon its ratification by
25 Governments, including the nuclear-ueapon States.?

In paragraph 27, still on pase 5, the last three words of the penultimate line,
"points of view", should be replaced by "differences”, In paragraph 30, in the second
line, before the last word, '"centered", the word "and" should be inserted, and in
paragraph 51, five lines from the bottom, after "It was pointed out that"', the words
attacks on such facilities could™ should be inserted. .
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In narasraph 32, a number of small inserts was asreed upon to make the lanruase
clearer, ant I think it would he wisa for ne, with your nermission, iir. Chairwan, to
read the entire paramwaph' Sone de lewatlons proposed that the prohibition of attacks
on nuclear facilities should be as comwrehonsive ag possible. Since the basic
objective was, in Lhel viaw, to prevent mass destruction, there could be no
Jjustification to ifferenthce hetueen civilian and military facilities. They also
believed that nass destruction would result. from attacks on either kind of facilities.
However, in thuir wviow wmass destruction was not the only criterion relevant to this
issua. Th2y ar~cuad that an important objective of the pronosed instruasent vas to
restore confidence aslont; the countries resardines their peaceful nuclear programmes.
This confidance had, in their oninion, beon severely eroded in the walke of the
Israeli attacic on the neaceful nuclear facilities of a devezloping country.

Therefore, they arquad that tha scone of the prohibition should include not only thae
larmer nuclear fuel eycle facilitiz2s but also the smaller research reactors and otner
facilities. To 2zclude the latter, in thair viaw, would constitute ~aross
discrinination amainst the develonin~ countries.” The last sentence of the waragraph
stays as nirinted.

In naragraph 33, in thz Ffourth line, the voprd "affect® is to be renlacad by
“pover®. Three lines further on, in th2 sentencz beginning, "In this resard, it was
navticularly asdphasizad’, the words “by thess dclesations” should be inserted.
Eaually, in parasrash 34, the second sentance has soue ney lanzuase: after A nartial
an couldir, the vords fin th2ir viowy suould bz inserted.

Tn parazraph 35 the followins sentence was added at the end of the present text:
"The delesatien 1™Mose vorking paper hiad been quoted in the precedina parasgravh dreuv
attention to tha fact tnat the paper ia this content also contains the following
statement: *The political difficulties of nrotectins wilitary facilities in an
international instrunent ace onvious, and sucn facilitie ; therafore scenr to have to
be excluded fro@ a convention:.” T'hereunon, parasraph 30 also had to be auended,
and it now reads: "It vas, housver, stated by souc delesations that such political
difficulties as wavy be involved ware not sufficient reason for a partial
prohibition. 1In Lnelf vieu such an appiroach vould leave open the possihility of
lemitiaizin; mass destruction in the conduci of warfaire®.

Finally, the Vorkins Group decided that the evawole of the other woy ~kinm srouns
siould he followed and that a list of all docunents relatin: to the vork of the
vlorking Group should be added. This list is at present baing estanlished by the
secretariat on the hasis of the available docunients.

i, Chairman, T would like to draw your attantion to a certain overlan that could
rasult froa th: addition to parasrapn 4 and parazraphs 11 and 12 uith the neu
parasiaph to be included in tha Comaittee's nain report, niintasd in Uopliinz Paper
o, H3/Rev.2/Corr .2, but I thint it is a natter for the secrotariact to nreavent
possible overlaps, as the Groun has expressed its understanding that overlans of this
kind should, if nossible, be avoidad.

So far I ho-e spolien as the Chairwan of the Vorkina Group. I youvld like for a
brief nomant to take up a aatter velated to my function as a Chairwaen, and this is a
brief statement of vaich T have informel you in advance, ir. Chair.aan.

Last nisht, at the inforaal wzetin~ that uvas h-21ld under your chairmanshin,
(. Chairman, the del=mate of the Soviat Union nades tne folloving stateilent, and I
quota e ccrpt° fro1 tune nplish translation: ¢
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"... There werec cases when, in spite of the insistent request addressed to

the Chairman of one of the groups not to distort situations in tne Group, such a
distortion dai- occur ..." and further on, T quote:

... if, in the recport, thore is an incorrzct presentation of the situation in
tne Yorkine Group, and nevertheless, that situation was adonted by methods which
vzre somewhat less than damocratic ...".

These are serious accusations. The Chairman oi one of the working sgroups is
accused before the members of thz Committee of deliberate distortion oi his Working
Group's report, and of uadarocratic behaviour in che exercise of his functions. To
my lmowledge, personal accusations of this pgravity have so far naver neen levelled
azainst any other delecatz in tais Committee. Should they now bzocome vart of our
vorking modes, I would foresee very unfortunate consequences. I do not think,
therefore, that the Soviet delemate's utterances should stand uncoirrected.

viany delezaticns have informed a2 that in their understanding tne accusations
were clearly dirccted touards me. This nezeds clarification. I should like,
therefore, to request, throush you, :i. Chairman, an adequates clarification from the
Soviet delerate. Should it turn out that I was in fact the Yorking Groun Chaiprman
referred to, I would expect his anolosy on the record of this weeting.

¥

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the Chairman of the Ad Hoc torkins Group on Radioloszical
lleapons for his statement. I would say that I, as Chairman of this Committee, have
baen accused of being too authoritarian; I have also been accused of being too
democratic. I think that the very job of a chairman involves those risks. It is the
lot of a chairman to be accused of all sorts of things. I would hope that this matter
would not be pursued to undue length.

The revised reports of tne working groups on chemical and radiological weapons
uill be issued later by the secretariat. 1In the meantime, I would consider that the
Committee is preparnd to adopt the renorts of the four vorkir,; groups of the Comnittee
as contained in documents CD/231, as amenJiad, for the \orking Group on Chemical
Yeapons, CD/28% for the 'lorkins Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament,
CD/284 as amended for the ''orking Group on Radiological leapons, and CD/285 for the
lorking Group on Effective International Arrangements to Assure lon=Nuclear-teapon
States Against the Use or Threat of Use of lluclear leapons. If there is no objection,
I will consider that the Committee adopts the reports of these four working groups.

It was so decided.

The CHAIRMAW: 1{lay T now turn to YJorking Paper No. 58/Rev.2 and Yorking Papers
No. 50/Rev.2/Corr. 1 and 2, containing the draft special report of the Comanittee to
the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. May I take
it that this Committee is prepared to adopt the draft special report? I see no
objection.

It was s0 decided.

The CHAIRMAN: Distinguished delepgates, I have on my list of speakers so far for
today the followins 17 delegations: Canada, Belaium, the United States of America,
Czechoslovakia, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, tihe United Kingdom, Sweden,
the German Democratic Republic, Japan, Higeria, India, Sri Lanka, Venezuela, Ethiopia,
Kenya, China and Mexico. I give tihe floor to the first speaker on the list, the
representative of Canada, lis [xcellency Ambassador McPhail.


file:///jill

CD,;PV.173
11

Mr, McPHAIL (Cenada): Hr. Chairman, let me first say to you how much my
delegation has admired your presiding over our Committee in these difficult final days
of this first holf of the session. I vant to assess, in general terms, the work of the
Committee on Disarmament in the light of the forthcoming second special session, and
to make comments on a fev specific topics,

The Committee is abont to adjourn, and when it resumes itc 1982 session the
second. special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament will be over.
It is not ¢ifficult to tell vhat then our concerns vwill be, These same concerns will
be addéresse¢ by the second epecinl session, The Committee, however, is charged with

a unicguve responsibility - to negotiate., Regular sessions of the General Assembly
do not —- and cammot -- negotiate, HNor is the special session a forum for negotiation.

Against this background, let us exanine this Committee's performance as measured

aainst its resmoncibilities,

Vle would no douvt 2ll agree thet the record, since 1978, vhen the Committee on
Disarmament vas esicblished folloving the first epecial session, is mixed. The
expancion of the work of the Committee, and the rapid proliferation of meetings (so
ably recorded for us by the secrelariai) do not seem proportionate to the results,
Procedural motters consume great amounts of time and it is questionable vhether, in
some instances, the fundamental purpose of working grouns -- to negotiate —- ig in
danger of occupying second place as the tendency grous to read prepared statements
in these groups.

But is not the greatest difficulty the Commitiee on Disarmament faces the frequent
lack of a real negotiating dymamic? This dynamic is present only if a willingness
exists among negoticting pariners to malie concessions in the interest of reaching a
mituelly~agreed goal,

Demands and exhortations are frequently prtv to this Committee, but are they
related to any larger borgain? Do they contribute to progress through negotiation?
For example, are 211 those who have sought lo contain the nuclear "at risk" area and
to guarantee protecvion teo nuclear facilitizs —- objectives commonly shared -~ willing
to wmdertalie concrete commiiments to the future conilrol of nuclear weapons potential?

Furthermore, broad declarations of a willingness to negotiate have not alwvays
been folloved up with real contiributions to the negetiating process. The debate that
has been held, for example, on loxicily determinants of precursors to binary chemical
wespons 1o of unproven valve in termg of the purposes of the proposed treaty. Baually,
the inability of the Seismic Urperts Working Group te reach agreement on an extended .
progress report is a cruse Tor concern, Thug, there are gaps beliveen declared
villingness and actual verfermonce,

Yet, the Committee on Disarmament can move no further and no faster than the
international situation »ermits. If progrescs on major issues has been clow, it is
largely bLecause ithe international atmosphere hos not allowved it to be othervise.

I began vith some of the negative elements in the Cormittee's work. Taken
together, they adl up to one uncvoidable conclusion: since the Committee was
estoblished, it has been unable +o produce eny single agreement on any subject related
to arms control and disarmament mabtters. But is this the sole basis upon which ve
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should malce our judgements? I think not, fer the Committee remains, despite its
shortcomings, the only mltilatercl negotieting forum on arms control and
disarmament matters. £ it 4id not exisgt, it would surely be created,; if it wvere
dishanded, it vould gsurely be replnced, Accordingly, ve should assess the
Committee on Disarmament's value, not so much in terms of vhat it has accomplished,
bt more in terms of vhot it may cccomplish, once conditions are right: now,
meagured in this woy, already ve hove some signs of promice.

The firct is the establishment of the Committee's working groups. These continue
to hold potential as overative forume for business-likie negoiiationc on arms control
neasures, providel thrl the subject-motter and the iiming are right. A case in point
is the Chemical Vezpong Working Group wnich, with its exponced mandate, continues to
malke real progress iovards the eventual conclusion of a chemical wveapons treaty.

.

The second sign is the creation of vhal is lmown ag "gubsidiory bolies", as well
oo other forms of collective endeavour, I ncted that the Seismic Lxperis Vorking Group
has had difficulties, but it has also had guccesses; and it is obviously upon the
latter that wve should build. Similarly, the practical vork registered during
"concentrated sessions" on chemical vecpongs has allowed the Committee Lo focus on
iechnical matters of importance Lo the eventual conclusion of o i{reaty., These sessions
have been invaluable, not leacti becauce points of principle advocoted by various
delegctions often lool: second place to the renge of practical ouestions which
necessarily must be addrecsed before the actual imnlementation of a treaty: here,
then, debate wac replaced by diccascion,

The third sign is the demonstrated ability of the Committee on Disarmoment to
move in worthwhile directions. A working groun dealing with certain aspects of a
comprehensive test-ban treaty is now close to reslization. Already the informal
discussions on the working group's mandate have in themselves brought to the Committee
a more focused approach to this critical problem, In the near future, other
vorking groups will probably be established also, each dealing with specific aspects
of issues of concern to the Committee.

These are the congiderations in onr minds vhen reflecting upon how the Committee
on Disarmament should relate to the second special session, Some argue that the
Committee's special report shonld revieu pasl activities, and account for performance
and agsipn praise ond bleme accordingly, But we do not agree. Consensus on
precisely vhat are the Committee's shortcomings is wnlikely. Nor do we think it
adviseble to dwvell on the past: wve prefer instead to move forward on the basis of
vhat has been accompliched —- vhich indeed shonld figure in the special report.

I spoke of signs of promise, and of sone negative aspects of the Committee's
worl:, both in the context of the uccond special session, which for mony has been the
central focus of the Committee's activities for some lLime. Great effort and indeed
ingenuity hove been expended in Crawing up a comprehensive programme of disarmament.
I+ is nov evident 1that on o number of fundamental poinils, no cgreement has been
possihle; and so e vork on the progreume st be carried on by the General Assembly
itoself, at its special session., The ¢reciion of time-freones remains the single;
nost intractoble issne; and il is an open aureclion vhether it can really be resolved.
In the finol enalysis, is not in fact the issue something of an artificial one? Surely
nations will conduct negotiotions on ihe m~iters listed in the draft CTD only when
and if their assenscment of their ovm nationrl gecuriiy interests ollows them to do so.
A comprehensive programme whirh fails lo lalke this into cccount ie unlikely to
achieve conbensuc, either in the Comnitiee on Dicormament or ol ihe second
cnecial sesusion of the General Acsembly.
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I think this is a time for franlmess, How much effect will the comprehensive
programme have on the worl: of the Committee? The comprehensive programme remains
essentially an agenda, no matter how degcribed, of negotiations on arms control
and disarmament. 2ut the Committee has ity owm agendn, vhich will still guide our
work when the second special session is over, and for this reason, it is all the more
important to concentrate on the practical and realizable vhen the Committee resumes.
Statemente of broad vision do have their place, and indeed it in a common hope that
the second special session will provide the world community with that vision; but the
Committee must rightly deal with the mundane, the vractical, the negotiable.
Negotiation is never easy, and requires both attention to detail and compromise ~- not
really the stuff special sessions are wade of,

In short, we cannot look to the special sesgion te solve problems this Committee
deals with because it will not; and the practical issues the Committee confronts will
still be present after the cecond special session is history.

One of these major practical problems ic verification. It has been a theme, if
not the major theme, of this session. In acpects of the Committee's wvork vhere hone is
highest, for example with respect to chemical veapons, the emphasis on verification
is greatest. The accomplishments of the Committee on Disarmament through the
activities of the Seismic BExperts lorking Group ore ecsentially in the area of
verification. The CTB Vorking Group will address the subject of verification. On the
other hand, one of the built-in rroblems in achieving a mutually satisfactory and
universal negative security assurance is that, by its very nature, such an assurance
is wnverifiable: it deals, not vith arms, but with intentions. Perhaps the lesson
of verification has only recently been learned, DMany have asserted fhat verification
adds to confidence, and does not detract from it, Treaties have been concluded in the
past without adecuate verification provisions, and the consequences have underlined
their resulting weakness., Inherently wnverifiable treaties have been concluded,
such as the Briand Kellog Pact, uhich outlaved war. It is thic historical experience
vhich troubles many in discussing pronosals thot cannot be verified. In their view,
and indeed in ours, the law ic only the lav if it is agreed —- and enforced, in the
case of internatio..al agreement on arms coi trol and disarmament, through verification.

Darlier I noted three nocitive signo in the Committee's work. There ie a fourth.
The Committee has moved heyond discuscing verification as an abstract principle, and
is now considering the means of verification. Vievs differ, perhaps not ag much as
before, and solutions are in sight, if not yet vithin grasn.

The resolution of verificalion nroblems is rorely a glemorous business., Butb ic
is alvays ecsential. The second special zession, obviously, camnot do this wvork,
Ve can and should.

There are some who, vhile agreeing in principle to verificotion, are concerned
that insictence on ebsolute verification, or something clogse te it, is a means to avoid
progress on other substonlive arms control and disarmament matters. It is easy to
sympathize with thic concern, That is vhy we believe our aim should be to seek adequate
and mutually-acceptable verification measures. We are confident that with patience
and perseverance, this can be done —- even in such technically demanding fields as
chemical weapons verification. In the meantime, no agreement of concequence is likely
to be achieved withoui suitable verification provisions. Let us therefore proceed
accordingly. We, for our part, in Jdve course, will be nutting forward further
sugrestions on verification, particularly in the orea of chemical weapons.
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We have worked hard to produce the final agreement on the contents of the
special report to the cecond special session of the General Assembly.

During the course of our work we have heard the views of some vho seel: to
assign responsibility for arms control measures exclusively to the "militarily
significant" powers, or tc the nuclear-weapon States, by implication perhans leaving
themselves blameless and vithout responzibility. But is this really the case?
Surely, as the United Nations Secretary-General said in Geneva 10 days ago, our
responsibilities in these respects are collective.

The international community, at the second special session on disarmament;
will, we expect, and rightly sc, we believe, reaffirm the validity of and the
necessity for this Committee —- not because of its accomplishments but because there
is no other choice, The ultimate lest of this Committee's credibility is its ability
to make progress on significant arms control measures, Whatever the outcome of the
second special session, the Committee has yet tc meet this test. Let us be guided
accordingly in our resumed sesgion next July,

Mr, ONKELINX (Belgium) (translated from French): Iic, Chairman, as we are coming
to the end of the Committee's spring session, I wish first of all to address myself
to you, but I do not know whether it would be better to congratulate you on the
way in which you -have presided over our work during your neriod of chairmancship,
or instead to express our sympathy with rou. for having been obliged to act as

Chairman in such difficult conditions -~ during o veriod vhen the organization of the
(& B O

Committee's worlt was particularly arduous, Cesnite the great efforts of

Ambassador Jaipal and the secretariat —— a pericd of procedural discussions and

complications of which the Committee ought certainly not to be proud, and which -

we should think about as regards the future and our future sessions., In spite of all
the difficulties, however, you have given nroof of the great qualities we have seen
in you ever since we have had the pleasure of working vith youw, namely, skill, tact,
the patience that was certainly needed this time, and your diplomatic finesse, and I
think that the Committee will always owe you a debl of gratitude for your display

of these great talents vhich were, alas, very often, and at times harshly, put to the
test.

As this spring segsion of the Committee on Disarmament drawve to a close, we
have just adopted our report to the General Assembly at its second special session
devoted to disarmament. It is the prospect of this important event that has dominated
all our work since the beginning of this year.

In this connection, the agreement reached in the Committee today on the
establishment of a working groun on a nuclecr test ban is a particularly welcome
development, Indeed, we are gratified by the success achieved as a result of the
@ifficult negotiations on the mandate of this wvorking group. We are also
particularly grateful to the delegations mest directly involved in these negotiations
for the spirit of comvromise they have shown. We nov hope that the working group
will be speedily set up when the Committee resumes its activities after the
special session.
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In preparing for the second special session, it was quite normal that the
Committee should spend most of its time on the elaboration of a comprehensive
programme of disarmament, as it was requested to do by the General Assembly,

It is not my intention to draw any conclusions about the results submitted to us
by the Working Group.

These results are, of course, very embryonic and, in view of the many texts
on vhich agreement has not been reached, they may seem somevhat disappointing.

The report of the Committee on Disarmament is, however, only one stage in the
negotiating process that will be pursued in New York. We sincerely hope that the
combined efforts of delegations will enable this process to be completed at the
forthcoming special session.

We should therefore make the best possible use of’ the few positive elements we
now have in our favour, '

The first is the negotiating climate. Vhat happened in the informal group led by
the delegation of Pakistan showed that progress vas possible, There is now a
noticeable improvement in the chapter relating to measures. It would be regrettable
if these results, however fragmemtary they may be, were jeopardized,

The structure of the comprehensive programme of disarmament is also clearer Nnow.,
The measures have been divided into three stages and, within each one, sets of measures
have been more coherently defined, primarily in the fields of nuclear and conventional
disarmament,

In addition, there seems to be greater understanding of the need to allow the
parties to the negotiation of disarmament agreements some degree of flexibility. Such
negotiations ought not to be hampered by arbitrary schedules. The various disarmament
measures could very well, if necessary, be incorporated into the programme in
accordance with the possibilities for negotiation.

It should not be too difficult to reach agreement on the texts that have been
prepared on the chapters relating to the objectives and the principles of a
comprehensive programme of disarmament, Efforts to this end might be based on those
made with regard to the chapter on priorities, the only one that has been fully agreed
on by our delegations,

There is also broad agreement on the chapter relating to machinery., There, too,
it should be possible to reconcile the texts submitted by different groups of
delegations.,

The negotiations to be held in New York should focus primarily ox the broad
conceptual issues that have not yet been resolved.

The main problem is that of the time-frame for the programme. My delegation does
not see thig problem as insoluble. Precedents exist, particularly in the Declaration
of the 1980s as the Second Dicarmament Decade. Furthermore, although it seems to
us impracticable to lay dowm, even tentatively, a set date for the completion of
each stage, we nevertheless believe that the conferences for the review of the
implementation of the programme, and hence of the measures in each stage, could be
convened at regular intervals.  This periodicity would in itself be an important feature
of the comprehensive programme of disarmament, as compared with the documents
previously adopted by the General Assembly, For the fact of States agreeing beforehand
that their policies in the matter of disarmament should be subject to review would be
a particularly significant innovation.
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Another important problem that has not ret been fully discussed is the nature
of the comprehensive programme of disarmament, My delegation is happy to note that
the various positions that have been expressed in this connection have shown a definite
flexibility and open-mindedness. To vhat extent the obligation assumed by States
as regards the implementation of the ccmprehensive programme of disarmament should
be legally binding is undoubtedly a matter for negotiation. There again, however,
it seems to me that a solution acceptable to all parties could be found.

Clearly, what will require the greatest expenditure of time on the part of our
delegations in New York is the negotiation of the various measures. Lfforts to arrive
at compromise texts are essential in more then one respect., In fact, on many subjects
on which differing views are still being exnressed, such compromise texts already
exist. We ought not, therefore, to rule out the p0ﬁ311111tv of using them again in the
comprehensive programme. The Final Document of the first Lpe01u1 session of the
General Assembly devoted ‘o disarmament, the elements of a comprehensive programme
of disarmamentdefined by the United Nations Disarmament Commission and the Declaration
congerning the Second Disarmament Decade should continue to be useful sources of
inspiration for our future negotiations.

Lastly, it will in due course be necessary to review the organization of the
presentation of the comprehencive programme of disarmament in order to avoid, so far
as possible, repetitions like those that "clutter" the Finel Document. In addition,
the question of verification has not yet really been given a proper place in the
proposed structure of a comprehensive programme of disarmament. We ought not to
hesitate to give this important issue full treatment and to devote a chapter to the
subject of verification.

It has not been vossible to give the other activities which the Commititee on
Disarmament has carried out in working groups the same priority as the comprehensive
programme of disarmament. Considerable efforts have nevertheless been devoted to them.

Progress has undeniably been achieved on what we now call "traditional”
radiological weapons questions. The draft treaty in this connection submitted by the
Chairman of the Working Group represents, in our view, a compromise that should offer
a broadly acceptable basis for the completion of the negotiations on this subject,

The question of the prohibition of deliberate attacks on nuclear installations
gave rise to some particularly interesting exchanges of views. However they showed
how complex the subject is. They alsoc revealed the existence of a number of widely
varying negotiating options. It iu thus clear that these exchanges formed part of on
as yet very preliminary stage of the negotiating process.

In view of these facts, my delegation has some doubts about the advisability of
a symmetrical approach to these two issues, We ought perhaps, therefore,” to consider
the possibility of bringing the negotiations on the first of these issues to a rapid
conclusion and agreeing to continue negotiations on the second, which is not strictly
a matter of prohibiting a weapon but rather a question of the regulation of the conduct
of hostilities. If necessary, we might envisage the conclusion of a protocol to be
annexed to the so-called "traditional" Lreaty, as my colleague from the Federal Republic
of Germany has suggested.

With regard to chemical weapons, I should like to mention in particular the
positive development represented by the Committee's conferral on the Vorking Group of
a mandate which permits it to negotiate a convention. The work it has done at this


http://Deco.de

CD/PV.173

=

.

(I, Onkelinx, Belgium)

spring session has certainly enabled the Group to conzolidste the results it achieved
last year. Ve ought tc try, during the summer session %o negotiate nll the cuestions
involved more thoroughly and more intensively. MM delegation would vwish, in particular,
to develop ite contribution on the definition of chemical weapons 80 as to toke into
accocunt as many as nosegible cof the views expressed so far.

We should also like o give more careful consideration to the needs as regards
verification of & convention prohititing chemical wecpons. In this connection, Belgium
wishes to stress the great immortance it atiaches to. the propesal submitted by
Australia, the United Statex and the United Kingdom concerning the study of
verification possibilities of the "reccver" iype, 'This auestion formed the subject
of document CD/271 vhich was recently put before the Commitiee,

Belgium also hopes that after the discussions that have been held on +the
subject of the preventiion of an arms race in outer space, it will be possible, at the
second part of the Committee's 1982 sessicn, to adopt procedural decisions that will
rermit this important cuestion to be dealt vwith more systematically.

The results of more than three years of work by the Committee on Disarmament are
extremely limited. True, in recent months we have made some progress in so far as
our work has focused more on the topics under negotiation and has been less hampered
by theoretical cr procedural discussions.

Nevertheless, the spirit of negotiation seems to have been lacking. In too many
areas, delegations have done no more than restate their pesitions, without making any
effort to seek compromises. A4ll too often, also, interim solutions have been rejected
on the grounds that they would merely make it impossible to ceek proper solutions.

Such attitudes, which have been evident in particular, for example, in the matters
of security assurances and radiological weapons, seem to me hardly compatible with
the requirements of the disarmament process, vhere vwhat is needed essentially is a
patient cearch for small areas of progress vhich vwill gradually make it possible to
achieve nore and more ambitious goals,

I should like now to male a comment of a general nature: wmy telegation has
noted that,.throughout its discussions, the Committee on Disarmament has attached
overvhelming importance to nuclear disarmament. I understand vhy the international
community regards this as a matter of priority, but I venture to submit for your
consideration and reflection that it is wars waged with conventional weapons that
are still daily causing victims and that have decimated entire ponulations in recent
decades. It seemz to me that the Committee pays too little attention to conventional

disarmament, and that it ought to correct this imbalance, while keeping things in
proper perspective,

The limited results achieved by the Committee on Disarmament are also and perhaps
especially a reflection of the situations of tension in the world to vhich reference
has been made at the begimning and at the end of the current session. Belgium hopes
that the special sgession of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament will offer
States an opportunity to gain greater awareness of the impact their conduct can have
in the sphere of disarmament negotiations, It hopes that the special session will
succeed in giving fresh impetus to the work of the Committee on Disarmament, so that
the Committee can more effectively carry out the important task entrusted to it.
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. Mr., PIEIDS (United States of America): iir. Chaimman, it is with great pleasure,
frankly more than I had anticipated yesterday, that I take the floor in the closing
moments of our meeting. Under your chairmanship, we have clearly made considerable
Progress. We ovz you a debt of great goatitude, for your even but {irm hand, and
your wise, kind counsel. It is in nc small measure due to your able guidance in
April that we can now look ferward to the prospect of moving ahead on 1mportant
issues when we return this summer. I would also like to take this occasion to pay
tribute to the distinguished service rendered by the chairmen of the working groups,
Ambassador Ahmad of Pakistan, Ambassador Wegzener of the Iederal Republic of Germany,
Ambassador Garcfa Robles of llexico and Ambassador Sujka of Poland. Bach of these
capable and distinpuished gentlemen has guided his Group with wisdom, intelligence
and energy. -

On one particularly important issue, an issue on which many delegations and
more particularly you yourself, lir. Chairman, your predecessor, Ambassador Alessi
and Ambassador Jaipal have expended great and skilful efforts, it appeared wntil
just hours ago that progress would not prove possible, Beins one who never gives
up, I have been carrying two sets of closing remarks around in iy pocket. 1y
hopes, indeed my cherished hopes have been realized and I am delighted to be delivering
today the happier version, indeed the one which I had fervently hoped I would be
making to this final plenary meeting of our spring session.

In previous years the United States has been unwilling to agree to the
establishment of a working sroup on a comprehensive test ban. We have openly and
candidly expressed our nosition, Again this year, at the outset of this meeting,
we frankly stated our most serious reservations. But we fully understood the
importance which most other delegations attached to the CIB issue. Ve listened
to appeals that we should not stand in the way of the Committee'!s proceeding to
deal with its agenda item 1, and we ultimately refined our position in a manner which
would enable usz to join a consensus. On 11 March we indicated our willingness %o
agree to the establishment of a working croup which would address the fundamentally
important areas of verification and compliance, Consensus on that basis has now
been achieved,

I do riot think it necessary to elaborate upon my personal pleasure, which I am
sure is obvious. I would, however, like to pledge my Goverrment's commitment to
steady progress in the newly-established working group on a CIB, Ilaving come so far
toward establisching a working zwoup on a CTB, missing the opportunity would have
been particularly unfortunate. But we have chosen the course of accommodation and
co—operation rather than confrontation. Thie outcome is particularly fortunate, for
the blocking of a consensus on the UIB issue and the open threat of an overheated
atmosphere at the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament, at this especially critical juncture for the Committee, could only
have had most serious adverse effects upon owr ability to come to zrips with the
important questions which will confront us in Hew York.

However, 1 do not want to leave the impression that the last-minute success
on the nuclear test-ban agenda item is the only matter on which there has been
important progress at this session. Yo have moved forward on other issues. Our
progress has been dependent upon a willingmess, displayed by all, to compromise.
It is that spirit which we hope will prevail at the second special session, and
thereafter upon our return to Geneva to continue the important work of our 1982 session.
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Our agenda over the coming months is a full one and it deserves our very best
efforts. Our work in this Committee cannot be dealt with in the abstract, but
has to be considered in the context of the existing international political
situation., But at the same time we believe that the possibility of positive
developments on the international scene as a result of progress in our Committee's
work cannot be overlooked. To this end we remain optimistic.

Mr, Chairman, it is with considerable joy that I can now discard the other
version of my speech,

Again, Sir, my deepest thanks to you.

Mr, VEJVODA- (Czechoslovakia): the {irst part of the 1962 session of the
Committee on Disarmament was marked by & complicated international situation, which
was the result of increased efforts on the part of the opponents of peace, détente
and disarmament to engage the world in a qualitatively new round of the arms race,
especially in the field of nuclear armaments. Long—tern plans for the mcdernization
of strategic nuclear forces declared by the United States administration and nev '
aggressive military doctrines advanced by it represent a direct threat to
international peace and security and zeriously undermine the possibilities for the
achievement of real progress in the field of disarmament nesotiations,

The socialist countries continued to advance new proposals aimed at the
reactivation of disarmanment negotiations. They reaffirmed their ¥eadiness to
negotiate on any question on the basis of equality and equal securivy. They wvent
even further and came ocut with important unilateral initiatives. Annong these, the
initiative of the U3S3R advanced by Prasident L. Brezhnev on 16 llarch of this year,
instituting a uiilateral morztorium or the deployment of medium-range nuclear armanents
in the European part of the USGR, met with keen interest and appreciation among all
peace~loving forces,

e

The socialigt countries attached particular importance to the 1902 spring
sesgion of the Comittee in view of the forthcoming second special session of the
United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament. The delegsations of the
gsocialist countrice did their utnost to cnable the Committee to negotiate concrete
results wiich could be presented to the secondt special secssion.

Regrettably, given the apprcach of some western delegations to basic problems
cf nuclear disarmament and other important items of its agenda, the Committee was
not in a position to achieve concrete results.

It is by no means incidental that the vitally important question of the
cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament was rerarded as of the
highest pricrity by moet delegationg,  the continuing arms race unioubtedly
represents the nain threat to international neace and security. The socialist
countries represented in the Comittee have always supported the creation of an
appropriate working sroup to conduct ne;otiztions on this question. In addition
to the documents subnitted to this effect by the socialist countries in previous
years, the delegation of the Geiman Democratic Rspublic submitted, during the first
part of the 1932 session, docunent CD/259 reflecting the views of the socialist
countries concerning the dralt mandate for an ad hoc working ~roup on this question,
which was welcor by many members of the Groun of 21, Howvever, the United States
and United Kincdom delerationn continued to block consensus on the setting up of
such a working sroup.
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In connection with the problem of nuclear disarmament, the socialist
countries stressed the necessity of preventing a nuclear catastrophe and drew
the attention of delegations to the relevant declaration adopted by the
United Nations General Assembly at its thirty-sixth session. ~ The positive effects
which would be brought about by an undertaking by all nuclear~weapon States not
to be the first to use nuclear weapons were also underlined.

Together with many other States, the socialist countries vigorously condemned
the full-scale production of neutron weapons carried out by the United States.
The delegations of the socialist countries reminded the members of the Committee
that already in 1973 the draft of a convention on the prohibition of the production,
stockpiling, deployment and use of neutron weapons was put before the Committee by
the socialist countries in document CGD/559. leither this initiative nor the proposal
of the socialist countries for the urgent establishment of an ad hoc working group
for the preparation of such a convention, put forward in 1981 in document CD/219,
met with a consensus owing to the negative attitude of the western Powers. The
socialist countries regret this development since the production of neutron weapons
substantially lowers the threshold of nuclear war and represents an important step
towards putting into practice the doctrine of a '"limited nuclear war", while the
eventual deployment of such weapons in Europe would create a highly dangerous situa-
tion on this contiment.

The group of socialist countries attaches special importance to the complete
and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests. They have always considered that
the Committee on Disarmament, with all nuclear-weapon States represented in it,
should live up to its responsibilities as the single multilateral negotiating forum
and start negotiations on this question. Togethér with the Group of 21, the group
of socialist countries therefore proposed the creation of an ad hoc working group
to this effect. Regrettably, a lot of valuable time, which could be dedicated
to business --~:like nezotiations in the working group, has been lost due to the
opposition of two nuclear-weapon States to the creation of such a working group.
The socialist countries have also expressed their views concerning its possible
terms of reference in document (D/259 mentioned above.

The socialist countries also studied carefully all other proposals concerning
the mandate of such a working group. They also took an active part in the
deliberations on a possible compromise formulation in this regard. Their aim was
to achieve an agreement on such a mandate which would allew the Tfuture working
group to address all basic aspects of the seneral and complete prohibition of
nuclear-weapon tests and to negotiate o treaty on this problem  Since it appeared
that, for the time being, consensus could not be reached on such a "comprehensive"
mandate, the socialist countries, considering the achievement of the nuclear-test
ban a question of highest priority, aczreed to the establishment of the working
group with.a compromise formulation oi its mandate. They proceed from the
understanding that any delegation may raise in the working group any questions
related to the general and complete prohibition of nuclear—weapon tests and the
discussion of verification questions should not stand in the way of the elaboration
of the agreement in all its aspects. "he socialist countries also believe that
progress achieved in the working group will also be duly reflected in the future
through adequate adjustment of its mandate.

The delegations of the socialist countries also hope that the working group
on the nuclear-test ban will not wind up in abstract discussions on the question
of verification and compliance without any comnection to the nuclear-weapon test-ban
itself. In this regard they expressed their concern over the over-all shift in the
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position of the United States towards the problem of a nuclear-weapon testi-ban
expressed in the statement by Mr., Rostow to the Committee on 9 February when he
informed the Committee that, in the view of the United States delegation,
negotiation on a nuclear test ban "may not be propitious at the time". . The
socialist countries also consider inconsistent the United Statcs approach to a
nuclear test ban whereby.it links vrosress on this. subject to reductions in nuclear
armaments while opposing the camencenent of negotlatlons in this respect.

The delegatione of socialist countries continue to believe that the resumption
and successful conclusion of the trilateral negotiations would be of special
significance and would create the possibility for a futurenuclear testban to enter into
force provisionally before the two remaining nuclear-weapon Powers joined it.

The delegations of socialist countries continued to work actively in the
Working Group on Chemical “eapons. 'They welcomed the initiation of a new phase
in its deliberations marked by the adoption of a new mandabe allowing it to work
on the text of the [uture convention, which they favoured already during the earlier
stages of negotiations on this question. During the first part of the Committee's
1982 session, a very useful exchange of views was carried out which clearly showed
the areas of mutual unclerstemdlnb on a number of substantive “aspects of thé future
convention.,

The group of socialist countries continues to maintain that the future
convention will be effective only if it tskes into account all recent developments
in the field of ckemical weapons, In this respect they fully shared the view
expressed by the overvhelming majority of delegations to the effect that the future
convention should also exclude any possibility of the production of binary weapons.
The delegations of the socialist countries expressed their views on this question
in document CD/258, in which they drev the attention of delegations to United Hations
General Assembly resolution 36/9G B which calls upon all States "to refrain from any
action which could impede nepotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons and
specifically to refrain from production and deployment of binary and other new types
of chemical weapons, as well as from stationing chemical weapons in those States
where there are no such weapons at present".

The socialist countries drav the attention of delegations to the draft of a
provisgion for the chenical weanons convention proposed by the Soviet delejation on
the non-stationing dircctly or indirectly of chemical weapons on the territories of
other States durins the period of implementa tion of commitments on their destruction
or transfer for non-hostile purposes,

The guestion of the prohibition of new types and new systems of weapons of mass
destruction remains a problem of primary importance and should, in the view of the
socialist countries, be piven due attention in the vork of the Committee. They
consider that the time is ripe to set up an ad hoc working group of experts, which
could seriously addrcgs this matter. he sroup of socialist countries also considers
that the Committee could be helpful in gsiving, consideration to appropriate
formulations by which all States,.and especially the permanent members of the
Security Council and other militarily significant States, would make solemn
declarations, identical in substance, condemning any future efforts to develop,
manufacture and deploy new types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of
such weapons in accordance with United Wations General Assembly resolution 36/@9
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The group of socialist countries appeals to all members of the Committee which
are in a position to do so to send their experts fo the informal meetings which were
proposed by the Hungarian delegation in document'CD/261 for the second part of the
1982 session. '

The necessity of the prevention of an arms race in outer space has now
become a gquestion of high urgercy. The socialist countries express satisfaction
at the fact that the consideration of this problem has been inscribed on the agenda
of the Committee on Disarmament, They maintain that, in accordance with
United Nations General Assembly resolution 36/99 the Committee should start:
negotiations on a treaty on the prohibition of the stationing of weapons of any
kind in outer space. The most effective approach to the fulfilment of this task
would be the creation, at the second part of the 1982 gession, of an appropriate
ad_hoc working group. The views of the socialist countries concerning the terms of
reference of such a group were reflected in document CD/272 submitted by the delega-
tion of llongolia. '

The socialist countries attached due importance to the elaboration of a
comprehensive programme of disarmament in view of the forthcoming second special
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. They took an active part
in an effort to evolve mutually acceptable formulations, which would nevertheless
make it possible to stress the necessity to start early negotiations on all urgent
problems of disarmament, in the first place in the field of nuclear disarmament,
and on the prevention of the danger of nuclear war. VWith this objective in mind
the socialist countries submitted a comprehensive working paper on the CFD in
document CD/245.

Regrettably, during the deliberations in the Working Group on vital questions,
no common formulation could be agreed upon. The fact that even the inclusion of
the achievement of a nuclear-test ban in the first stage of the programme is
questioned is a source of serious concern. IHowever, the socialist countries will
continue to exert all efforts so that the General Assembly can adopt a programme
vhich will give a new impetus to disarmament negotiations and assist towards the
commencement, in the shortest possible time, of negotiations on all priority
questions of disarmament.

With respect to the question of the prohibition of radiological weapons,
the socialist countries note with regret that further progress has not been achieved
in this matter.

While recognizing the importance of the prohibition of attacks on civilian
nuclear. facilities, the socialist countries are of the opinion that the delibera-
tions on this subject which have taken place up to now and the complexity of the
issues involved decmonstrate that this question camot be solved within the
framework of a radiological weapons treaty.

A complicated situation has developed in the Ad Hoc Working Group on the
strengthening of the security cuarantees of the non-nuclear weapon States. The
socialist countries continue to maintain that the most effective way of meeting
the legitimate security interests of non-nuclear-weapon States in this respect
would be the preparation and conclusion of an international convention on this
subject. The initiation of concrete negotiations in this regard would, in the
present circumstances, represent a positive step forward.
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Document GD/LQV, submitied by the delezations of the German Democratic Republic
and Hungary, reflzcts the vasic view of tro voulallst countries that the elaboration
of an international acreement on the non-stationing of nuclear weapons on the
territories of States whern there are no such veapons at present would,. inter alia,
assist the sirengthening of the sccurity of the aon—nuclear—weanon States., For

this reason the creation of an adé_hec worliing sroup on this oubject has been
preposed.
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The group of sccialist countries continued to pay due attention to the question
of the organization of the work of the Comiittce.

It put forward its specific views and treposals to this eiffect, mainly
concerning the process oi the setting uwp of and activities of subs 1d1ary bodies,
contained in document CD/241, The socialist countries also consider that the
efféctiveness of the Cormittee's perfoimmances should be increascd and while
advancing their proposals in this respect they took note of all the relevant
suggestions by other States. They exvressed the viev that the present composition
of the Committee meets the requirements for a limited multilateral necotiating body.
Hence, it would be hishly premature to proceed to further alterations in lto present
membershlp, '

In spite of many daifficulties and the slow progress of the negotiations of the
Committee on Disarmement, the socialist cowntries doclare their readiness to
contribute actively to its further work so that the Committee may eventually
achieve concrete and tan;ible results. In this connection they favour the
resunption of the second part of the 1932 session as early as possible after the
second special sessoion of the General Asscembly devoted to disarmanment.

oince I have the {loor, let me ald something which usually talkes place at the
very end of meetings. I presune that we shall be very tired snd any prolongation
of our deliberations then will be unwelcore, Vhat I am going to say, I certainly
do not want to be unwelcomed by the Coumittee and that is,that I want, on behalf

of the socialist group, to consratulate you, ilr. Chairman, for the manner in which
vou pverfomed your dubics as Chairnan for the closing month of our spring session.
I should definitely add that I could say much more, dbut allovw me to express bricfly
ow admiration and thanls. Ve also owe our thanks to the chaimmen of the working
groups, Ambassadors Sujla, Garcia Robles, Vegener and Ahmad, I also want, on
behalf of our group, to exvress thanke to the secretariat of cur Committee, in the
first place, the Special Representotive of the Secretary-General and then, to all
those who helped us in our deliberctions, starting with the members of the
secretariat, adminisitrators, 1rtorbroteru, translators and all the United lations
professionals either from New York or from Geneva, who performed such valuable
services for our Committee,

Lire TSuhAuleﬂ (Dnlon of Seviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Russian):
Taking the floor at a formal meeting for the first ftime in the month of April,
the Soviet delegation vould like first of all to welcome you as this month's
Chairman of the Committee, to express our satisfaction with and appreciation of your
guidance »f the Committee's worlz, and also to wish you success in periorming the
duties of Chairman of the Committce on Disarmament during the next few months. Ve
are aware that you are faced with the responeible task of presenting the report of
the Committee on Disarmament to the second special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament. I showld 1like, lir. Chairyman, to exprces particular
satisfaction at the fact that it is wder your chairmanship that the Committee has
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succeeded in adopting a decision on the establishment of a working group on the
question of a nuclear test ban. Ihe Soviet delegation conzsiders this a token

of our sympathy and respect for the Japancse people who werc the first victims of the
use of atomic weapons in 1945. It is to be ihoped that the negotiations in the
Committee begun under the chairmanship of the representative of Japan will result in
the early conclusion of an agrecement on a general and complete ban on nuclear

weapon vests by all States and in all enviromments.

The Soviet delegation has taken the floor in order to give its appraisal of the
results of the first part of the current session of the Committee on Disarmament.
We do not propose to dwell on separate items of the agenda, since this has just
been done with great mastery on behalf of the Soviet delegation, among others, by
Ambassador Vejvoda of Czechoslovakia.

Throughout the session, statements by the delegations of most, if not all, of
the States represented on the Cormittee expressed serious concern at the growing
threat of nuclear war, the absence of progress in disarmament negotiations and the
dangerous development of the international situation as a whole, Vo share that
concern, which réflects the profound alarm of the whole international community at
the growing danger of war involving the use of nuclear weapons and the new spiral in
the arms race, To say that the present international situation is complex and
critical is perhaps not enough. In fact it is one which inspires the profoundest
anxiety as to the fate of the world and of mankind as a whole. As was recently
observed in a magazine article, the difference between past wars and the threatencd
global thermonuclear war is that past wars have marked the end of historical eras
but a future war will mark the end of the entire human era.

To us the recognition of such a danger is not a cause for dismay and pessimism
but a powerful stimulus towards fresh efforts and decisions for the prevention of
nuclear war and the curbing of the arms race. In that connection, we should like to
emphasize once more the importance of the Declaruation on the Preventicn of Nuclear
Catastrophe adopted by the United Nations as a major landmark on the path towards
the elimination of threat of nuclear coniliict.

We are often told that we have an ideoclogy of our own.
Yes, we do have an ideology, and we believe in our ideals.

The cornersione of our ideolosy and our policy are peace, disarmament and
co~-operation between peoples. In embarking upon the construction of a new society,
the Soviet Union has always proceeded from the belief that, as V.I. Lenin, the
founder of our State, said, peace will "advance matters an infinite number of times
better than war". Sixty years ago the Soviet delegation at the Genoa Conference
spoke of its intention to "propose a general reduction of armaments and to support
all proposals desirned to lighten the burden of militarism'. Exactly 50 years
apo, for the first time in the history of mankind, the Soviet Union put forward
a concrete programme of general and complete disarmament. That is a matter of
history. This year, too, the Joviet State’s political will for peace and
disarmament has repeatedly found expression, inter alia, at the session of thls
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Committee.  In his statement on 16 larch of this year, L.I. Brezhnev,

General Secretary of the Contral Cormittec of the Comnmunist Party of the

Soviet Union and Chairman of the Presidiur of the Supreme Soviet of the USGR, again
confirmed proposals for a two-thirds reduction of medium-rangc and tactical nuclear
arsenals stationed in Europe and intended for Europe. The Soviet leadership
unilaterally decided to introduce o moratorium on the deployment of medium-range °
nuclear weapons in the European part of the Soviet Union. A number of other
proposals were also advanced.

On the eve of the second special session of the General Assembly on disarmament,
the Soviet Union and other socialist countries have repeatedly reaffirmed their
determination to contribute towards the success of the preparation and neclding of
the session. And those are not mere words. There is not one specific disarmament
issue either here, on our Committeels agenda, or in the whole spectrum of problems
relating to the limitation of the arms race, for the solution of which tiie USSR and
its allies could not come forward with a censtructive progcramme.

Delegations in the Committee are familiar with the Soviet foreign policy
initiatives expounded in documents of the 25th Congress of the Communist Party of
the Soviet Union and in a number of subsequent documents of the Soviet State.

During the period between the two special sessions of the General Assembly on
disarmament, our country has resolutely and repeatedly expressed itself in favour
of the intensification of the work of all international forums in which negotiations
on arms limitation matters are being or should be conducted, and, in particular,
that of the Geneva Cormittee on Disarmament. We have reafiirmed our interest in
the resumption of all those negotiations which were recently suspended and our
readiness to contribute to their succegsful conclusion. This fully applies to
negotiations on a camplete and general nuclear test ban, on the prohibition and
destruction of chemical weapons, on the limitation of sales and dcliveries. of
conventional weapons, on the limitation and subsequent reduction of military activities
in the Indian Ocean and on a number of other issues. We are in favour of an early
start to negotiations on such issues ag the cessation of the manufacture of nuclear
weapons and the destruction of stockpiles of such weapons, the prohibition of neutron
weapons and the non-stationing of nuclear weapons on the territories of States where
there are none at present.

Here, in the Committee, the delegations of the socialist countries have made
efforts to achieve progress in reaching practical agreements on the prohibition of
radiological weapons, the renunciation of the development of new types and systems
of weapons of mass destruction and the Qtren"thenlng of security assurances for non-
nurlear—weapon States.

The Soviet delegation notes with satigfaction that extensive and useful work has
been done in the Committee on the elaboration of a comprehensive prOﬂramme of
disarmament. The document which has been prepared still contains a number of
provisions on which agreement has yet to be reached. As a whole, hovever, it
can serve as a solid basis for further work on this item during the second special
session of the General Assembly.
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The USSR fully shares the prevailing concern over the growth of militawy
‘expenditures at the expense of the economic and cultural devcleopment of all monirind.
We are willing to come to an agreement ~n a reduction of tie military bulzets of,
in the first instance, States with a umajor wmilitary potential —-- either on a
percentage basis or in absolute terms. A firvst step in this cirection could ve the
freezing of the military expenditures of States. The socialist States! specific
proposals on all aspects of this major problem are known and they remain in force.

"The Soviet delegzation noteg with satisfaction that our proposals, together
with the proposals of cther Utates, concerning the need for the adeption of
effective measures to prevent the spread of the arms race to outer space have
aroused interest in the Committee and have formed the subject of coustructive
discussion. We intend to continue pressing for the establislment of an ad_hoc
working group on this topic.

The socialist States attach great importance to the prohibition forever of
the use of nuclear weapons and the renunciation by all States of the use of force
in their mutual relations, and also to the abolition of foreign military bases and
the withdrawal of armed forces from the territories of other States.

That, if I may put it this way, is the quintessence of our position on arms
limitation gquestions. It is based on a steadfast political will for peace and
real disarmament. And we are glad to note that efforts in that direction come to
fruition from time to time.

A year ago a proposal was made from the rostrum of the 26th Congress of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union for a summit meeting of the leaders of a number
of States to study the possibilities of improving the international situation and
preventing war. That idea won the sympathy of millions of people in many different
countries. During these spring days, world public opinion notes with deep
satisfaction that the question of giving effect to the Soviet foreign-political
initiative concerning relations between the USSR and the T..ited States of America
is now being discussed at a practical level, L. I, Brezhnev, General Secretary
of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and Chairman
of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, hasg reaffirmed Soviet readiness
to hold a Soviet-United States summit meeting. Such a meeting must, naturally,
be well prepared and conducted in a serious manner, not casually.

There is another matter of substance that should be mentioned in connection with
the second special session of the General Assembly on disarmament. Ve are -
witnessing the development of a powerful anti-war, anti-missile, anti-nuclear
public movement througlhout the world. This movement, as one delegation rightly
pointed out at the beginning of the session, is a distinctive "sign .of the times";
it reflects the deep concern of the whole world community over the growth of the
military threat. Not only we in this Committee but also the representatives of
more than 200 non-governmental organizations meeting at a conference in connecticn
with the forthcoming special session of the General Assembly have spoken in this
building about the need to put an end to the insane amms race. A vivid manifestation
of the will of peoples for peace in these April days have been the numerous peace
marches whose routes have traversed the roads of many European States, and of other
States also., Their participants were protesting against the absurdity of
"overkill" —— the senseless accumulation of stockpiles of weapons of mass destruction

~
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under the pretext of strengthening security. The Committee is called upon in its
work to provide a response to that concern and alarm on the part of world public
cpinion.

In that connection I should like to stress that the point at issue is not just
the ending of a period between two special sessions of the General Assembly on
disarmament. Nothing, is more dangerous to the cause of peace and internaticnal
security than to suppose that the present stage of disairmament negotiations in no
way differs from the many periods that preceded it. The refinings of weapons is
a process which accelerates exponentially. It took 40,000 years for primitive
early means of warfare -- stone axes, spears, the bow and arrow —- to be replaced
by metal side-arms; it took another 10,000 years for firearms to take the place
of sabres and swords, As little as 500 years later (in the course of the First World
War), chemical wearons were used. The atom bomb was exploded in 1945, the hydrogen
bomb in 1952. The threat of the nuclear self-destruction of civilization is a
reality of our century.

In recognizing this, we are not giving way to despair, nor are we seeking to
intimidate anyone, On the contrary, we are convinced that the world community will
find within itself the strength to put an end to the insane arms race. It is the
task of the Committee on Disarmament, as the sole multilateral forum for disarmament
negotiations with a limited membership, to be an effective instrument for practical
disarmament. The accomplishment of that task is well within its powers, provided
the right lessons are drawn from past negotiating experience and provided all
delegations are imbued witl: the conviction that there is no reasonable alternative
to disarmament and peaceful co-operation between peoples.

We have already expressed our great satisfaction at the Committee!s adoption
of a decision to establish & working group for the purpose of conducting negotiations
on item 1 of its agenda. In connection with the adoption of that decision, the
Soviet delegation would like to state the following.

The Soviet Union, like most other members of the Committee on Disarmament,
attaches exceptionally great importance fte the earliest possible conclusion of .an
agreement on a complete and general nuclear test ban. That being so, we have done
everything within cur power for the successful prosress of the negotiations on this
issue with the United States of smerica and the United Kingdom. We continue to
consider it essential that these negotiations, which were broken off by the Western
participants in them at the concluding stage, should be resumed without delay.

At the same time, the Soviet Union has invariably advocated and still advocates
that full use should be made of the possibilities of the Committee on Disarmament
for the successful holding of multilateral negotiations aimed at the cessation of
nuclear tests in all enviromments and by all those who conduct such tests, _
Mindful of this position of principle, the Soviet Union has repeatedly supported
proposals for the establishment within the Committee on Disarmament of an ad hoc
working group on this issue and it joined in the consensus on the setting up of
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such a group. The voviet delesation's arreement tc the compromise formula for
the mandate of the group was based on the wnderstanding that in the course of the
group's work any delegation may raise any aspect of the question of the complele and

general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests. It is nuxr vizw that the concideration
of issues relating to veriiicaiion should not bve used to delay the elaboration of
the agreement as a whole, as, rezvretvably, hase been the case nore than once in th

past, and that such con5¢oeratlon can be uSGL11 enly if verificetion is nct
artificially divorced from the specific content of the arms limitation measure
being elaborated but is examined in orsanic connsction with it,

As members of the Committee know, apreement on the group'!s mandate. was preceded
by lengthy and difficult consultations. In the course of those comsultations
the parties naturally out fcrvward various proposals. The socialist countries, too,
played an active part in the consultations. I sheuld like to take the opportunity
to thank all members of the drafting gwoup, and particularly the representatives of
the group of socialist countrieg in that zroup, Ambagsador G. Horder and
Ambassador B, Grinberg, In proposing their formulations for the group's mandate,
they were guided by the desire to improve it to the greatest extent possible, so that
it might truly contribute to effective negotiations towards the earliest possible -~
conclusion of an agreement on a complete and general nuclear-weapon test ban,

It is a cause for regret that some representd tives at the plenary meeting on
20 April did not understand or did not wish %o understand that it was this same-
objective that inspired our proposal in doccument CD/287.

In particular, it is a complete distortion of our position to assert that the
Soviet Union's actions in connection with achieving agreement on the mandate
proceeded from the "state of confrontation between the super-Powvers". We do not
propose to engage in polemics with the delegations in question. We believe that
the successful outcome of the consultaticns on the group's mandate is the best
answer to their over-hasty polemical sallies.

In conclusicn, I should like to say that the Soviet Union,. together with its
allies and friends, will continue to wall shoulder %o shoulder with those who
are in favour of genuine and effective measures for the limitation of the arms race
and for disarmament.

In accordance with the tradition, I too should like tc express our tnanks to
all the chairmen of the working groups: Ambassador B. Sujka (Poland),
Ambassador A. Garcfa Robles (llexico), Ambassador Ii, Ahmad (Pakistan) and
Ambassador H. Wegener {Federal Republic of Germany). ~All of them have done a
great deal of useful-work, As for the renarks addressed to me by the representative
of the Federal Republic of Germany, I bow to-your appeal, Hr. Chairman, and do not
propose to develop -this theme, considering the incident closed. I should also
like to thank Ambassador R.-Jaipal, whose contribution tc the drafting of the mandate
you have already rightly noted, the Deputy Secretary of our Committee,
Mr, V. Berasategui, all the secretaries of the working groups, the technical staff
and the interpreters, who have had a particularly hard time during the last few
days. I wish all my colleagues a successful conclusion to this session of the
Committee and a successful preparation for the second special session of the
General Assembly, where we shall all undoubtedly meet again.



CD/PV.173

29

Mr, SUIMERHAYES (United Kingdom): lir. Chairmen, I shall refrain from giving you
a catalogue of my country's views.- ‘But a few imnressions of the session do seem to
be Jjustified.

Iy delegation, like others, came here in January with the expectation of making
real progress on several items of our agenda, believing that we ogght to have and
would have srme solid achievements to report to the special session. Thanks to the
consensus just reached today for the setting up of a muclear test-ban working groun
based on Ambassador Jaipal's "J-1" draft mandate, we now have at least one important
forward step to report to the General Assembly. Ve are gled that the groun of
socialist countries finally decided to join the consensus and that the working groun
will be able to meet from the be ginning of our summer session, On some other agenda
items, however, progress has been much less then it should have been.

In particular, the work on radiological weapons has been disappointing to my
delegation. Ve had real hopes that substantial progress would be made towards the
drafting of a treaty banning radiological weapons under Ambassador Vegener's able
and energetic chairmanship. In the discussion of draft articles for the treaty, my
delegation was ready to comnromise on many key points. Ve considered that the draft
text prevared by the Chairman, wvhile not accentable in its entirety, revresented a
real advance on earlier texts and formed a suitable basis for further work. Ve were
sorry, therefore, that it did not receive more genersl endorscment.

lly delegation has previously expressed doubts vhether the nrevention of attacks
on civil nuclear facilities could be contained within the text of a radiological
weapons treaty. The discussions on this topic indeed demonstrated the complexity
of the problem and thus tended to confirm us in m~ur belief. Ve considered, frankly,
that the sugze.tions »nut Torvard by sous delersations verc rather for removed from
the basic »urposes of the troaty. Ve can 3 nec nrosncect of agrecment being
roached on this topic, in this or in any other form, unless thers is o greater
readiness to comvromise in the future.
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Befor: I comment briefily on our workon the drefiing of & comorehensive nrogramme
of disarmament, I should lik~ t- note the rcol approciation that my delepetion feels
is duc 9 Ambassador Garcia Robles, and to =y tribute o the devotion he has zhown
in his difficuld tosk cs Chaimman of the Vorking Groun.

In looking as the VWorking Groun's renort in document CD/QC} and its ammex, I must
make the comment that we had hoped it would be possible to obtain here in Geneva at
least outline agreement on fundamental aspects of a CPD. Ve had also hoped that it
would be possible to forward to the special session a more concise text with fewer
bracketed areas. We do nevertheless feel some encouragement at the results of our
work, and particularly at the results of the consultations which took place in the
last few weeks of the session on the measures section of the nrogramme. In spite
of our slow progress herc, this recent wde“glveq hone that the special session may
eventually be able to adont a CPD by consensus. But there is a great deal to be
done before then. In this connection, my delegation supports the suggestions already
made that any consultations on a CPD that may be held betveen now and the beginning
of the special session should focus on the fundamental aspects of the programme,
such as its nature and the question of time-frames. But we shall need a period to
reflect on the results of our work here before discussions are resumed in Hew York.
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Turning briefly to the subjett of chemical weapons, my delegation is encouraged
with the progress which has been made in the Verking Croun under. Ambassador Sujka
this gession and welcomes the business-like report it submitted to the Comnmitiee.
Although the work of the Group has perhans been less intensive than we would have
hoped, given the importance of the iter, we believe that the presentation of draft
elements has clarified the wositions of delesations and that we now have a .sound
basis for the contimuation of our work in the summer. In July, we shall have the
task of reconeciling differences of ovninion on particular aspects of a chemical
weapons convention. Iy delezation believas that, for this, the adviece of technical
experts in the field of chemical weanons will be of great value, and we welcome the
Committee!s decision that the Chairman of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons should
hold further technical consultations carly in August. We hone that the scope of
these discussions will be widened so that experts can begin examining the technical
aspects of the verification of a CU convention. That is the only w»ossible basis
for progress.

‘Finally, lir. Chairman, I vant to offer you my most sincere thanks for the
exceptionnl services you have rendered tc the Committee this month. Ve are all
greatly in your debt.

Hr, LIDGARD (Sweden): Hr. Chairman, I shall address my brief statement today to
one subject only. Certeinly, I have felt temnted to try to present, like the
previous speakers in their interesting statements, an overview of the Committce's
accomplishments during this session in which I would, in particular, have exnressed
my delegation's sincere satisfaction at witnessing such = large amount of serious
and constructive work in all the four working croups under the leadership of their
energetic and skilled chairmen. I certainly would also have been remiss had I not
associated rmy delegation vith the exnressions of rreat appreciation vhich have been
addressed to you, lir, Chairman, by the nrevicus speakers. The naturally declining
attention and increasing restlessness in the audience because of the late hour and
the long list of speakers prompit me, however, to focus on the item vhich I hope will
make this day well worth remembering —-- because of the importance of the possibly
even historic declsion we have just teken to establish, at long last, an ad hoc
working group on a nuclear test ban.

Representatives of my country have never hesitated to speak out stongly against
‘the senseless arms race. Since Sweden beceme a membzr of the predecessor of the
Committee on Disarmament 20 years ago, it has consistently and vigorously advocated
a comprehensive nuclear test ban in order to ston the nuclear arms race. Tha
nuclear poverc frighten us with their persistent neglect of the risiks to which they
expose the whole of monkind throusgh their continued accumulation of nuclear weapons.

In her statement on 16 Tobruary, the Under-Secratary of State, lirs. Thorsson,
exnressed criticism particularly against one of the Superpowers because of its role
in blocking the efforts of the Committece on Disarmament to {ulfil its obligations
‘under its mandate and agenda. VWien the rewresentative of that Superpower z month
later announced a certain change in its attitude, it zave me o welcoine opnortunity
to exnress my delegation's satisfaction. It secned to sive reason for hone that at
last the Committeec could start the consideration of this subject in 2 working groun,
wihich isg tha most effective orgon for the nerformance of the functions of this
Committes. The ensuing nerotictions on o mandate for such a vorking aroun turned
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out to be, as you yoursclf stated, hr. Chairman, both lonz and arduous, desnite the
skilled leadership vhich you yourself exercised, as also your predecessor,

Ambagsador Alessi. The cnmwromise formule vhich was worked out by Ambagsador Jaipal
and vhich is knowvmn as "J-1", certainly is far from that my oun delegation wnd other
delegations from the Grou» of 21 had proposed originally. Iy delegation ha
nevertheless agrced to this formula, because ve sce it os an ovening, as an
opportunity to start concrete wvork on the subject. "J-1" hos deficiencies like
those of the originel mandate of the Vorking Croup on Chemical Veapons.

Because of the experience of thot Groun; we sce no reason why useful work
cannot be carried out alsc on a nuclear tegt ban, ceven with a mandate that is so -
limited. VWe ere convinced that the strength of our arguments will sooner or later
lead to the conclusion of an acreement on 2 test ban. Ve are also convinced that
this »nrocess can be shortened through the achievements of the forthcoming worhlng group.

It was thorofore with great surprise and deep disappointment that we saw the
other Supcrpower and its allies reject this ommortunity. Like the distinguished
delegate of Brazil in hig statement yesterday, my delecation could gee such behaviour
fitting into the power game which has become all too familiar in the history of
multilateral disarmament negotiations. \le were also preparcd to react most
strongly against such a misuse of the Committee on Disarmament.

lowever, let me now exnress again my delecationis satisfaction at seeing another
change of attitudes, which has made it possible to come to this truly important
decision of setting up an ad hoc. vorking group on a nuclear test ban, It will, of
course, be possible to judge the real imvortance of this decision only when it
becomes apnarent to vhat degree the nuclear-weapon Powers are prepared to participate
in its work with subs tantlvo contributions.

As I have ammounced already in one of ocur informal meetings, my delegation intends
to submit again for the consideration of the Vorking Group, when it meets during our
summer session, the draft treaty on a comprehensive test ban which it »nresented for
the first time in 1977. Ve see nothing in the mandate which pr-vents a full
consideration of that draft treaty.

In conclusion, I want to say that with today's decision the Committee on
Disarmament can envisage the critical assessment of its work during the forthcoming
special session of the General Assembly with a good deal more confidence than geemed
possible only yesterday.

lir, HERDCR (German Democratic Republic)s lr. Chairman, Ambassador Vejvoda of
Czechoslovakia has already very ably presented the views of my country on our
assessment of the results of the spring session. Therefore I would like to confine
myself to making only a few comments on the decision taken by the Committee on the
egtablishment of an ad hoc working group on a nuclear test ban.

As in the past, my delegation during the first part of the Committec's session
this year took an actlve part in the efforts to establish an ad hoc working group
to nezotiate a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon
tests, It is in a snirit of compromise and co-operation that we today join the
consensus on a mandate which was prepared by Ambassador Jaipal and amended by the
llexican delegation. 1t ig the understanding of my delegation that this mandate and
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the working groun te be set wd vill give frosh immetus to the initiation of real
negotiations on a CTB, thus cnabling the Committee on Disarmament to discharge its

‘respongibilities as the multilateral disarmement nepotiating forum, as was stated
oxprescis verbis Zn the mandate.

The endorsement of this mandate, of course, does not change the »mosition of
principle of my country concerniing negotiations on the commlete and genecral
prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests, This position was explained many times in this
Committee and reaffirmed in the statoments my delegation mzde on 16 and 25 February
this year.

With regard to a CID as well ag other problems of arms limitation and disarmament,
the delegation of the German Democratic Renublic, now as before, proceeds from the
princinle that the form and modalities of the verification to be provided for in any
specific agrecment denend on and should be determined by the purnoses, the scope

and the nature of the agrecnment. This was clearly stated in paragraph 31 of the
Final Document of the first snmecial session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament,

Having in mind these basic considerations, my deleration interprets the
provigcions of the mandate before us as allowing for the examination of all specific
issues relating to a treaty on the commlete and general nrohibition of nuclear-weapon
tests, and not only for the discussion of »nroblems of verification and compliance.
Turthermore, we believe the brovision that "the ad hoc working syoun will take into
account all exigting proposals and future initiatives" wrovides for the consideration
of all comprehensive nronosals wvith resard to o nuclear test ban. In that
connection we note the intention expressed by the Swedish delegation to put before
the working group its drvaft treaty of 1977 (CCD/526 and Rev.l).

The delegations of Italy, Brazil, Migeria, India and of other States as well
as you yourself, lir. Chairman, have given similer interpretations to that stated
above., Ve note that nobody not even the United States delegation, has questioned
these interpretatisns. :

Lagtly, we nroceed from the assumnbtion that the sbipulation of the mandate
concerning further progress towards negotiations on a nuclear test ban provides for
the prevaration of actual negotiations. A first step on this way could be this
nandate which will cover tihie second pert of our session this year. Next year, we
could then move a gsten further in adonting a more comprehensive mandate.

Document ¢ CD/259 and CD/iBl, vhich rellect the respective nositions of the group of
socialigt States and the Groun of 21, could serve ag appropriate guidelines for this
nev nandate. C

Pinally, I would 1lilie to exnress the hope that all delegations will contribute
in a constructive manner to the work of the future CIB working group. Hobody would
win, but lose, if this group was to be involved in an abstract debate on igsues of
verification and comnliance. Such an anproach, as e know from our long experience,
could only lecad to.the blocking of any nrogressc on the road to a CTB. It could be
used by forces interested in creating nev nuclear weapons to upgrade their
"deterrent forces’ for camouflaring their real vosition on a CIB.,  Deing prepared
to take an active part in the worling sroup, my delegation will continue to strongly
reject any attewpts in this resard. !
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In conclusion, I would like to express my thanks to you, lir. Chairman, and to
all representatives, particularly those who have co-operated with me so closely in
the drafting groun, who by their activities and attitude made this result possible.
I was particularly impressed by those many renwresentatives, and I am grateful to
them, who never, at any stage of our efforts, showed any signs of doubt about the
objective fact that the socialist countries are honestly and consistently defending
the cause of disarmament, that they have never, and do not, block progress to this
end, but are trying to do their best in order to make headway tovards real
negotiations and definite agreements on effective disarmament measures.

My, TAKAHASIIT (Japan): ilr. Chairman, at the close of the shring session of this
Committee, on behalf of my delegation, I wish to speak briefly on the agenda item
to which my delegation attaches the greatest importance, i.e. the nuclear tést ban,

Iy delegation welcomes the establishment of the ad hoc working group under this
agenda item with the mandate as adonted Today. The achievement of a comprehensive
test-ban treaty has alwvays been regarded by my Govermment as a measure of the highest
priority in the field of arms contrnl and disarmament.

While welcoming the trilateral negotiations on a CTB, we have consistently and
continuously stressed the need for such a .reaty to be achieved through truly
multilateral nezotiations in this Committee.

On 23 February of this year, the leader of my delegation reiterated our appeal
for the commencement of multilateral negotiations in this Committee in order to
achieve a comprehensive test ban at the earliest possible date. In this connection
he expressed his continued hone that a consensus could be reached to set up a working
group or other subsidiary body of the Committee to deal with this question in the
most effective and concentrated manner.

In this context, we welcomed the initiative of the United States delegation as
announced by Ambassador Fields on 11 llarch as a significant step forward.

Since then, my delegation has been actively engaged and involved in the drafting
of a possible mandate for the pronosed working group.

In the drafting exercise, we have recognized, in all fairness, a significant
compromise gesture by all delegations concerned.

In particular, with the forthcoming second special sessicn of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament a few months ahead, my delegation shared the
view of many other delegations that we should avail ourselves of every wnossibility
for moving forward in the direction of a CIDLT.

My delegation supported the draft mandate frequently referred to in this
Committee as "J-1", vhich contained the most promising elements for a possible
consensus, though not completely satisfactory to all.

In this connection, my delegation joins with many other delegations in expressing
our gratitude for the painsgtaking efforts by the personal ropresentative of the
Secretary-General, Ambassador Jaipal, in producing this draft text.

The mandate adopted today may not be as wide or as explicit as one would have
hoped. Ag a matter of fact, it is different from any of the various draft texts my
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delegation prepared for the consideration of the drafting groun. It is 2 result of a
compremise by all those concerned.. Bul it dces offer a very good starting noint.
It opens un possibilities for the future.

Ags a representative of one of the delegations which have been consistently calling
for the achievement of a CIBT, as a step ftowards nuclear disarmament, I wish to
express the determination of my delegation to participate actively in the work of tho
working group and to contribute to the progress of the work of this Committee at its
forthcoming . summer session.

liz, IJBVERS (Nigeria): ifr. Chairman, ag we get ready to round off the first half
of the 1982 session of the Committce on Disarmament, I merely wish to associate
nyself with the warm felicitations already conveyed to you for the modest but
sirnificant achievements recorded under your able chairmansnin.

As distinguished delegates here will wecall, I cpened my statement made in
plenary on § April 1982 by saying that good things do happen to me in the month of
April -- being the month in which I wvas born. The consensus that we have reached in
this Committee today on the protracted igsuc of a nuclear test ben is a testimony
to my belief, and my delegation would like te exnress its sincerc- gratitude to the
group of socialisgt countriecs for their latest dignley of a spirit of compromise in
accepting a consensus mandate for the ad hoc working group on item 1 of the
Committee's agenda.

This decisior is significant in many resvects -- mot only in the context of the
“lonz and hazardous Journey towards the initiation of multilatsral negotiations on a .
miclear test ban, but also because of the need for this Committee to change drastically
its dvindling credibility as the sole multilateral organ on discrmament matters.

Obviously, this show of flexibility by the Superpowers is o stepn in the right
direction, and my delegation hones that the negotiations that this Committee will
embark upon in the second half of the 1932 session will not exclude detailed
consideration of existing propocals, ner idecs and fresh initiatives that would make
for progress towards the achievement of a comprehensive test ban treaty.

The sccond special session, in the view of my delegation, should be a forum for
the harmonizztion of the divergent positions and views of States, esnecially those of
the muclear-weapon States. Ve sincerely hope that the session will not turn into a
forum for cald-var politics and confrontation, as this would certeinly have an adverse
effect on our deliverations during the summer session of our Coumittee.

Pinally, I would like %o thank ny collecguss in the drafting group, other
delerations, and the distinguished Secretory of the Committec, Ambagsador Jainal, who
all contributed, in no small measure, to thic significant achievement. Ilo one rroup,
in my opinion, has been able to achicve all that it set out to achieve. Ve in the
Groun of 21, expvected the proposal christened "J-1" but which has nov been given the
symbol Vorking Paper No. 67 tn be morc wrecise ond direct bus we have had to agree to
2 considerable degree of dilution of our original objective. I exmect also thav
both the western group and the socialist groun, cut of a spirit of "give and take",
accepted Vorking Pavier lo. 67 by way of comnromise. Iy delegation is pleased, if
not flattered, to learn that our humble anncal end that of others have had some good
effect.
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Hr., SARAW (India): lir. Chairman, nmy delegzation would lilie to express its
satisfaction that it has finally been possible to obtain consensus on an appropriate
mandate for an ad hng working group on a nuclear test ban. Vo appreciate the untiring
efforts made by you, lr. Chairmen, as well as by your distinguirshed predecessor,
Ambassador Alessi of Italy, in this regard, as well as the spirit of compromise and
flexibility which has been displayed by all delegetions, we believe, in the best
traditions of this Committee. Needlezms to add, I, Cheirman, the delecgation of India
fully shares the sentiments that you yourself expressed at the very key role vhich
Ambagsador Jaipal played in maling this coupromine possible. Ve are also particularly
glad to Inow that the groun of socialist delegations has, after careful reflection,
agreced vith our interpretation of the mandate that wve have adopted. It has been our
position from the outset, and wve would likc to underline this agein, that the igsues
of verification and compliance relating tc a muclear test ban, as in fact, with regerd
to any measure in the field of disarmament, camnot be considered in isolation or
separately from issues of scope, duration and entry into force of a proposed banj
otherwise; all that we would be engaged in would be an acadcmic and sterile exercise.
It is our understanding that the mandate as agreed upon takes full: account of the
three essential elements that my delegation has ewvhasized right from the outset.
These elements are, firstly, that any such mandate should recognize the role of the
Commitice as the single multilateral negotiating body in the field of disarmament,
including with regard to a nuclear test ban. Secondly, the consideration of issues
relating %o verification and compliance tust not exclude consideration of issues
relating to other aspects of a nuclear test bon, and lastly, the mandate must lead
towards the actual drafting of a treaty, on this subject. It is on this understanding
that we have accepted this mandate, even thousgh our present situation remains as set
out in document CD/181.

) Ny delegation would also lilte to make a statement with rcspect to the report of
the Ad lioc Vorking Croup on Radiological Veapons. It is the pogsition of my delegation
that the distinction draun in this report between the so-called traditional and
non-traditional subject-matter of negotiation in the Ad Hoc Vorling Group is an
artificial one, and detracts from the very clear-cut and precise mandatc of this Group.
The subject-matter ¢f our negotiations is nothing more and nothing less than a draft
convention on the prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and use of
radiological weapons.

To conclude, I would like to express to you, Hr. Chairman, the varm congratulations
of my delegation on the succeosful conclusion of the first half of the Committee's
current seasion. It is a tribute to your wisdom and unfailing potience and courtesy
that we have been able to chart our ship safely into harbour, albeit a day after our
target.

lir, JAYAKODDY (Sri Lanka): IHr. Chairman, at the tail end of this protracted and
difficult session of this Cormittee, may I be permitted to make a feu observations
_regarding our worl: during the past three wmonths. I would like to touch on two aspocts
of what we have tried to do at this session.

The first relates to the wide gap that exists between our achievements or lack of
achievement in this Committee and the aspirations and hopes of hundreds of millions
outside. As we all know, since this Committec came into being there has been, and
quite justifiably, rising hope in the world that the Commiitee on Disarmament could
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succeed even marginally in negotiating agreements on disarmament which would alleviate
the concerns and amtieties that were expressed so lucidly in the Tinal Document of the
first special session. There has been continmuing and insistent pressure from Covernments
and people from all corners of the globe that the Committee on Disarmament get down to
achieving something tangible on the path towards an end to the nuclear arms race, and
help initiate the process of muclear disarmament., In addition, there has been insistent
deriand that some desree of progress be achieved in negotieting other disarmament
agreements,

However, wvhen we look at the report that we have prepared for the sccond special
session, it becomes evident to us, and it vill be cvident to those vho will read it
outside, that very little has been achieved. It becomes nccessary, therefore, to
reflect on why the level of achievement has been so little. To us in this Committee,
it is clear that the lack of achievement has not been due to an inadequacy of effort or
perseverance on the part of delegations. I think we have witnessed at this session,
and in the previous sessions, a great deal of hard and cormitted worl: which has been
directed towards achieving success. The main constraining factor has not been the
procedures of the Committee or its membership or a lacl: of contributions from its
members. The cause of the problem is elsewhere. Time and time again, we have heard
that what is lacking is political will to negotiate on the part of member States, and
as long as this political will is not forthcoming little will be achieved. The work of
this Cormittee at this session hag clearly demonstrated that this in fact is the case,

Political will can come only from the mind. It is, therefore, only in the minds
of those who decide policies that the struggle for disarmament can be won. Ve, as
representatives of CGovermments in this Committee, carry out our instructions which are
based on the policies that our Govermments have chosen to implement. It is, therefore,
only natural that as long as there is continuing reliance on age-old theories of
deterrence, parity and superiority to preserve security and safeguard peace, there is
little chance for a change in the will to move towards disarmament. It has been clear
all along that until this change in will, attitude and posture takes place, there is
very little that can be achieved in this Committee, or elsewhere, in the field of -
disarmament negotiations. True enough, small, limited, tentative steps way be taken
where arms control is concerned, but the wore radical, decisive steps that need to be
taken on the path towards genmuine nuclear disarmement and general and complete
disarmament will not be taken until a change of will and attitude has taken place.

In this world of ours, tigers do not become vegetarians, but we do hope that by August
this year some change for the better will have taken place ‘in minds and wills so that
real disarmament negotiations can take place in this Comnittee.

The second matter I wish to refer to is item 1 of our agenda. A major concern in
this Comnittee over the last three and a quarter years has been nuclear disarmament.
High priority was given to a nuclear test ban. After a long and protracted period of
trying to agree on the setting up of a worling group with an adequate Mmandate on this
iten, we now face the hopeful prospect of having such a working group with a mandate
that has been adopted by consensus, Let me say, frankly, that the mandate that has been
adopted for the ad hoc working group on a CTB is not exactly what my delegation had
hoped for, or wanted., However, together with other member States in the Group of 21 we
have always been ready to accept a wmandate that meets our concerns and which could be
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adopted by consensus in this Cormititee. Iir delegation would lilte to express its sincere
thenks to you, llr, Chairman, to Anbassador Alessi, our Chairman fcr the menth of liarch,
and all the distinguished representatives in the Coumittee, as vell as to
Ambassador Jaipal, Jor the very herd and dedicated woxl thet was put in toward
arriving at a solution to this difficult problem. I would lilke also to express our
sincere thanls to all the delegations which have shown the uitost flexibilidy and a
great degree of reasonableness so that thisc Cormittee, before it closcs this session,
could adopt a decision on the setting un of a worliing group with an acceptable mandate.
Ve feel that taking into account your statenent of today, all the explanations, :
interpretations and delinitions that have been given, there is a real possibility of
comaencing a course of vork, on fhe basis of the nandate, vhich can eventually result
in a CTBT.

1{

~
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In conclusion, may I say that we heped for more tangible results at this session,
but this was not realized. Ve hope that the sccond special session of the :
General Assembly will rive a new impetus that can move the Cormittee towards a higher
level of achievement at its surmer session.

lirs Chairman, I irish to associate myself with all the previous speakers vho have
expressed a deep debt of gratitude to you for the invaluable contribution you have made
this year to expediting the work of the Committee and to achieving a neasure of
consensus in our work. Your patience and guidance have contributed itmeasurably
towards the little success that we have had in this Commitiee.

lir, RODRIGUEZ HAVARRO (Venezuela) (Yranslated frowm Spanish): IHr, Chairman, allow
me- first of all to congratulate you on the way in vhich you have directed the work of
this Committee during the wmonth of April. Ve asked to be included in the list of
speakers for today because of the very important decision which the Comnittce on
Disarmament has just adopted. It has decided to set up a worling group on the first
iten on our agenda, entitled "Huclear test ban", with a mandate acceptable to all
members of this Committee. liy delegation wishes to exvress ite great satisfaction that
it has proved possille fo take this deeisior, and to congratulate you, Hr. Chairman, and
Anbassador Alessi of Italy, for your ccnduct of the nesctiations which led to this
agreement. Ve should .also like %o offer our concratulations to the delegations that
were most closely involved in the negotiating process, to the Committee on Disarmament
itselfl and, of course, to Ambassador Jaipal, the Personal Representative of the
Secretary-General,

lir, TORREEE (Ethiopia): I'r. Chairman, the purvose of my statement at this concluding
stage of our spring session is to underline my delegation's position concerning certain
points and also to explain the manner in which ve assess the progress of the work of the
Cotmittee on Disarmament, whose special report to the second special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament we have now adopted.

Since the first special session in llay 1978, the Committec on Disarmament has been
conducting its negotiations in a changing and sometimes disturbing environment. One can
observe that 1979, the year immediately after the first special session, was perhaps the
most productive in terms of cross-fertilization of ideas and healthy exchange of views
on disarmament measures, particularly nuclear disarmament. During this period, the
Group of 21 in particular urged the major nuclear-weazpon States to make more concrete
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disarmament measures. In its worling papers the Group insisted on the need to establish
working groups on specific items of the agenda. The Group of 21 has also urged the
parties to the tripartite negotiaticns on II'B tc inform the Cormittee on Disarmament on
the progress of their negotiations and to involve more directly and actively the
Comittee on Disarmament in thes2 negotiations, I+ has also sought clarifications on
outstanding issuec., The Group of 21 has repeatedly recuested the United States and

he USSR to resume and couplete their bilateral negotiations on a chemical weapons
convention. Unfortunately, the responses tc these requests have not alvays been
satisfactory. The bilateral and tripartite negotiations are now suspended, thus
preventing the Committee from focusing its attention on twe most important items of

its agenda. lMoves have also been nade to upset pricrities set in the Minal Document.

Wew types of weapons of wasg destruction are veing deployed and developed, including

the neutron borb and more sophisticated types of chemical veapons. The danger of. the
outbreak of a nuclear var has greatly escalated. In the face of all this, wass
demonstrations have been held expressing opposition to the continuing escalation of

the quantitative and qualitative development of nuclear armaments and against the
policy of preparing the stage for a possivle muclear war. People all over the world

are calling for the cessation of the arws race, and for the total elimination of nuclear
and other weapons of nass destruction and for a freeze on nuclear weapon tests. Leading
and knowledgeable personalities and organizations have chellenzed the dectrines of
nuclear deterrence. It seems that such a snontaneous nass movement cannot go unheeded,
particularly in view of the fact that mobilizing world public opinion in favour of
disarmarient is one of the cobjectives of the forthcoming second special scssion devoted
Yo aisarmament, whose agenia includes such itens as disarmament education, trainihg and
public information activities. liy delegation therefore expresses the hope that certain
muclear-veapon States may bhe persuaded to reject the theory of a so-called "limited
nuclear war" since there will be no winner in such a var.

Ily delegation Ybelieves that the consideration and adeption of a comprehensive
programme of disarmament is one of the wost important taslks that the Commiittee on
Disarmament is tackling. The report of the Ad lioc Vorking Group included in the
Committee's special repert to the second special session is a notevorthy dccument and
deserves thorough study. liy delegation is fully behind the proposal that for such a
programme to be realistic it has to include time~f{rames, and clearly defined objectives,
principles and priorities to be negotiated. The world has anxiously waited for over
two decades to see the beginning of a comprehensive prozrarme such as the one we are
trying to design. A tine-frame nct beyond the year 2000 is therefore reasonable, In
the spirit of paregraph 50 ol the Final Document, wmy delegation earnestly hopes that
the qualitative improvement and development of nuclear weapon systers will cease and
that this will be followed by the cessation of the production of all such weapons and
their delivery systems, leading finelly to a comprehensive phascd programme for the
propgressive and balanced reduction of stockpiles with a vicw to the ultimate and
couplete elinination of such weapons at the earliest possible time., The Committee on
Disarmament was requested by the Gencral Assenbly in resolution'35/152 J and
resolution 36/92 ¥ to contimue its negotiations on the elaboration of a CPD for-
submission to it at its second special session. The scction on a CPD in the report
ve have just adopted, although not entirely free from square brackets, nevertheless
represents over %two years of hard worli, The able leaderchip provided to the Ad Hoe
Working Group by Awbassador CGarcia Robles of llexico is highly appreciated by wmy
delegation., lly delegation expresses the hopne that outctanding issues relating to
measures, stages and the nature of the prosramme will be negotiated seriously in the
future.
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lir, Chairman, thanls to your relentlesc efforts; as well as those of IMfr, Alessi,
and the skills which you have applied, we have ncw reached a consensus and produced a
nandate for an ad ro»c vorking group on a nuclear test-ban tre-ty. This consensus, it
seems to me, was possible nct only duve to the flexible position taken by the Group ~f 21,
out also to the spirit of co-operstion and ccmpronise displayed by the pgroun of socialist
States, particularly at the consultation meebing held this norning under your
Chairmanship. Iy delegation congratulates 211 of these vho contributed to this success.
I3 is ny delegation's understanding that this mendate will enable the ad hoc working
group to negotiate, in the spirit of the Group of 21 document, CD/181, issues relating
to' the scope, verification of compliance, final clauses and other elements that would
go into a draft treaty, and a treaty which would lead hopefully to general and complete
prohibition of muclear weapons tests. It is also understood by my delesation that the
ad_hoc working group will %ake into account all existing proposals and future initiatives
in preparing the draft treaty. It is in this spirit, Ilr, Chairman, that wy delegation
associates itself with your statement expressing appreciation to all.those delegations
that have shown a spirit of compromise and co-operation in our worl:.

Pinally, wy delegation is pleased to note the rrogress which has been made in the
work of the Ad Hoc Vorking Group on Chenical Veapons, chaired by Ambassador Sujka of
Poland, the Ad Hoc Viorking Group on Radiological Veapons, under the chairmanship of
Ambassador Vegener and the Working Croup on Lffective International Arransenents to
Assure Mon-Muclear-Veapon States Against the Use or Threat of Use of lhuclear Veapons,
which has been chaired so-ably by Ambassador Ahmad of Pakistan,

lir, DON NAHNJIRA (Zenya): lir. Chairman, distinguished delegates, this session of
the Committee on Disarmament is about te adjourn, and I would like to take the liberty
of expressing the genuine appreciaticn and satisfaction cf wyr delegation at the impartial
manner in which you, lir. Chairman, have guided our deliberations during your chairmanship
of the Committee. As you knov, Sir, dramatic decvelopments in our negotiations have taken
place particularly during the last four days or so, and, fortunately, the ultinate result
of your tireless efforts has not been too negative, especially if weasured against the
background of the discussions we have held : ince we convened i.cre on 2 February-
last.

-

I~t ne also, Sir, cxpress wmy delezation's gratitude fo your predecessors,
Ambassadors Alessi of Italy and Ilahallali of Iran, as wvell ags to the Ambassadors of
llexico, the Iederal Republic of Ceruany, Pakistan and Poland who have impartially served
ag chairmen of the four working sroups. I also wish to »pay tribute to the Secretary of
the Comaittee, Ambassador Jaipal, and hic entire stafl, as well as the interpreters,
for the excellent services they have rendered us in the past three months.

It is not the intention of the Kenya delegation to give a full evaluation of the
vork of the Committee on Disarmanent. I wuat, however, reiterate one of our central
points of view, namely, that many loopholesn still exist in the negotiating character of
the Committee on Disarmament and that this Committce must fully address itself to this
question. The forthcoming special session of the General Assemwbly devoted to disarmament
will offer us a good opportunity for this purpose, and I hope that as we review and
appraise the implomentation of +the recomiendations of the first special sesgion, we
shall pay particular attention to and resolve to immlement +the vital requirenent that
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the Committee be the single multilateral negotiating forum, to carry out substantive
negotiations, and not a mnere community for debating disaymament issues. On a more
positive note, I believe that the Committee has, at its current session, reached
agreenent on important areas of its work and these decisions should be borne in mind
and built upon, not only during the second special session but also during the Commitiee's
summer session of 1982 and beyond. One, is the agreement, perhaps the best achievement
of the session, which we have reached on the special report of the Committee %o the
second special session of the Ceneral Assembly. It is, in wy opinion, a balanced
report, even though it lacks a recommendatory character which my delegation would have
liked to see in such a report, which is customarily subnmitted only once in five years.
Therefore, while conforming in structure and content to the special character which it
was supposed to assume, on the basis of the guidelines given by the Committee at the
beginning of this session, the special report should have offered some specific and
practical recommendations for the consideraticn cf the General Acsembly at the second
special session rather than limiting itself %o the mere statement in surmary form of
"the state of disarmament negotiations since the first special session'.

hnother quite welcome agreement has just been reached on the establishnent of an
ad _hoc worlking group on a nuclear test ban, on the basis of the proposal contained in
working paper lo. 67, dated 21 Lpril 1982, prepared by Ambassador Jaipal, fellowing his
consultations with various delegations. Ve have particularly welcomed this positive
development because it touches on an issue on which the Cotmittee has spent a lot of
time, both formally and informally, during its current session. Iy delegation has
therefore decided not to stand in the way of the creation of a worlking group on the
basis of Vorking Peper 1lo. 67, not because the proposal per se cffered the best mandate
for the working group on a CTB, but basically because of four reasons. -One, My
delegation has come to the conclusion that the pronosal in Vorking Paper Ho. 67 would
offer the best chance so far for a consensus. Twc, the mandate in that proposal is
open; that is, it will enable the working group, once created, to discuss all issues
relating to item 1 of the Committee's agenda. Three, the propocal does not in any way
dininish the validity of the position of the Group of 21, of which wy country is a
member, contained in document CD/181, dated 24 April 1982, 4And finally, I strongly
believe that as the multilateral disarmament negotiating forum, recognized by the
international community and in accordance with paragraph 120 of the I'inal Document of
the first special session, this Committee rust not be prevented from exercising its
legitinate right and corresponding duty to carry ocut multilateral negotiations on a
treaty for the prohibition of all nuclear-weapon teste. I believe that the block
politics, tactics and military confrontation of the two military alliances and
Superpowvers should not at all be allowed to victimize the Committee on Disarmament,
They should not at all obstruct the cause and universal character of disarmament, and
the Committee on Disarmament itself should not be turned into a battleground for
ideological and related purposes. LAs the distinguished Ambassador of Sri Lanka told
us yesterday, there is a saying in Sri Lanka to the effect that "when two elephants
nake love, it is the grass that suffers most". That is the saying in Sri Lanka, but
there is also another saying in Swahili to the effect that "when %wo elephants fight,
it is the grass that suffers wost"., VWhat would happen if the elephants were to both
fight and make love? In the context of the Committee, then, the grass would be the
Committee itself, and the Croup of 21. Ve shall therefore support every wove calculated
to enable the Committee to negotiate a treaty on a nuclear test ban.
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Other agreenents reached during this session on other itens have included, in .
articular, agreement on a consclidated text for the CPD, and all these agrecments, as
T have said before, are welcome to my delegatien. Obviously, we would have liked to
see preater nrosress on a CTB, but under the circumctances it has not been posazible to
achieve this. It is uy hope thalt acceptence of the idea of stages for o CID will lead
to accentance of the other concents of a CT3, including, in particular, the criuical
cuestions of Hime-Trames, review and appralsal, as well as “the binding character,
political will and firn coermitunient which the OPD muest acsume. Othervise, this CPD will
be a worthlens docunent. I country stands ready to pley ito role in the cause of
¢isarmaement, and as a develeping countyy, we shall continue to attach the preatest
irmortance to the close relationship that exists between disarmament and develepnent,
and we ghall call for the urgent allecation of the hundreds and theusands and billicns
of dollars -- the coloascl enounts of tone:r sguandered anmually on the arme race -— to
social and econcuiic development, in particular, of the developing countries, in the

Fal

context of the Hew International Lconomic Order,

Hy delegation believes that i%t will be very worthwhile for our informal
~consultations to be resuned in llew York right frem the very besinning of the special
gession, and if nessible, even during the meetings of the Preparatory Committee for
that session. TPinally, I wish {o say that the Cormittee still cwes the public at. large
a better way of informing the world cotmunity about the Committee's activities. Iany
things do happen within this Comiittee, some of them of a seriouvs nature; but I nust
coniess that the world at large lmows. very lititle about them and thercfore I am really
convinced that for the better cause of digarmament, it ig essential that improved
programmes of education of the masses and cducation of the policy-maliers be initiated,
and this in the not teco distant future. Iir. Chaiiman, these are the few remarks that I
wvanted to wake at this stagc of our seasion, and I thank you very nuch for giving me
the floor. '

lir, TTAN JIN (China) (translated from Chinesec): I, Chairman, first of all, I
would like to point out that China's position on a nuclear test ban is well known. How,
the various sides have agreed to the setting up of a working group on a nuclear test ban
in the Committee on Disarmament, The Chinese delesgation would not stand in the way of
reaching a consensus, However, it renerves the risht to make further comments on this
question, ' . '

Thanks to the efforts of various delegations, the current session of the Committee
on Disarmament has yielded some resulis. The Chinese delegation apnreciates very much
the diplowatic conpetence and effective puidance demonstrated by you, Ambassador Okawa,
in your work as the Chairman of the Committec for the month of April. Ilowever, we could
not fail to note that the current grave international situation characterized by
Superpower aggression, expansion and occupation and by the increasingly intensified arms
race between the countries possessing the largest nuclear arsenals, has exerted an
unfavourable effect on this Committee's worl and rendercd it impossible to male greater
progress.,
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The Chinese delegation greatly hopes that a comprehensive programme of disarmament
will be approved during the coming special session on disarmament on the basis of the
reasonable nroposals put forvard by the Grov» of 21. Similarl:;’, we hove that the
gpecial smession will see nrogrens on the question of miclear disarmanent., On the
question of security assurances provided to the non-nuclear-weapon States, it is our
hope that the countries with the largest nuclear arsenals will change their attitude.
Ve expect faster development in the elabovation of a chenical weapon convention during
the summer session. '

inally, we hope that the second special session of the General Assembly devoted
to disarmament, vhich is attracting world-vwide attention, will make a major contribution
to promoting the cause of disarmament. N

1r, GARCIA RODBLES (lexico) (translated frowm Spanish): Ilr. Chairman, since I gave
the Committee yesterday a description and brief analysis of the draft comprehensive
programme of disarmament, although wy delegation still thinks that it will be the
central item on the apgenda of the second special session of the General Agsembly
devoted to disarmament, I think it is unnecessary for me to take the subject up again
today. I have asked for the flcor only in order te make a few comments on another
subject, the one which rightly occupies first place on our agenda,.. '

The position of the MHexicon delegation on the prohibition of all nuclear weapons
tests is well known. Ve have becn stating that position for years, beth in the IMirst
Cormittee of the General Agsembly and in the negotiating bodies that preceded the
Covmittee cn Disarmament agc well as in the Committee itself. The last time we presented
our position at scme length was at the opening meeting of the Committee's present
sesslen, held on 2 ebruary 1932,

The verbatim record of that weeting can easily be consulted and there is therefore
no need for me te repeat nov vhat I said then, I will only say that our position has
not changed and that it is on the basis of that nosition that the llexican delegation will
submit to the working group "proposala! and "nitiatives" which, according to the last
paragraph of the decision we hove wlonted foday ard whicll is incorporated in paragraph 38
of the Committee's report, should be "taken into account” by the group in discharging -
the task entrusted to it. And it will be the principles and purposes on which our
vell-lmown positicn is based that will guide our action vhen we reach the stage,
referred to in the last part of the paragravh I mentioned, of adopting a decision on
the course of action to be followed next year in this connection.

Until then, I should lile to end this briel statenent by offering our sincere
congratulations and expressing our deep appreciation voth to you, lir. Chairman, and to
your predecessor in the Chair, Anbassador Alessi, ard alco to Ambassador Jaipal who, as
Secretary of the Comnittee, has given you both Lis constant co-operation. The efforts
of the three of you have been revarded today by the eastablishment of the working group
te which I referred earlicr and vhich, ve earncatly hope, way be the first step towards
the achievement in the near futurc of the poal that all the veoples of the world have
been pursuing in vain for mors than a quarter ol a century, namely, the conclusion of a
treaty prohibiting all nuclear weapon tests for all time and in all enviromments.



i, SUTRESUA (Indonesia): lir. Chairman, my delegation irishes %o make sore remarks
now that our Cemmittee is chout to finisk its spring session. Looking back at vhet the
Committee has tried te accomplish during these lasl three nenths, my delegation has
reason to stale that there are thinse wihich all ~f uz, I believe, can be rcud of and
many others, regrettably, on which further perseverance, resoluteness anﬂ more lavorious
work will have to be put irtc before ninimal progress can be achievad. t has been
evident throughcul »ur work during this cessicn, ar has been ciated Ly many delesations
that the spirit of rmtual acccommedotion, ox the laciz of it, continues %o be the
reterrlnlnm facter for ihe progress ox failvrc of our andeavours in the Cemnitiee, This
T thinl, is normal ir 211 negctiating Turuis, an? varzticulerly se in ihe coass of our
Committee ag the scle multilateral nesotiating Derum on lisarmenent.
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ith remard to iter 1 of our zgenén vy Celesnilicn, teins nno T vhose =itich have
pressed Tor the early establishment of o subsidisxry Ledy te negotiate z treaty on the
cessation of nuclear weanon testvs, wishes lc join ihe previcus speakers in expressing
our satbtisfaction atv seeing that itv has finally wmreved pessible to set up an ad hoc
working group on the CTL under a mandate acceptable to all delesgations. T wish to
convey ny sincere anpreciation to all deloghtionc fer their comtendable display of the
spirit of compronise which hias enabled the Cormittee to arvive a% this situation., I
believe this achievement constitutes a symbol that our Committee is responding in part
positively to the appeal of the United Mations General Assembly, and howvever modest it
may appear to be, it has sl.oim that the Committee on Disarmament is able to meintain, if
not enhance, its own credibility in view of the increasing importance attached to it by
the international community. The Tact that it ig cccurring during your tenure of office,
Mr. Chairman, is also a source of gratificetion to my delegation, a3 your country and
Indonesia continue to enjoy excellent relations. I should be remiss if I did not pay
tribute also to the distvinguished Secretary of our Comnitiee, .ubassador Jainal. It is
to a great extent due to his skilfulness that we have ot long last reached the stage in
which we find ourselves today. There ic still a long vay to go, but I subnit that the
Committee has made a good shart.

2

On item 2 of our ag end@, my delegation camnot but express its disanpointment that,
notwithstanding the fact that it also is rezarded ac an iten: of the highest priority
by the FFinal Document, it agzain proved not to te possible during the sprins session to
reach a consensus. lly delesotion would not lile to see this being regarded as a
collective failure on the part of the Committee.

On the item concerning negative security ascurances, very briefly, I wish to
xpress the hope that the seconi specicl session oi the Gen ral Aszenbly devoted to
disarmament will give a nev irmpetus that will enable our Committee in the summer
session to make significant headway in the discharze of its task in this connection,
althoush regrettably the obstacles apnear at present to be insurmountable. Dut my
delegation still entertazins the hope that eventually the sense of objective realism
will prevail.

Vith respect to chemical wvespons, wy delesaiion entertsins the hope that it will
be possible, at the summer sesulon for the Chairmen vo {find a method of work that will
enable the Ad Ioc Vorkinzg Group to advance tue process of slabnrating the provisions of
a convention at the earliecst possible date. The importance of its early conclusion, I
believe, is quite clear, pavticularly as we are racing againet time in view of rapid
technological immovations.
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On the item concerning radiolegicnl veapens, ny dglegation realizes that there
are many unresolved problems in the worl of the Ad Hoc fcrhln Group. However, ny
delegation chares the hope that the cbetacles thei have been identified durlnc this
spring session may eventually Lz overcome. It is our view tuat the Chairman's paper,
together with the nronosal that has or night eventually be submitted, could previde a

Ao b 4y

starting point for our future wverk on this iten.

On the CPD, it isg true, as you may have notviced, Iir., Chairman, that a great pert
of the report contained in document CD/28% still reflects wide differences of view,
-some of which are of a fundamental nauure. Tut my delegzaticn is hepeful that during
the second special session of the Geneval Lissenvly, ov even before, threugh infcral
contacts or consultations or otheruise, these diffevences nay perhaps be resolved in

a manner accepltable to all. I azree with some of the previous epeakers, altheough they
expressed themselves in o rather pessinistic tone, that each and all of us will have
to display a sense of realism, or we shall not be able to overcome these obstacles..
But I submit that in applying this sense of realism to our further efforts towards
resolving those differences, we should not lose sight of the objectives we wish to
achieve throush the CPD. Ambassadov Garcia Robles, the able Chairman of the Ad Hec
Vorking Group on a CPD, in his statement intreducing the report, touched unon the
guestion of the nature of the CID to which my delegation will brlofly address itself,
Iy delegation, for its port, will oe prenared to go alon’ with the consensus vhich
might be evolved in Iiev York to introduce an element of o~ hinding character, becauge
my delegation continues to believe that political ”OWMIUHOﬂt alone is not enou@h, as
we have noticed from the exne:aeuce gained frou the Final Docurment. )
Anbassador Garcfa Rebles alluded to geveral woys in which this could be done, In
this context, I would venture to subiit for consideraticon, that in the event of the
adontion of the CPD by the Generzl issembly at its second special session, the
programme could perhaps be sizned by the heads of delesations, with the full povers
of their resneciive Heaas s5f Governments. This, in the view of ny delemation, would
be more practical, in view of the urgency that il member Steates attach to the CPD.
Ifach has already beeinn said on the sreat ortance attached to the second
special session or the General Assembly d-voted te disarmamc:t. There seems to
practically nothing vihich ny delegevion couid add tu this. hat my delegatvion irishes
to say, however, is that a long period of four yeaxrs hac passed by since all the
States members of the United Vations, by consensus, adopted the ¥inal Document of
the first special seszion of the General Asgembly on disarmament, and there can
therefore be no better opmortunity than the secend 53e01w1 secsion to tranclate into

real deeds the political cormitnents we all made dnrins the 1970 session. Vo menbers
of the Committee. on Digarmament would de viell —— as 1 sather that many of us will be

moing to Mew York te attend the special sessimn —— il ve, collectively ~r individually
also manase to diswlay a spirit of conpromisc ond mutual accommodation there on this
important occacion.

In conclusion, lir. Chaimman, throush you, I wish to express on behall of my
delegaticn, our ueartfelt thanks and anpreciation te oll nembers ol the Secretariat,
1ncludLng those wio have Leern working bhehind the scenes such az the interpreters and
security officers for the commendmbLe servicer mendered to the Committee during tais
session. ' :
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The CHATRMAN: I thank Ambassador Sutresna fox his statement. The Committee has
heard the last speaker on the list of speckers. Would any othex delegation vish t»
take the floor?

Mr. DON WANJIRA (Kenya): I merely wish to correct part of ty stabement in vhich
I think there was a lapsus linmuae. It should have read "thisz Committee must net be
prevented from exercising its legitimate richt and corresponding duty tc carry ocut
multilateral negetiations on a treaty for tho prohibitien of all nuclear-ueapon

tests," and not States as I

The CHAIRIIAIT: T thank Di, Honjirn for his clarification.

Distinguished delegates, I think we have come to the conclusion of our final
debate in the first half of our 1982 session, and I wish %o thank you all for your
contributions this evening. I would also like to thank you very sincerely for the
most kind words that you have addressed to the Chair.

We have one more item of business to deal with, as you ere well awvare. Ve
agreed in our informal meeting at the end of the afternoon that we would come bacl,
in the plenary, %o the question of the dates of the second nart of our 1982 session.
I regret to say that there is, at present, no consensus regording the opening date
of the summer session, in spite of the consultations that have been roing on behind
the scenes during this plenary meeting, and, in my view, no consensus is likely to
be reached in the next few days. In tae c1rcun°tanceg, I feel I have no option but
to convene an informal meeting of the Committee on Disarmoment in lew York, in June,
during the second special session of the General Assembly. It may be possible, at
that time, to reach consensus because several matters will be clearer then than now.
I hope you can agree to this procedure, which is permissible under rule 3 of our
rules of procedure. :

Mr. ERDEMBILEG (Mongolia) (translated from Russian): Mr. Chairman, I understood
you to say that this question to which we are nov referring would be discussed after
statements and the adjournment of the plenary meeting, at an informal meeting., I
would therefore request that the fermal meeting now be suspended and that an informal
meeting be convened where your views can be stated fully. If you have put forward
this proposal as a proposal by the Chair, I am rather fearful +hat it might
precipitate a discusgion at the formal meeting.

The CHATIRNAII: Thank you ver'mubh. You have heard the proposal of
Ambassador Erdembiles;.




Mr. de SOUZA B SILVA (Drazil): Ifr. Chairman, in ordexr not to prolong too much
a discussion vhich has already gone on for tco long, let us consider that. there are
four delezations interested in this mattsor —— your owm, as the Chairman of the
Committee until the month cf July, and the delerations of Kenya, Mexico and
HMongolia. I therefore susgest that we suspend the meeting and the four delegations,
under your Chairmanship, consult arong yourselves and tlie decision you come to, be
reported to the Committee in the hope and trust that the Committee will endorse
immediately the conclusion that you four may reach. =~

The CHAIRIMAN: I thank Ambassador de Souza e Silva of Brazil. Would you agree
to follow the sugmestion of Ambassador Erdembileg and suspend this meeting of the

Committee on Disarmament and meet again immediately in another informal meeting of
the Committee? Is there a consensus on that procedure?

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (llexico) (translated from Spanish): lir. Chairman, I thank
the distinguished representative of Drazil for so kindly suggesting that I should
be a member of this small group, but I assure you, lr. Chairman, and the
distinguished revresentative of Brazil, that the fact that Hexico is shoxrtly to
assume the Chairmansiiip of the Committee has absolutcly no influence, as far as I
am concerned, on the choice of a suitable date for the opening of our surmer session.
I believe, as I said this afternoon, and several distinguished representatives have
also done so, that we have already spent tco much time on this question. I fully
agree with the procedural suggestion you have just made. I was also in agreement
with the suggestion you made this afternoon vhen opening our meeting, and with the
amendment to your suggestion put forward by Ambassador Issraelyan. 1 have nothing
against ocur suspending, this meeting and holding an informal meeting, subject to one
condition, Mr. Chairman. I think that the informal meeting shcould last no longer
than 15 minutes and that we should then talke a decigicn in-plenary meeting
immediately afterwards., I would not azree tc a suspensicn cf more than
15 minutes.

The CHAIRIAI: Thank you —exny -mch, aobaso-dor Gorefo Robles.  The proposal to
suspend the meeting and move into an informal mceting has been seconded by
Ambassador Garcfa Robles on the condition that it lasts not longer than 15 minutes.
Are there no objections? Ve suspend the plenary and move immediately into an
informal meeting. ’

It vas so decided.

The meeting was suspended at 10 p.m. and resumed at 10,20 p.n.

H
The CHAIRIN: (Ambassador Okava of Japan) The formal sessicn of the Committee
on Disaymament is resuned.
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Mr, SOLA VILA (Cuba) (tronslated from Spanish)s . Chaimman, in view.ol the
fact that our Committee has been unable to reach a ccnsensus on the date for the
resumption of its work in the summer, we would propose that it should be decided
that during the second special session of the General Assenbly devoted to disermament
the Committee should hold a meeting in Hew Yorl convened by its present Chairman, the
Ambassador of Japan, tc decide on the date for the resumption of its session in the
summer.

The CHATRIAW: T thank Ambassador Sold Vile for his proposal. Are there any
objections to this precposal? There apnears to be no objection, so I 7ill teke it
that the Cormittee on Disarmament decides to take o~ decision to reconvene in an
informal meeting in June in New Yoxl:.

lr. NAZARKIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Ruscien):
Mr, Chairman, before e adopt such a decision, I should lilte to propose that we make
a last attempt to find a solution here and nowr in Geneve by means of brief
consultations. I vould therefore reauest that you susnend the meeting for another
three or four minutes. '

Mr, GARCIA ROBIES (liexico) (translated fronm Spanish)s lir. Chairman, ve are not
here to trifle: we have just had o susvension of 1% minutes, I am onmosed to ¢
further suspension.

Mr, CRDUMBIILEG (Hongolia) (transleted from Russian): I fully support the
proposal put forvard by the distinguished representative of the Seviet Union.

The CHATLIAN: There does not seem to be any consensus, I am afraid, on the
proposal just put forward by Mr. Hazaxkin of the Scviet Uniom.

Mr. CRDSMBILLG (Hongolia) (translated from Russian): The llonzolian delemation
finds it difficult to agree with the »nrcposal put forward by the distinguished
renresentative of Cuba.

The CHAIRILA: Then the only other alternative is to adjourn the meeting
without deciding anything., Or wrould you like to meet agein tomerrov?
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Mr, ERDuIDILEG (Hongolia) (translated from Russisn): If the Committee were
to disperse without taking a decision concerning the opening date of the Fécond part
of our session, *hat vould be a viclaticn of our rules of rocedure. So I would
request you, Sir, and through you 21l the members of the Committee, to agree that
we . suspend this meeting for four or five minutes so that the group con consul?’
among themselves and cone forward witih a decision, and then we can wind up the
work of the first part of this session,

~

The CHATRNAN: I suspend the meeting for five minutes.

The meetinm wvas suspended at 10.25 po.n, and resumed at 10.35 n.m.

The CHATRMAI: he 173l plenary neeting of the Committee on Disarmament is
resumed. I feel that there is no consensus on my proposal to convene an informal
meeting of this Ccmmittee in June in Ifew York. iAn alternative would be 1ot to
decide anything this evening, but to have a further meeting of this Committee 2t
10. 230 a,m. tomorrow mcrning. “Jould there be a consensus on that?

Mr, VEJVODA (Czechoslovak'a): I wvould like to ask that it be 10 o'cleck as
I have sonme other business later on.

The CHAIRMAN: I have just been informed that there would be nc interpreters,
so 1t would have to be in the afternoon.

lir, GARCIA ROBLES (llexico) (translated from Spanish)s Ir. Chairman, I think
that some of us here -— myself included -- liave made our plans on the basis of the
date that was fixed for the closing of this part of our session., I have
engagements tomorrov that I canmot change, and in truth, lir. Chairman, I do nct
see what can happen tetween today and 10.30 a.m. tomorrow that can change the
situation. There are reasons for hoping that the situation might change betieen
now and vhen you said, in ew York, in June or at the bezinning of July, or, if
you like, during the early part of liay wvhen the Preparatory Committee will be
meeting. But between nov and tomorrow there will really be no change. Thus vhat
is applicable at the present moment is rule 7 of the rules of procedure which
states: "The Committee shall decide, as soon as practically possible, the opening
date of the second vart ...". or the rmoment it is not vractically possible, and
we ought therefore either to adopt the suggestion you made at the outset or to
leave the matter omen for you to deccide vhen you deem it advisable to convene a
meeting of the Committee.
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The CHAIRMAN: Thank you very much, It seems clear that there is no
consensus on convening a further meeting of this Committee tomorrow: - I have:
another alternative, and that is rule 7 of our rules of procedure which says:
"The Committee shall decide, as soon as practically possible, the opening date
of the second part and the closing dates of both parts of its annual session,
taking into account the requirements of its work". The key words are '"as soon
as practically possible". We are not able to take any decision this evening,
so we shall take a decision as soon as it is practically possible. That seems
to be the only way out of the impasse in which we find outselves.

. Mr. MELESCANU (Romania): I am really sorry, Mr. Chairman, btut I think you
are obliged to announce the date of the next plenary meeting when you close this
one and .I think this would create a real problem, I am afraid we cannot under
the circumstances use the provisions of rule 7 of the rules of procedure,

I really do believe that you have to announce at the end of this meeting,
whenever you close it, when the next plenary meeting of the CD will take
place, be it a formal or an informal meeting. Otherwise, it means that the
Committee is either in session -— continues to be in session — or has ceased
to exist. I am sorry, I do not mean to complicate things even more, but I do
not see any other way out.

The CHAIRMAN: I would willingly announce the date of our next meeting if
that were feasible. But since it is not feasible, under the circumstances, all
I can say is that the next plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament will
be convened on a date to be announced.

Mr. SOLA VIIA (Cuba) (translated from Spanish): Truly, this problem seems
to be giving us more trouble than J-1 and J-2, We would suggest, Mr. Chairman,
that you put before the Committee the proposal that it should begin its work
on 3 August and that the L4 Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons should start
on 23 July. This would meet the demands of a number of members of the Group
of 21 as well as of other countries, for we have not heard any objection to these
specific dates. There is one thing that disturbs us about this matter: it is
that if we do not take a decision we shall be unable, under the rules of
procedure, to close this session, and if we cannot close the session this
will create a very difficult situation for us because in that case we shall
not be able to transmit the report we have approved. We would therefore
suggest, Mr. Chairman, that you try to see if there is a consensus in favour
of 3 August for the Committee on Disarmament and 23 July for the Working Group
on Chemical Weapons, together with the date indicated by the secretariat for
the closure of the summer part of the Committee's session.

Mr. SRDEMBILEG (Mongolia) (translated from Russian): The Mongolian delegation
does not object but supports the proposals put forward by the distinguished
representative of Cuba.

The CHAIRMAN: A proposal has been made by Cuba to convene the Committee on
Disarmament from 3 Augunt and the Ad Hoc¢ Working Group on Chemicol Weapons from
23 July. Is there a consensus on this proposal which has bec: .econded by
Ambassador Erdembileg?
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Mr. LIDGARD (Sweden): I made a pronosal at one of our informal meetings.

Let me say that I entirely share the views of my distinguished colleague from
Cuba that we would do ourselves a great disservice if we adjourned this meeting
without coming .> an agreement on the opening date of our summer session. When
I made my proposal, I had the impression that it had broad support. The only
. objection to my proposal that I Neard was that this would mean, to some extent,
a suspension of one of our rules of procedure. IMr. Chairman, we are at present
in a very difficult situation —-- I would call it gquite extraordinary. I cannot
see that it serves us to any extent whatsoever to be restrained in this way by
our rules of procedure. It has been said by a number of delegations that the
rules of procedure should rather guide us in our work, not tie us unnecessarily.
For that reason Mr. Chairman, I would again formally submit my proposal, namely,
that we start the summer session on 27 July, with you yourself in the Chair for
the rest of the month.

Mr. WAGENMAKERS (Netherlands): Mr. Chairman, I would like to endorse the
proposal of the distinguished Ambassador of Sweden.

Mr, GARCTIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish): I, too, agree to that
proposal, Mr, Chairman.

Mr. AKINSANYA (Nigeria): Just to say briefly, Mr. Chairman, that my
delegation endorses that proposal.

The CHAIRMAN: Which proposal?

Mr, AKINSANYA (Wigeria): The Swedish proposal.

Mr. HASSAN (Bgypt)(translated from Arabic): I would like to support the
proposal made by the distinguished Ambascador of 3Bweden.

Ms. EXANGA KiBiYa (Zaire) (translated from French): Mr. Chairman, my delegation
also supports the proposal of the representaltive of oweden,

Mr., STEEIE (Australia): My delegation also supports the Swedish proposal,
Mr. Chairman,

Mr. ERDEMBILEG (Mongolia) (translated from Russiaq): The Mongolian
delegation can support the proposal of Sweden with the amendment that in July
there will be the appropriate Chairman for that month and not the representative
of a country whose period of chairmanship has expired. If I understood the
representative of Sweden correctly, he said that in July you should continue
serving as Chairman. We cannot agree with that proposal because it would be a
violation of the rules of procedure.




CD/PV.173
51

Mr. de BEAUSSE (France) (translated from French): Mr. Chairman, I was ready to
give my full support to the Swedish proposal but if the distinguished representative
of Mongolia insists on the application of the rules of procedure, which is in fact
very praiseworthy, I think that we can respect the letter of tha rules. Ve could decide
to convene the Committee for its next session in the first days of August, and then ue
could decide that, in view of the amount of worlk we have to do, that we need to convene
a special session. Since this special session would take place in the interval between
two resular sessions, it would be held under the chairmanship of the current Chairman,
naimely yourself, ilr. Chairman, and this special session could be convened between
27 July and 1 Ausust, or, if you like, between 23 July and 1 August. In this way, the
letter of the rules of procedure would be strictly respected. 1le should in fact be
applying rule 3, uhich authorizes the Chairman of the Committee to convene the Committee
in special session without, moreover, including any stipulations as to the reasons for
such special session.

The CHAIRIMAN: (translated from French): You mean a spacial session of the
Committee? llot an informal meeting?

Mr. de BEAUSSE (France) (translated from French): No, a special session, as specifiec
in rule 3 of the rules of procedure.

The CHATRHAN: You have heard the last proposal. 1Is there a consensus on that one?
According to the proposal of TFrance, the present Chairman would convene a special
session of the Committee towards the end of July, and the second half of the 1982 session
would besin on 5 August. Do I have your consensus on that?

ilr. LIDGARD (Sueden): Ulr. Chaivian, if this praposal of France can achieve
consensus, I would certainly not block consensus here. I only wish to add that I
understood that there was also a proposal that the lUorking Group on Chemical 'leapons
should start on 20 July: it was not my intention in any way to chanre this proposal,
on which there already previously seemed to be consensus.

The CHAIRMAN: Thank you. I do not think any delegation objected to that part of
our proposal == that the Chemical 'leapons 'orking Group would meet on 20 July. I think
we have reached an agreement.

Mr. ERDEMBILEG (Monnyolia) (translated from Russian): Mr. Chairman, as regards the
proposal that has just been made by the distinguished representative of France, the
llongolian delegation can be flexible. llowevar, this would likeuise be a violation of
the rules of procedure. I{ the Committec uere to decide to hold a special session, then
I do not think that this could last only a few days. A special session, as its name
implies, should be specially convened in order to discuss urgent, hish-priority matters.
That is how I understand a special session: it is not one that is simply the
continuation of a normal session. From this point of vieu, I have an objection.

llr. SARAN (India): iMr. Chairman, as Ambassador Tirdewmbiles has said there must be
an inportant question that ue must discuss at tie special session, since the second
special session on disarmament will have just ended, I would propose that our topic
for discussion at the special session of the Committee on Disarmament should be a
consideration of the decisions and recommendations taken at the second special session
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

The CHAIRIIAHN: Diztinguished delenates, interpretation will stop very shortly. I
intend to adjourn the meeting at 11 o’clock.
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ir. MIHAJLOVIC (Yugoslavia): I have kept silent, Sir, but since everybody is
speaking, I thought I should ask a question. My question is: what is the specific
reason uhy the Ad Hoc Uorking Groun on Chemical !'zapons has to begin oh 20 July? VWhy
can it not he convened at the sane time as the Committee on Disarmament? I1hat is the
specific urgency? That is my question.

Mr. UAGENMAKERS (Metherlands): bMr. Chairman, if you are indeed going to close
the meeting at 11 o'clock, I think we have no other choice than to convene another
meeting tomorrou afternoon. I would propose that ue hold another meeting of the
Committee tomorrou afternoon, the 174th wmcetins of the Committee on Disarmament.

ifr. DO UIAIJIRA (llenya): ily delezation would find it difficult to accept that
proposal. I think that would not bhe appropriate to my delegation.

The CHAIRIAll: T propose to adjourn the meeting at 11 p.m. The next meetinzy uill
be announced later.

lir. iITHAJLOVIC (Yuposlavia): I want to make = it very clear, Iir. Chairman, that
I aim not blocking consensus: I simply asked a question. ’

The CHAIRMAN: llaybe we shall have an ansuer tomorrow.

tr. GARCIA ROBLES (ifexico) (translated frow Spanish): If ilr. HMihajlovic was merely
asking a question, then the only difficulty I see in the way of our adopting the
solution proposed by the representative of France is the scruple of the distinguished
representative of iMongolia about there not being a sufficiently important reason for
holding a special session. However, I think that the reason given us by ilr. Saran,
the distinguished representative of India, is sufficiently inportant to justify a special
session. I have no objection, lr. Chairman, to your announcing the next meeting later,
but for the reasons I have already given T have to express my opposition to a meeting
being held tomorrou. I am sorry, but that is hou things are.

The CHAIRMIAI': Thank you. The next wmeetint of the Committee on Disarmament will
be announced later. I uill adjourn this meeting.

The meeting rose at 11 p.a.
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. NA { o} 3¢ ocialist Repub (translated from Russian):
Mr ZARKTN (Unior of Scviet S alist Rey translate m Rugsian)s
Mr. Chairman, at cur last meeting we Albhusqﬁl tne te for the formal esumption
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The THaIRMAN: [ was intending to core back to that question after we had taken
& decision on the opening dates and I tnank you for ycur cconcurrence,

Mr. HYITENIUS (Sweden): I woulil like to suy, on behalf of my delegation, that
Sweden will not stand in the way of a consensus on 3 Auguss, although we do not
; & ' T

4
y
find this date very suitable, as : . apparent frem pravicus statemernts,
I would alsc like to say that we weuld still vrepeose trat the work of the
Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weap tart earlier, as w2 had suggested.

Mr. ERDEMBIIEG (Mongolia) {trensicted from Russian): Mr, Chairmen, the position
of the Mongolian ielegaticn on the guesticr wnder discussion kas heen repeatedly
stated and is well known tc the mexbers of the Committes, I reiterated cur peosition
even at the meetlna that was r2ld $his merning in jowr office. My delegation will
not oppose the opening of the swmmer part of cur session crn 3 August —-— we shall not
object to the Committee cn Disarmament resumirg ite work for the ‘second part of this
session on that iate, Tut I stouid like bc¢ sndorses the remarks mede & meoment ago
by the distinguished rapresentative of the Scviet Unmion, The greup of scocialist
countries has thus adcpted 2 very flexiltle position and agreed to the reopening of
our session cn 3% August cn the wnderstanding thatv the ad Hee Working Greup on
Chemical Weapons will begin working cn 20 July. If the membhers of the Committee have
nothirg against it, you coculd perhaps first take a decisicn concerning the resumpticn
of the work of the 2d loc Working Group on Chemical Weapcns on 20 July, and then,
on the ba31s of conszensus; adopt the nrorosal you put forward, namely, that
3 August should be agreed on as the date for the opening of the second part of the
Committee's session.

o+
ol
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The CHATRMAN: We will come to the questicn of the Werking Croup on Chemical
Weapons later. '

Ms. CRITTENBERGER (Urited States of Americajs If you are geing to address the
subject of the chemical weapons Working Greoup later; I will defer my comments until
then.

The CHATRMAN: May I take it thet 3 August is acceptable as the opening date of
the second part of cur 1987 session? ‘

It was so decided.

The CHAIRMAN: Now we may come to the quesiicn cf the cpening date for the
Working Group on Chemical Weapcns. The date of 20 July has been propcsed., On the
understanding that this will not te consiiered as & precedent for ad hoc
working groups tc meet before the sessions of the Committee cn Disarmament themselves
are cpened, I prcpese that we decide that the Al Hoc Working Group cn Chemical Weapons
shculd begin its work on 20 July. Is this agreeable?

It was so decided.

Ms. CRITTENBERGER (United States of America): My delegation did not object
to the chemical weapons Group starting ezrlier cn 20 July, if that 'was what was
going to achieve .consensus on our cpening date for the summer sessicn. T would,
however, state that with regard to your explanatery remarks we really do not see
the need for the Group to tegin early and wculd have preferred. that it begln at the
same time as the Committee itself, -

Mr. McPHAIL (Canada): I in no way wented to tlock a consensus in *the Committee
on the opering dats of % Augusts we are rappy to zgree to that if it is the only
solution, bput I feel it necessary to say thet, givosn the urgency of the matters
before us, I and my Government regard it as unfortunate that we are delaying our
rasumption tc that date. Likewise, as I said at an earlier meeting I find it
rather extraordinary that we should begin cne Werking Group in advance of that date
and rct concentrate on tne very necessary establishment of the working group on a
nuclear test ban that we have agreed to set in train. I find it regrettable that
that will be delayed,

Mr. VEJVODA (Czaechesiovakia)s I wanted to jein those who spoke tefore me and
would like to put on rscerd that the sceialist grcoup would have preferred 20 July

as the beginning of the summer session bul, after seeing the necessity of reaching a
consensug, we agreed to % August,

Mr. AGUIYI-IRONSI (Nigeria): Very briefly, my delegation joined the consensus for
the Working Group on Chemical Weapons to start on 20 July but we do believe that the
Working Grour shculd have started wnen the Committee cpens on 3 August and we note
vour statement that this is nobt setting 2 precedent. Since my délegation helds that
item 1 is of the highest pricrity, we belicve that this working group shculd, perhaps,
have started. first.
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Mr., VAN DONGEN (Netherlands): Just for the recond, Mr, Chairman, I would like
to say that we would haveihad a rather marked preference for starting our next
summer session in July, primarily because starting only on 3 August will put us
under a rather tight time-schedule for finishing the work of the session. Obviously,
we did not want to stand in the way of a consensus, but I should like to repeat
that this is of some concern to us, given the fact that we shall now have only
six weeks available in which, hopefully, to complete the amount of work we would
normally do in eight weeks, and we do not regard this as an ideal solution,

Mr, NOIRFALISSE (Belgium) (transiated from French): I am happy to note that
flexibility has finally prevailed in our discussions. I also believe that we need
not necessarily restrict ourselves to the date 10 September for the completion of
our work. The Committee's report to the General Assembly is perhaps not a problem
that we cannot overcome in a few weeks, and the period between 10 September and
the beginning of the work of the First Committee should give us ample time to prepare
this report —- or even a shorter period. In other words, if we find it necessary
in due course to continue our work in certain spheres, we could perhaps consider
going beyond the date 10 September which was adopted only as a target date for the
conclusion of our work.

I should like to thank you, Mr, Chairman, while at the same time once more
congratulating you on your patience and your gift as a negotiator that have made it
possible to reach agreement on this minor question. I should like to recall that we
are ending this part of our session with another, more important and more positive
decision, as my country's Ambassador noted in the statement he made at our plenary
meeting on Wednesday last,

The CHAIRMAN: I thank Mr. Noirfalisse for his statement. If there are no
further statements from the floor, I do not think that theré is any further business
we have to transact and it is time for the Chairman to make his concluding remarks.
They will be brief.

We have had a difficult session, but we have managed to conclude our work and I
wish to thank all delegations around this table for the tremendous spirit of compromise
and co-operation they have demonstrated tc the Chair., I wish to congratulate you all
on this fact,

I would like to address a very special word of gratitude to the distinguished
Secretary and Personal Representative of the Secretary-General, Ambassador Jaipal,
for the excellent assistance and advice with which he has provided us during this
session, and also to make a special mention of Mr., Berasategui who has shown a great
deal of patience, especially in the work of the drafting group that was working on
our special report to the General Assembly at its special session. I also wish to
thank all members of the Secretariat who are sitting behind me, the Secretaries of the
various working groups and their staff, our colleagues, the interpreters and
technicians sitting behind the glass windows and the cther teams, their colleagues,
the translators, the conference rcom staff, the typists and all the other members of
the Secretariat whose faces we have nct often seen, but they certainly deserve our
very sincere thanks.

The next plenary meeting of the Committec on Disarmament will be held on
Tvuesday, 3 August 1982, at 10.30 a,.m.

The meeting roge at 12.45 p.n.
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The CHAIRMAN: I declare open the 175th plenary meeting of the Committee on
Disarmament. : o

Distinguished delegates, let me first of all express my sincere gratitude to
Ambassador Yoshio Okawa of Japan who, in accordance with rule 9 of this Committee's
rules of procedure, has handed over to me the Chairmanship of the Committee.
Ambassador Okawa has done an outstanding job since he assumed the Chairmanship of
the Committee last April., The issues.on the eve of the second special session of
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament were still as complex and unresolved as
they had been four or even more years earlier, But you did your best,

Mr, Ambassador, and we owe you a debt of gratitude for the guidance and leadership
you have provided to the Committee during this period,

T wish also to thank Mr., Rikhi Jaipal, Secretary of the Committee and his
staff, for the valuable services they have provided to the Committee since we last
met here three months ago.

Distinguished delegates, since this is the first meeting of the Committee on
Disarmament since the second special session of the United Nations General Assembly
devoted to disarmament ended, we cannot avoid looking back to it and drawing some
conclusions. The session had two fundamental issues to deal with., It had to review
the implementation of the recommendations and decisions of the first special session
devoted to disarmament, and to consider, if possible, adopting a comprehensive
programme of disarmament., Most regrettably, neither of these issues was at all
successfully resolved, The same can be said of three other main items on its
agenda, which were: the implementation of the Declaration of the 1980s as the
Second Disarmament Decade, enhancing the effectiveness of machinery in the field of
disarmament and measures to mobilize world public opinion in favour of disarmament.

Since the session was not able to complete its work on these issues, it decided
to refer them back to this Committee and to the regular sessions of the
General Assembly, This development imposes a heavy burden on the Committee during
this short session and I believe for a few sessicns to come,

My delegation was disappointed by the outcome of the twelfth special session
asy I am sure,were many others, but we were encouraged by the determination of the
session not to destroy the work done in disarmament so far. The actof referring back
the unresolved issues to the Committee on Disarmament and to futurec sessions of the
General Assembly, was a mark of faith and trust in this institution.. It provides
a challenge to this Committee, to you distinguished delegates and to the
Governments which you represent., This is the way my delegation views the
developments in the special session,

We recognized before the special session started that the circumstances in
which it was held were inopporfune. The political climate and the tensions in the
world could only contribute negatively to the deliberations on issues of disarmament.
Disarmament is not a science that can be developed in isolation from the issues
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affecting nations from day to day. t iz directly related to the perceptions of
security of each State and the nrrangements made to maintain international pegee
and uecurlty, If the arrangements madc cannot be seen to provide security, if there
is any doubt whether the machinery cresbed to underpin security can work when the
need arises, then negotiations in the {ield of disarmament must necessarily remain
extremely difficult., Thise interrelationchip between internztional peace and security
and disarmament was reccgnized by the. General issenbly at its first special session
devoted to disarmanent ond expressed in paragraph 13 of the PFinal PDocument, which.
reads as follows:

"Enduring internotional ponce and security cannct be built on the
accurmlation of wesponry by nili v slliances wor ke sustained by a precarious
balance of deterrence or doctrines of strategie superiority. Genuine and
lasting peace can only te created through fthe eflective implenentation of the
security sysetem providec Lor in the Charter »1 the United Mations and the speeqy
and substartiel reducticn of crms and armeld Jorces, by international agreement
and mutual example leading uwltinetely te general and complete disarmament under

effective international contrcl, L the of
d

same time, the. causes-of. the arms race
and threats to peace must be recdauced and to this vuh gffective action should be

taken to eliminatec tensionz and settle disputes by peaceful means',

My delegation hopes that these interrel:sitionships m111 e borne in minad at all
times and that serious worl: will b d\1¥ Lo implenent and strengthen the machinery
provided.in"the Charter of the Tuitec ugtlnnL ferr the meintenance of international.
peace and security, Uppermogt ir cvx thoughts as we start this swmer session of the
Committee are -the ongoing Ccnfliots in u~£lerent parte of the world, While:-these do
rot fall directly in our field of vork, uevertheless they do aifect our deliberations
and negotiationg and thereflore evevv+%iwg that can i .

be done Lo bring them to an end

should be done, The prevention of > frequent accurrence of local vars would gc a
long way tc reducing tensiovns end thuo contribute to improving the clinate in which
we negotiate in this Committice, : :

The recent outcome of the sccond specizl session devoted to disarmament
necessitates a strong reaffirmation of Final Pocument <f the {irst special session
and total commitment to it Ty all SA L elso anderacores the negotiating
character of this Committee, which uhou* he utiliged tully by all itc member States,
Problems of scope and verification ¢ with zgreements on disarmament
izsues are undoubtedly at the 1u°ri rence of pelivical will,

Ways should be scught of cnna the eflectiveness cof this Committee as a.
negotiating body on disarmament mat ur agendz is full, There are the
problems of. the comprehensive- prograomie of dicarmement; the comprehensive nuclear
test-ban. treaty and the pre»enulon of tn ermd race in outer spaue, ameng others,
which the current scsgion of the Cormitiec nas to tackle, We will need to work
harder and faster.

Distinguished delegates, I have briefiy cutlined some of the fundemental
problems which the General sssembly feiled to resolve at its second speclal session
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and which I believe the Committee should seriously negotiate during its current
session., A draft programme of work for the plenary meetings of the Committee will
be circulated to all delegations this afterncon. I hope that we can adopt it at
the next meeting of the Committee, on 5 August, so that we can get started on our
work without delay., This is going to be a relatively short session of the
Committee on Disarmament and we should, therefore, take advantage of every hour
available to us,

4s for the establishment or re-establishment of ad hoc working groups and the
organization of their work, I have initiated informal consultations and we shall
discuss them this afternocon,

My delegation is entirely at your service and stands ready to help in every
way possible to achieve progress in our work.

I would like to extend a warm welcome to the new representative of Romania,
Ambassador Datcou, who joins the Committee for the first time today as leader of
his delegation, Ambassador Datcou is a very experienced diplomat who served
recently as head of delegation to the Conference on Security and Co~operation in
Europe and, before that, as Permanent Representative of his country in New York,
He was previously Permanent Representative to the United Nations Office at Geneva
and also head of his country's delegation to the Conference of the Committee on
Disarmament. I am sure that we can count on his vast experience in the complex
tasks before the Committee. I would also like to welcome once again the presence
among us of Mrs,., Inga Thorsson, leader of the Swedish delegation, who will address
the Committee today.

I would also like to reocognize the presence among us today of the 1982
disarmament Fellows. I am informed that the Geneva part of the Fellowship Programme
began on 12 July and will end on 30 August, The disarmament Fellows will be
attending our plenary meetings during the course of their stay in Geneva., On behalf
of the Committee, I extend a warm welcome to them and wish them 211 the best in
their studies,

May I draw the attention of delegations to document CD/300 entitled "Letter
.dated 3 August 1982 from the Secretary-General of the United Nations to the
Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament in connection with the concluding document
of the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament" which
has been circulated today by the secretariat,

I have on my list of speakers for today the representatives of Mexico, Canada,
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, India, Sweden, Brazil and the Federal
Republic of Germany.

I now give the floor to the first speaker on my list, the distinguished
representative of Mexico, His Excellency Ambassador Garcia Robles,
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Mr. GARCIA ROBLIES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish): Mr. Chairman, I should
like to begin by expressing the sincere satisfaction of my delegation at seeing you
presiding over the Committee on Disarmament during this first month of our
1982 summer session. sll those who like myself have had the good fortune to see you
working not only here in the Committee on Disarmament but also at the General Assembly
in New York know that the guidance of the Committee's work is in very good hands.

As regards myself personally, since, as we all know, it is the custom for the incoming
Chairman to ‘consult the outgoing Chairman before assuming his office, I believe that
I could not have found a better predecessor to consult at the end of this month. I
should also like to express —- or rather to repeat -- my congratulations %o
Ambassador Okawa, the distinguished representative of Japan. We all know how well he
discharged his tasks here during the last month of the spring session. But those of
us who were present at the recent special session of the General Assembly can also
bear witness to the outstanding way in which he acted there as Chairman of the
Committee. Lastly, I should like very sincerely to endorse your words of welcome
here to Ambassador Datcou. He has only just joined us here but for a number of us,

as you yourself said, he is an old friend from New York, where he was for a number

of years his country's permanent representative. It is, of course, a great pleasure
to me to see among us here once again my distinguished colleague and friend,

Mrs. Thorsson, and I am glad to know, also, that the disarmament Fellows are with us
again here this summer.

At the beginning of the first session of this "single multilateral disarmament
negotiating forum", on Wednesday, 24 January 1979, I made the following statement
concerning the Final Document which set down the results of the first special session
of the General Assembly dcvoted to disarmament, held in the spring of 1978, and which,
as you know established the Committee on Disarmament:

"Never before had the United Nations succeeded in adopting, and still less
by consensus -- including France and China -~ such a comprehensive document which
emphatically proclaimed a series of conclusions or provisions -- whose accuracy
or compulsory nature, depending on the case, it will in future be impossible to
call in question —-- such as these defined in the emphatic statements that the
increase in weapons, especlally nuclear weapons, far from helping to strengthen
international security, on the contrary weakens it; that the existing nuclear
arsenals and the continuing arms race pose a threat to the very survival of
mankind; that there is a close relationship between disarmament and development,
and that any resources that may be released as a result of the implementation of
disarmament measures should be used tc bridge the ecconomic gap between developed
and developing countries; that in accordance with the Charter, the
United Hations has a central role and primary responsibility in the sphere of
disarmament and that therefore Member 3tates must keep the United Nations duly
informed of all steps, vhether unilateral, bilateral, regi-nal or multilateral,
taken cutside its aegis.,"

The results of the second special session devoted to disarmament which has just
been held at United Nations Headquarters iwere very different. The General assembly,
in fact, failed lamentaply in what had, from the beginning, rightly been considered
t5 be its fundamental purpose: approval of a comprehensive programme of disarmament
which would faithfully reflect the requirements embodied in paragraph 109 of the
Final Document.
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This failure was not, of course, due to any lack of organization, industry or
determination. At its second meeting, held on 14 June, the Ad Hoc Committee of the
twelfth special session established an open-ended working group responsible for the
comprehensive programme of disarmament. The group -- Working Group I, which I had
the honour of presiding over —- immediately set up four drafting groups, also
open-~ended, to try to reach agreement on the text of the various chapters of the
programme, on the basis of the draft text, the fruit of two years' work, which had been
transmitted to the General Assembly by the Committee on Disarmament.

It would be out of place here to give a detailed account of the uninterrupted
efforts that were made for rather more than three weeks in the bodies I have mentioned
and in various additional informal consultations in an attempt to achieve the
objective sought. Suffice it to recall, briefly, that the chapters on "Objectives"
and "Priorities" were almost completed, that very considerable progress was made with
respect to the chapter concerning "Principles" and also, although to a lesser extent,
on the chapter to be called "Machinery and procedures" and an additional chapter,
containing material drawn from the preceding chapter in the Geneva draft, on the
subject of "Verification".

In addition, at its fourth meeting, Working Group I had hefore it a draft
"Introduction" which I had felt it appropriate to prepare, in my capacity as
Chairman of the Group, and which -— although there was insufficient time for it to
receive proper consideration -~- did not give rise %o any objection either,

On the other hand, the part of the programme concerned with "Disarmament
measures", and more particularly the measures contained in the section entitled
"Nuclear Weapons", proved to be an insurmountable barrier to the achievement of a
consensus. I do not want in this respect either to go deeply into the various
elements that came into play in producing the sorry outcome we are facing. I shall
simply repeat what I said at the closing meeting of the special session of the
General Assembly, on 10 July, when I expressed my firm conviction that the members of
the group known as the "Group of 21" —— of which Mexico is a member and which, as
you know, includes gll the countries members of the Committee on Disarmament which are
not dttached to either of the two major military alliances —- could certainly have a
quiet conscience, for, as I said at the time -~ and I gave a number of concrete and
irrefutable examples —-- it is very unlikely that there was ever an occasion in the
history of multilateral disarmament negotiations, when one of the parties made so
many important concessions as were made by the Group of 21 during the short period of
the negotiations that took place during the second special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

I cannot but mention also the surprise felt not only by myself but also by many
other representatives of third world countries when the delegation of one Superpower,
after declaring in the general debate that "we need deeds not words" and that "we
should not confuse the signing of agreements with the solving of problems", because
"agreements genuinely reinforce peace only when they are kept" shortly thereafter
adopted an attitude in flagrant contradiction with those statements, which had been
made on 17 June at the highest level. In fact, it was probably the guestion of the
action to be taken with respect to the prohibition of nuclear weapon tests which
constituted the decisive element in the General Assembly's failure as regards the
comprehensive programme of disarmament.



UD/EVL LT
11

(Mr. Garcia Robles, Mexico)

The attitude that was adopted vas, we believe, in clear contradiction with the
obligation assumed in the partial test-ban treaty nearly 20 years ago, the preamble
of which exnresses a determination to "achieve the discontinuance of all test
explosions of nuclear weapons for all time", an undertaking which was to be
expressly reiterated five years later in the preamble to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Iuclear Wcapons and which is undoubtedly also refleécted in
article VI of that Treaty. urthermere, it should also be borne in mind that the
same puperpouvcr approved -— and not by particinating in a consensus, vhich may
sometimes mean mere passive acceptance, but by the positive and unequivocal act of a
vote in favour —- the-adoption by the United Wations General Assembly of three
separate rescolutiomms in thiee successive years (resolutions 32/78 of 12 December 1977,
33/60 of 14 December 1972 snd 34/7% of 11 December 1979) urging the three States

which had been conducting negetiations --— that is, the United States, the
United Kingdom and the Soviet Union -- first, to "expedite their negotiations with

a view to bringing them to a positive conclusion as soon as possible" and secondly,
to transmit the results iwmmediately thereafter to the Committee on Disarmament,

at the same time the General asssembly requested this Comnittce to initiate
negotiations on the treaty in question'with the utmost urgency", 'as a matter of the
righest priority" cr "immediately" -~ whichever expression you like to pick from the
three resolutions in which they arc severally used.

Naturally, il is the sovereiyn vight of each State to decide on the principles
of its foreign nolicy. However, it is also its inescapahle duty towards the
international community to let it know what to expect as regards the application of
those principlec. Ve were told during the debate =t the recent special session of
the General hssembly, in the words of ilrs. Llcanor Reosevelt, that-only tyrants'
promises "are in dcep contrast to their performances". If what that country wants is
the liri+ 2ss accelcration of the nuclear sraus race, then it should say so frankly.
The World Disarmament Campaisn fa which lilexico had the privilege of taking the
initiative two years ago, and vhich the General assembly solemnly launched at its
opening meeting recently, has the snecific purpose of providing reliable information
to the peoples of the world -- those peorles both of Hurope and the United States
who have been demonstrating in their millions {2 cxpress their desire for peace and
disarmament, and especially nuclear disarmanent.

a8 the General Assembly so rightly stated at its special session of 1978, if
nuclear weapons ceonstitute a threat to the very survival of mankind, it is obvious
that "all the peoples of the world have a vital interest in the success of
disarmament negotiations". 1t is only natural, then, 1lhat those States which wish
to be genuine spokesmen for their neoples should consider it not only an obvious
right butl aleo their imperative duty to analyse coldly and objectively the reasons
vhy, after a quarter of a century of discussions in the United Nations and the
various disarmament hegotiating bodies, it has stil1 not so far been possible to
agree on a treaty prohibiting all nuclear weapon tests once and for all. TFor the
purposes of such an analysis, I believe that it would be very useful to consgider
certain ree=nt opinions and facts of particular relevance, wvhich I shall now mention.
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In a book which appeared in the bookshops while the General Assembly was meeting
recently, entitled "Nuclear Illusion and Lzality", Lord Solly Zuckerman, undoubtedly
one of the best authorities on the subject, wrete as follows:

"In July 1959 Zg year that fell within the period of voluntary moratorium,
1959—19617, Harold Macmillan wrote that: 'The Americans ... seem now to be
turning against a comprehensive agreement (to include underground tests). This,
if true, is tragic.' DLater he noted: '"The real reason is that the Atomic
Commission and the Pentagon are very keen to go on indefinitely with experiments
(large and snall) so as to keep refining upon and perfecting the art of nuclear
weapons.' ...."

Amplifying the above remarks by Macmillan which he quotes in his book,
Lord Zuckerman adds some comments of his own, as follows:

"One reason vhy the iAmericans were so keen on continuing to test nuclean
warheads was that by the time there was talk about test-bans, they had already
embarked on a vigorous programme to develop ballistic misciles. The Russians,
not surprigingly, responded by intensifying theirs. This added another
dimension to the arms race, as did the dream of devising anti-ballistic missile
systems., s.0.

"In 1964, a year after the Partial Test-Dan Treaty was signed, York and
Wiesner, who were asocisted with Presidents Eisenhower and Kennedy at the centre
of the debate, published the article to which I have already referred, and in
which they stated that in assuring natiocnal security further tests of nuclear
weapons were unnecessary."

I should like to repeat that last statement to waske sure that members have
heard it: York and Viesner declared that no further tests of nucIear weapons were
necessary to ensure national security. Lord Zuckerman goes on to say:

"As they saw it, the increase in military power which might follow from
further testing and from the elaboration of more nuclear weapons was bound, in
both the East and the West, to bring about a decrease in national security. In
the censidered profegsional judgment of these two men ~- and they had all the
facts at their disposal —— a continuation of the nuclear arms race provided no
escape from this curious paradox.” -

That was the situation in the second half of the 1950s and the first half of the
1960s and things dc not seem to have changed much, as can be seen from an editorial
that appeared in the Ner York Times a wmere 10 days ago, on 23 July. Foxr that article,
which bears the vivid title, "Nuclear Send in the Iye", contains the following
statements, among others:

"The Ldministration has avoided test-ban negotiations for 18 months; it
clearly has no interest in the total treaty. That is too bad for Soviet-
American relations and for the cause of non-proliferaticn. Without great
military risk to either power, a total ban would do much to help discourage other
nations from pursuing nuclear weapons.
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"The Joint Chiefs of Staff invariably insist that testing is essential
for weaporis development and for confidence in the reliability of old warheads.
Their opposition is reinforced by America's weapons laboratories, which feaxr
for the future of their work if denied the right to test. But there are good
answers to these concerns that the Administration does not even bother to debate.
It sides with the Chiefs and uses 0ld scare stories about inadequate
verification to confuse Congress and the public ..."

This article in the New York Times continues:

"So there would be no insuperable obstacle to monitoring compliance. The
Soviet Union has gone further than ever before in agreeing to American-controlled
monitoring boxes where Washington wants them and to the idea of on-site
inspection on challenge...."

"A comprehensive ban would hamper improvements in warhead design, an
American emphasis, and explosive power, a Soviet emphasis. It would also
gradually erode confidence in the reliability of warheads on the shelf. But
that is important only for a pre-emptive first-strike. American strategists who
feel vulnerable to such a strike would actually gain security from a total ban."

That is the end of a quotation from an editorial which appeared in the New York Times
10 days ago, on 23 July.

At its second special session on disarmament the General Assembly, after
expressing its regret that it had been unable to adopt a comprehensive programme of
disarmament, said that it saw grounds for encouragement in the unanimous and
categorical reaffirmation by all Member States of the validity of the Final Document
of the first special session devoted to disarmament, their solemn undertaking with
respect to it and their pledge to respect the priocrities in the matter of
disarmament negotiations agreed upon in its programme of action. Shortly thereafter
in those same conclusions, the General iAssembly stated the following:

"Member States have affirmed their determination to continue to work for
the urgent conclusion of negotiations on and the adoption of the Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmament, which shall encompass all measures thought to be
advisable in order to ensure that the goal of general and complete disarmament
under effective international contrcl bhecomes a reality in a world in which
intemational peace and security prevail, and in which a new international
economic order is strengthened and consclidated. To this end, the draft
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament is hereby referred back to the Committee
on Disarmament, together with the views expressed and the progress achieved on
the subject at the special session. The Committee on Disarmament is requested
to submit a revised draft Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament to the
General Assembly at its thirty-eighth session.”
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We believe that the General Assembly was right not to contemplate any action by
the Committee on Disarmament during the current year. For we are convinced that
the fate of the comprehensive programme will depend primarily, not on the Committe,
but on the "political will" of a few of its members and ultimately, it might perhaps
even be said, on that of a single one of them which is very probably still not
prepared to take the necessary decisions, if the Programme -- as many delegations,
including our own, consider essential -- is not to imply any retreat, however small,
with respect to the Final Document of 1978.

We hope that during the next six weeks, which will constitute the whole of what
is called the summer session of the Committee on Disarmament, it will be possible
to establish exactly what the present situation is in this matter and how it may
possibly develop in the near future. It should be norne in mind that the Ad Hoc
Working Group on item 1 of our agenda, "Nuclear test ban™, will be beginning its
work for the first time. My delegation's position with regard to the gquestion of
"verification", which is given priority in that Group's mandate is well known.
Basically it coincides with that expressed by none other than the Secretary-General
of the United Nations in 1972 when he declared to the Conference of the Committee on
Disarmament: ‘

"I believe that all the technical and scientific aspects of the problem have
been so fully explored that only a political decision is now necessary in order
to achieve final agreement ..."

"When one takes into account the existing means cof verification ... it is
difficult to understand further delay in achieving agreement on an underground
test ban ..." '

"The potential risks of continuing underground nuclear weapon tests would
far outweigh any possible risks from ending such tests,"

That is what the Secretary-General of the United Nations said here in 1972, and
as we all know, he expressly repeated that statement in 1980 in his introduction to
the report of the experts.

It is thus clear that acceptance of that mandate meant a tremendous concession
on our part and we were only able to make that concession, as I said in my statement
on 21 April last, at the 173rd meeting of the Committee, because, as is stated in its
mandate, the working group "will take into account all existing proposals and future
initiatives, and will report to the Committee on the progress of its work before the
conclusion of the 1982 session," and alsc because, as is again stated in that mandate,
"the Committee will thereafter take a decision on subsequent courses of action with
a view to fulfilling its responsibilities in this regard."

We hope that the Superpower whose future attitude on this question will, as I
said earlier, in our view, be decisive for the fate of the comprehensive programme of
disarmament, will be able in turn to show the necessary flexibility so that it can
adopt a position on the substance of the matter that is consonant with the !
obligations assumed in the Treaties of 1963 and 1968 to which I have referred and
the position endorsed with its affirmative vote in the three General Assembly
resolutions which I have also expressly mentioned.

Only thus will the Committee be able -- and let us hope that this will come to
pass -~ to transmit to the General Assembly next year, at its thirty-eighth regular
gsession, a revised draft comprehensive programme of disarmament which will justify
the convening of a third special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament.



CD/PV.175
15

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of liexico for hic stotement and
for the kind words that he has addressed to the Chair. I nov give the floor to
the distinguished representative of Canado, His Excellency hAmbassador licPhail.

Mr. McPHAIL (Canada): Ifr. Chairmen, first of all, I should like to welcome
you to the Chair of the Committee on Disarunament for the month of August., It is
good to see you in the Chair. liany delcgations heve wvorked vith you in New York
and here in Geneva on disarmament maiters and I want to telie the occesion also
to thank fLmbagsador Okawa for his great efforts as Chairman in Lpril vhen he
attempted to preparc the Committee in ordexr that it would maximize its contribution
to the second special session. Illuch is expected of the Comnittece during this
period, Ifuch responsibility, therefore, lics with you. It is always o~ pleasurc
to see a fellow representative of the Commonwealth in the Chair. Ve ainm to
contribute to your success. Lt the same time, I should like to welcome IIr. Bensmeil
to the secretariat of the Committee on Disarmament. He brings vith hin experience
which will stand the Committec in good stead. )

Just before it adjourned last snring, I referred in a plenary meeting of the
Committee on Disarmament to its unique responsibility -- to negotiate. At its
regular sessions the General Lssembly does not negotiate, nor indeed wes this the
function of* its second specicl session on disarcament. ‘

Despite a number of shortcomings, the sccond special cession has reoffirmed
the critical role of the Commitiee on Digormament in tlic multilateral process of
negotiating arms control and disarmoment agreements. Indeed, the sccond special
segsion reaffirmed, in a number of ways, the confidence of the international
community in this Organization. Should we not therefore look quickly to the
future? Should we not build especially upon areas where substential progress hes
already been made? '

In planning our work for this short surmer session we need to husband our
resources carefully. In our view, the Cormiltee should focus its main attention
on three substantive areas —- chemicol weapons, a comprehensive test ban ond
outer space.

Issues such ag negative security assurences, radiological weapons and the
comprehensive programme of disarmement should, in our view, be given less

concentrated treatment. In the coses of negative security assurances and radiological

weapons, discussions during our spring sescion suggest that vhile these matters
need to be kept under review in the Committece, further consultations cutside the
Comnittee amongst individual delegations might yield the nost profitable results.
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The General fLssembly at its second special sescion devoted to disdrmament
charged the Committee on Disarmament to proceed with further worlt on the
comprehensive programme of disarmeoment. Dxperience ot the second special session,
and indeed that within the Committee lost spring, suggest that there might be
benefit now in a '"cooling off" period, Instead of immediately resuming our
efforts to reach a mutuelly satisfectory comprehensive programme of disarmanent,
the time may be ripe for reflection, for reformulation of neational positions, so
that we may, when the time is right, move ahead.

I should now like briefly to refer to problems related to our work on o
chemical weapons convention, the comprehensive test ban \Urking Group, and the
item on outer space. '

With respect to chemical weapons, I should like to recall the words of my
Prime Minister at the second snecial session: ""Given the complexity and
charactericstics of nony modern weapons systems, national technical meons may
not be adequate for verifying arms control and disarmament agreements. Consequently,
the international cormunity chould cddress itself to verification as one of the
most significant factors in disarmament negotiations in the 1980s". HNowhere is
this observation more apt than in our efforts to achieve a chemical weapons
conventiont. Under previous Chairmen of the chemiccl weapons Vorliing Group,
Ambassadors Okzawa and [Lidgard, much was accouplished: Ambassador Sujke has already
added his particular contribution to this progrcss. Ve hove now come to the point
where it is clear that the success of our efforts will depend upon the degree to
which there is agreement on adequate measures of verification. This, I repeot,
is now the fundamental issue before the Coumittee.

We have noted vith greot interest the Soviet proposals concerning verificetion
of a chemical weapons convention onnounced by Foreipm llinister Gromylko at the
General Assembly's second special session. We look forverd to exploring these
proposals in detail during this secsion of the Committee on Disarmament. Ve want
particularly to explore those provisions relating to "on-site verificotion on an
agreed Dbasis". In line with our cbjectives in achieving further progress towards
a chemical weapons convention, Conadian expertise vill be provided for a period
longer than in the past for technicnal discussions on verification matters.

Ve are pleased that the Working Group on a couprechensive test ban will commence
work at this session. Ve believe it to be in the interest of this Cormittee as
a whole thet it should begin substantive consideration of the items under its
mandate as soon as possible., Ve recognize, however, that given the shortness of
this session, sn in-depth examination of many of the icsues mey have to await our
1983 segsion. In the meantime, the 4d Hoc Group of seismic experts will mcet
from 2 to 20 August; the creation of the comprechensive test ban Vorking Group
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adds 1o the seirmic cxperts Group o dimeuncion oi additional importence, T
should like to recall thet Cenado has ployed nn active role for the pact
six years in the development of te naLLOHCT seismic Geta exchonge, vhich hes
been the primery. responsibility of tnc A¢ iloc Group of scismic experts. In
the forthcoming monihs, Ceoneda vill e aulc to Jjoin those countvrices vhich heve
been exchenging dots on a provisicnal bregis. In this wey we shell be one

3 (& &
fufther poxticipant in the definitive date exchonge from the cutset, Ve believe
FFals b‘v&\:‘_. all 12170 C8YL =~ g .;L‘_ ;.,».A (G N _I.:;: 2e -:.u L .f_ cl 2l = ’ U
that zuch an exchenge can anc. should be dmplenented in advonce of the
achigverient of o comprehencive tent ban tre:oty,

i—v;")

The threat ol an ~arme roice the international
commmnity ior come tine., Ii : Sgsembly has
acknovledgcd the Committee on Dis re:ponsibility to deal with this
subject. £g 2 beginning, ve he '-v, mittee ghould attemnt to define
he dimensionn of this problen, To thic end, it is our intention to - participate
actively in the consideration ¢ Commdittee ot this sumner session of the
icsues releveat to the prevencion of an crng roce in cutexr cpace.

I heve aingled outb the foregoing itens ng the important oncs for treatment

the Commwttee in this short surmier session, Therve arc indeed other itens on
our agenda Short thoucsh cur iime moy be, we chould tale up one of the most.
miﬂnlfwcwnh of these remoining itens, thot reloting to the crganization and the
nembership of the Committee con Disartioment. The effective functioning of this
body is at steke, Ve sgree with those whe heve avgued thot o review of our vork
methods iz nece Ve should Sﬁek to reach cccoxd on the resolution of these
matters, not onl the interects of the Committec on Dicarnoment ag o

oéy, out olss in the intercsts of resolving the

miltiloteral negeticting hody 1
subsbtantive trslts we hove befors us,.

T thini thot in this Committee it is neither proper noxr productive to dvell
on the shortcomings of the gzcond speciel session of the General liscembly devoted
to disarmamcnt. T gaid ot the outset todey thet we chould be forwerd-looking.
The teet woy this committee con reoffirm itc coummituwent to the arns control end

st in

disarmziment process the trust the internatione l conmunltr Fa¥
placed in it is « o 7 ien of concrete 2uxl precticel steps. There
indeed nre opportunitics before us. Let us seize ther

The CHALILA: I thonlk the repyecentetive ol Canade for his statemnent and
for the kird werds thati he hoee addrecsed to the Cheir. I nov give the floor to
the ﬂiuulnau1°h~u representotive of the Union cf Soviet Socialist Eepubllc

fnbassador Issraclye

[

i
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Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Russian)s
Mo, Chairmen, The USSR delegetion iz glad to welcome you, the renresentative

of Kenya, %o the office of Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament. Ve would like
to wish you a2ll success. You can be sure that the Soviet delegation will support
your efforts to promote the implementation by the Committee of the tasks it is charged

with.

I should like, on behali of the Soviet delegation, to express our gratitude to
Ambassador Okawa of Japar who so successfully carried out the tasks of Chairman of
the Committee not only during the month of April but also subsequently, during the
particularly responsible period of the second special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmement. :

Ve wish to welcome Comrade Datcou, the Ambassador of Romania, to the Committee
and we look forward to a continuation of cur traditional co-operaticn and friendship
with the Romanian delegation.

The Committce on Disarmament rosumes the work of its 1982 session at an important
time. Last month the second special eession of the United Nations General Agssembly
on disarmement completed its work. During that session the will of the international
community for peace, the determination of neoples to restrain the demon of war and
to secure the realization of the life-long aspirations of mankind for” a world without
arms, for e wvorld without wars, vere exnressed mere clearly than ever before.

Leonid Brezhnev, General Secrotary of the Central Committee of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union and President cf the Presidium of +he Supreme Scviet of
the USSR, in his mcssage to the secend cpe- ial session noted that "if we are to
singie out what is the mest importent. the most nrgent, what now vorries people in
all corners of the glcbe, what preoccupies the minds of stotesmen and public figures
in many countries of the wovld, it is the concern for halting the endless build-up of
ever more destructive types of wecanons, oehioving a breakthrough towards the
irprovement of international relations and averting a nuclear disaster".

2 U

&

&

Does not the powerful movement v peacs and disarmament vhich has lately
attained such strength in all countries of the world hear vitness to this? Cwing %o
the vigorous actions of the peace-loving forces the second special session provea to
be an important landmark in the eisorio of peoples to eliminate the threat of nuclear
war and to curb the arms race.

The question of preventing nuclear war was the principal, the central issue at
the scssion {rom the beginning to the cnd cf the work of +hig renresentative
internationzl forum. In the decument it adopted &t the session the Ceneral Assembly,
cXoressing itg profound concern over the *hreat of nuclear war and stressing that the
removal of that threat is "the most acute and urgent task of the present day", urged
all States to consider as soon as nossible "relevant proenosalsz", designed to svoid
nuclear war "thus ensuring that the survival of mankini is not endangered.

This means in the first instance the proposal that all nuclear-weapon States
asyume the obligation not to be the first to use nucleer woapons.,
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The bSoviet Union has unilaterally assumed this obligation. If the other
nuclear-weapon States follow our example, then the possibility of the outbreok
of nuclear wer will actually be reduced to naught since this would be tantamount in
rractice to a ban on the use of nuclear weapons altogether.

The head of the Hoviet State in his message also expressed a positive attitude
to the idea of a mutual freeze of nuclear arsenals as a first step towards their
reduction and eventually their complete elimination.

It is our opinion that the Committee on Disarmament should pay special attention
to these urgent issues which are of deep concern to the internctional public.

At its second special session on disarmament the United Nations General Assembly
in its decision unanimously reaffirmed the validity of the Final Document of its
first special session and the obligation of its member States to respect in
negotiations on disarmament the priorities agreed on in the Programme of Action.

This, distinguished delegates, places before the Committee on Disarmament, as
the single multilateral disarmament negotiating forum responsible for working out
concrete international agreements to restrain the arms race, tasks of vital
importance., It can Jjustifiably be said that the responsibility laid on our Committee
by the internatiocnal community through the United Nations General Assembly was never
s0 great as it is today. e should convert into practical measures the impulse .
given by the General Assembly to the solution of concrete problems of arms limitstion
and disarmament. It is all the more imperative as the international public
rightly expresses its serious concern over the fact that for more than five vears
now the Committee on Disarmament has made no progress and in fact has been merely
marking time.

It is not our intention now to investigate the reasons for the lack of progress
‘in the Committee's work., We have often spoken about this ourselves, and we have
frequently heard many of the reprecentatives sitting at this table also speak about
the reasons for the stagnation in our work. This very morning the distinguished
Ambassador of Mexico dwelt on them at some length. Progress in the Committee has
been blocked for a long time now, and the main reason is that certain States still
do not have the political will to undertake real measures of armg limitation and
disarmament under effective international control.

This cannot go on for a long time. The Committee on Disarmament will fail in
its duties as the single multilateral disarmament negotiating body and it will suffer
"the same grievous fate as befell other disarmament bodies which existed in the past
if it does not achieve decisive progress in its work.

In accordance with the priorities specified by the General Assembly we should
give our attention first and foremost to the problems of the cessation of the nuclear
arms race and nuclear disarmament.

It has long been a matter of urgency to set up an ad ad hoc working group on 1tem 2
of the Committee's agenda, "Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmament"., At the second special session of the General Assembly on disarmament,
the Soviet Union in its memorandum, "To avert the growing nuclear threat and to
curb the arms race'" proposed the elaboration, adoption and stage-by-stage implementation
of a nuclear disarmament programme. The major parameters of such a programme are set
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forth in the momorandum. lioreover, in compliance with the wishes expressed by many
States we agreed that one of the first stages of the programme would be the cessation
of the production of fissionable materials used for the production of various types
of nuclear veapons. The Soviet Union is ready to consider this problem in the whole
context of the limitation and cessation of the nuclear arms race.

The complete and general prohibition of rucleaf weapon tests is a very urgent
problem. Before the recess the Committee set up an Ad doc'”orklng Group on this
item, and we hope that this Group will proceed without delay to work on the problem
that was indicated in plain terms by practically =zll representatives when they agreed
on the mandate for this Group -- the problem of drafting a treaty on the complete and
general prohibition of nuclear weapon tests.

In view of recent press reports concerning the adoption by the United States
Administration of some new decision on the cuestion of nuclear -tests, it is
important to us -- and obviously to 211 those present in this room -- that the
United States delegation should clarify that country's intentions and indicate
whether it is ready to draft such a treaty or not. Clearly, this will greatly
influence the attitude of the States members of the Committee to the activities of
the above-mentioned Vorking Group.

In accordance with our decision taken earlier, the Working Group on Chemical
YWeapons resumed its vork before the start of the plenary meetings of the Committee
itself. This proves that the Committee is perfectly aware of the primary
significance of the question of the prohibition and elimination of chemical weapons,
one of the most dangerous types of weapons of mass destruction.

The Soviet Union is strongly in favour of the speediest possible solution of this
major problem. True to the humane purposes of the Geneva Protocol of 1925, the
Soviet Union has never used chemical weapons anywhere and has never transferred them
to eanyone. HMotivated by the desire to achieve a comprehensive and effective
prohibition of chemical weapons, the Soviet Union submitted to the General fssembly
for consideration at its second special session a text entiiled "Basic provisions of
a convention on the prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of
chemical weapons and on their destruction.

Our draft, which has been distributed as an official document of the Committee,
contains quite a number of new elements, inter alia on the question of verification
of compliance with future conventions, and we express our deep satisfaction at the
fact that both at the second special session and during the work of our Working Group
on Chemical Weapons many delegations gave a positive appraisal of the provisions of
the Soviet draft. The representative of Canada has referred to our Droposals at
this morning's meeting.

The Soviet delegation is convinced that there now exist all the objective
conditions necessary for a decisive advance towards the solution of the question of
the prohibition and elimination of chemical weapons. We therefore congider that the
Committee should prepare by the end of its current session a composite draft text of
a future convention containing both agreed provisions -- we hope there will be many
of them -- and those on which we have not been able to reach agreement during this
stage of our work on the draft of a convention.

The problem of the prevention of an arms race in outer space is not less
important, and it, too, has already been referred to today. Unfortunately events
are developing in such a way that outer space is becoming more and more an arena for
the arms race. It is for this reason that we ought without delay to start drafting
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an appropriatve international treaty. The 3oviet Union's concrete proposals on that
question -- a draft treaty on the prohibition of the stationing of weapons of any -
kind in outer space —- has been submitted for consideration to the Committee on
Disarmament. e concider that the Committee should set up an ad hoc working group
to draft the freaty, as well as to consider other proposals dlrocted at preventing an
arms race in outer space.

. Together with the delegations of other gocialist countries the Soviet delegation
hag more than once put before the Committee concrete proposals for the prohibition of
the development and production of new types and L new systems of weepong of mass
dectfhctlon. Our proposals in this respect have concerned both the Droblem as a
whole, and individual specific aspects of the possible production of new types and

systems of weapons of mass destruction.

To dispute the urgency of this problem would be to show inexcusable negligence
since we are witnessing the continuous creation of ever newer types of weapons of
mase annihilation. Thus the cruel neutron weapon has become a reality. The same
might happen also in the case of radfalogical weapons. We call on the delegations
of all the countries revresented in the Committee on Disarmament to show a realistic
understanding of these problems and to intensify their efforts towards the drafting
of appropriate international agreements on the prohibition of these types of weapons
of mass destruction.

I should also like to recall that at the second special session on disarmament
the Soviet Union swoke in favour of the renunciation of the use of new discoveries and
scientific and technical achievements for military purposes. This is a major and
sweeping problem which it will of course not be easy to resolve. But it is a problem
that exists and it is high time to start thinking jointly of ways to solve it.

I should like now to come to the question of the organization of the work of the
Committee's summer session. First of all I will say that for reasons you all know,
this session will probably be the shortest one for many years, a fact which in no
way reflects on the responsibility and the importance of the tasks which are now
before the Committee. It is precisely for this reason that we should organize the
work of the session particularly efficiently, that is not waqtlng a day or even an
hour on unnecessary procedural and organizational discussions

The most important question for us to settle immediately is that of the
resumption and effective organization of the work of the ad hoc working groups. In
accordance with the priorities reaffirmed by the second special session of the
General Assembly on disarmament, the greatest attention should be given to the working
groups on the prohibition of chemical weapons and nuclear weapoen tests. We are in
favour of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons, under the skilful and experienced
guidance of Ambassador Sujka, continuing its activities both in August and in
September, and perhaps in the succeeding months of the present year. The
Working Group on the prohibition of nuclear weapon tests should obviously begin its
work next week. Ve hope that orgsnizational cuestions not yet resolved will be
settled through consultations in the next few days. '

We would urge that consultations should be held under the guidance of the
Chairman of the Committee regarding the setting up at the summer session of a working
group on item 2 of the agenda, "Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmament.
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We also feel that there is no justification for delaying the solution of the
question of creating a working group on item 7 of the agenda, '"Prevention of an arms
race in outer space'. Ve believe that this working group should begin its work
during the current session of the Committee. Here, too, we are ready for
constructive consultations with delegations with a view to finding a mutually
acceptable mandate and resolving other crganizational problems.

As to the resumption of the activities of the cother working groups —-- those on
the prohibition of radioclogical weapons, on security assurances for non-nuclear-
weapon States and on a comprehensive programme of disarmament, in view of the limited
time and the work done over a number of years, during which marked divergences at
times appeared, we ought now to decide on the form and frequency of the negotiations
in the {ramework of thesc working groups. Ve are prepared to show flexibility in
this matter and to meet other delegations half-way. At the same time we shall
oppose any unnecessary rciteration of positions well knowm to all since that would be
a pure waste of the time of which we have so little.

There is one more cuestion to which we ought all to give some thought. The
General Assembly at its second special session resolutely reaffirmed the priorities.
established in the Final Document of the first special session. That was the consensus
view of all the countries represented in this Committee. Those priority questions
include such urgent matters as the drafting of a treaty on the complete prohibition of
nuclear wegpon tests, a convention on the prohibition and elimination of chemical
weapons, a treaty on the prohibition of radiological weapons and a number of other
international agreements designed to curb the arms race and especially the nuclear
arms race. In this connection, in our view, the need has arisen to establish time-
limits for the conclusion of our work on those agreements. Ve attach great
importance to this question and we express the hope that other delegations, too,
influenced by the relevant decisions of the General Assembly, will regard this idea
positively.

The Soviet delegation has come to the second part of the 1982 session determined
to negotiate constructively on the whole spectrum of items on the agenda of the
Committee and in conformity with the mandate received by the Committee from the
second special segsion of the United Nations General Assembly. On all the items on
the Committee's agenda, our delegation has concrete proposals to make, aimed at the
speediest possible achievement of mutually acceptable agreements.

In conclusion, I would like to express confidence that all delegations
represented in the Committee on Disarmament will make due efforts to fulfil to the
utmost the instructions given to the Committee by the United Nations General Assembly --
by the whole international community -~ and make a concrete, really tangible
contribution to the solution of the problems of removing the threat of nuclear war
and curbing the arms race.

The CHATIRMAN: I thank the representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist .
RepubIlics for his statement and for the kind words that he has addressed to the
Chair. I now give the floor to the distinguished representative of India,

His Excellency Ambassador Venkateswaran.
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‘Mr. VONKATESWARAN (India): Mr. Chairman, on behalf of the Indian delegation, I
would like tc welcome you, the representative ¢f friendly and non-aligned Kenya, as
Chairman of the Committee for the month of August. e meet today for the first
time since the conclusion of the second special cesgion of the United Hations
General Assembly on disarmament. Tne total failure ol that session to achieve any
tangible result whatsoever adds a sense of urgency and importance to our work here
as the only multilateral negotiating body. Ve hope, IMr. Chairman, that under your
wise and experienced leadership we shall be able to dispel some of the gloom and
pessimism that has descended over the international scene ag a result of the failure
of the second special ses 51op

I would also like to avail myself of this opportunity to express the sincere
appreciation of our’ delegation to Ambassador Okawa of Japan who, as Chairman .of this
Committee since April, not only nresided over the crucial phase of the preparation of
our report to the General Assembly at its second special session, but also
successfully steered us to a consensus on the setting uwp of an ad hoc working group
oh a nuclear test ban. In addition, I have great pleasure in extending a warm
welcome to Ambassador Datcou of Romania, a country with which India has cordial
and fruitful relations. His experience and knowledge will be valuable to the
Committee in its work.

The failure of the second special session last month to produce even the most
modest results has been a great setback to the cause of disarmament. Vhat is
especially regrettable is the fact that the report of the session failed miserably to
do Jjustice to the depth of concern and anxiety which oppresses the people of the
world at’ the growing danger of nuclear war. If one had to identify the single most
important cause for the failure of the session to adopt even a single measure towards
preventing the possible outbreak of a nuclear war, it is the patent fact that for
the most powerful nations the illusion of political and military pre-eminence vhich
is ashociated with the accumulation of armaments proved more important than the
special respon31b111ty they bear Lowards the international community to engure world
peace and security.

India, as you know, dissociated itself from the chapter on conclusions contained
in the report of the sesgion, Ve did so because we share the view expressed by a
large number of non-governmental org@nizationo and popular movements that survival
is not a matter of consensus. At a time when popular disquiet and anxiety over
thedangers<3f a catastrophic nuclear war have reached overwhelming proportions, the
session could not offer even one modest measure to restore hope. The credibility
of the multilateral process is now in danger of being entirely vitiated, unless we
in the Committee on Digarmament can bring a new sense of purpose and urgency to our
negotlatlng task, particularly on the priority items of our agenda. Ve may rightly
be dlsapp01nted at the failure of the second special session but we should not allow
that to discourage us in our efforits.

The summer session of the Committee this year will barely cover six to seven
weeks. It is necessary, therefore, to be carefully selective in our aporoach and to
focus attention on the most immortant priority areas. ‘e are glad to note that the
Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Veapons, which has been meeting since 20 July under
the energetic leadership of Ambassador Sujka of Poland, has at last come to grips
with the crucial process of reconciling divergent positions through an exploration
of various promising compromise options. This phase ¢f the Groun's work is perhaps
the most crucial and at the same time the most difficult. It requires intensive



CD/PY.175
24

(Mr. Venkateswaran, India)

work and imaginative diplomacy. It is, therefore, both appropriate and essential
for delegations to give the Ad Hoc Working Group the maximum scope for advancing
its work and bringing a chemical weapons convention closer to realization.

Needless to say, the newly created Ad Hoc Working Group on a nuclear test ban
will also be a priority area of concern. It is nearly 20 years since the partial
test-ban Treaty was concluded, with a commitment among the parties to negotiate a
comprehensive ban on the testing of nuclear weapons as 2arly as possible. There
is justifiable impatience in the international community over the continuing delay
in concluding a treaty on a nuclear test ban. We cannot, therefore, afford to lose
any time. We trust that within the time available to us this year, the Working Group
will be able to complete its limited mandate and clearly identify the choices
available to us with respect to the verification of a nuclear test ban. In this
connection, the Committee on Disarmament can benefit from a detailed and
negotiation-oriented report from the Ad Hoc Group of seismic experts. On the basis
of the conclusions reached as a result of our work this year, we should be able to
get down to the real business of drafting the text of a treaty on a nuclear test-ban
early next year.

A third area of major concern to all is the prevention of an arms race in outer
space. This subject is closely linked to the question of nuclear disarmament,
including the prevention of nuclear war. A thorough consideration of this item
is, therefore, essential, particularly in view of recent developments in space
technology, many of which have far-reaching and significant military implications.
Our delegation is prepared to be flexible as to the manner in wnich we deal with this
problem. We could, for example, set up an ad hoc working group on outer space,
which would in the first instance determine the scope of the problem and the
precise area that negotiations in the Committee on Disarmament would cover. We could
also explore the implications of several recent developments in space technology for
the field of nuclear arms limitation and disarmament 2s well as for the prevention
of nuclear war, The negotiation of an agreement to ban the davelopment, testing
and deployment of anti-satellite weapons would be a good starting point, in the view
of my delegation, although it must be clearly understocd tha* this again should be
immediately followed by other far-reaching measures that would cover the development,
testing and deployment of weapons of any kind in outer space.

The Committee on Disarmament would be rendering a real service if it were to
recommend to the General Assembly that pending the negotiation of concrete measures
in this field it should adopt a resolution declaring outer space the common
heritage of mankind to be used exclusively for peaceful purposes.

I commenced my statement by saying that the special session proved to be an
unmitigated failure, especially because it was unable to produce even one modest
measure for the prevention of nuclear war, the prospect of which hangs over our own
as vell as succeeding generations. What the special session failed to achieve



CD/PV.175
25

(Mr. Venkateswaran, India)

the Committee on Disarmament must now try to redeem, There are, of course,
differences amongst us over the concrete issues which should be the subject of
multilateral negotiations on nuclear disarmament. I believe, however, that we are
all united in our common determination to prevent the outbreak of nuclear war.
Several countries, including all the nuclear-weapon States, have now submitted their
views on the question of the prevention of nuclear war to the United Nations
Secretary~General in response to resolution 36/81 B of S December 1981 entitled,
"Prevention of nuclear war®. These replies contain some valuable ideas and
suggestions on the question, which is universally recognized as of the highest
importance. For example, the reply of the United States, contained in document

No. A/S-12/11/Add.4 states that "there is no objective of greater importance than the
prevention of nuclear war". The leaders of the Soviet Union have similarly
repeatedly stressed the urgency of taking measures to avert a nuclear catastrophe.
Other States, nuclear and non-nuclear alike, have all recognized the need to adopt
concrete and effective measures to reduce the risk of outbreak of a nuclear war.

It has also been recognized that both nuclear and non-nuclear-weapon States have a
role to play in this regard. It is for this reason that in the draft comprchensive
programme of disarmament which was negotiated inconclusively at the second special
session, the following measure under the section "Avoidance of the use of nuclear
weapons", figures without brackets:

"In this regard, the respective roles of nuclear-weapon States and non.
nuclear-weapon States in the prevention of the outbreak of a nuclear war,
especially through accident, miscalculation or failure of communications should
be clarified®.

The Committee on Disarmament has a clear responsibility to undertake urgent
negotiations on measures for the prevention of nuclear war, pending the achievement
of nuclear disarmament. Since a nuclear war would affect both nuclear and
non-nuclear-weapon States, belligerents and non-belligerents alilre, the prevention
of nuclear war is also quite clearly a multilateral concern of immediate relevance.

I would, therefore, urge that under item 2 of our agenda, the Committee on
Disarmament should immediately set up an ad hoc worlking group to negotiate, as a
first step, practical measures for the prevention of nuclear war. The working group
could take as a basis for its work all the replies received by the Secretary-General
in response to resolution 36/31 B, as well as the discussions on this subject
at the second special session itsclf, where various initiatives and proposals were
put forward by States in this regard. The working group could also identify the
respective roles of nuclear-weapon and non-nuclear-.weapon States in this regard, as
indicated in the draft comprehensive programme of disarmament. If by the end of the
summer session the Committee on Disarmament is able to come up with just a few
concrete and practical recommendations on this issue, which has generated such deep
anxiety and profound concern amongst peoples all over the world, it would have anply
justified its existence and restored its credibility with the international community.
"I would accordingly request you, Mr. Chairman, to put this proposal for an
ad hoc working group on the cessation of the nuclear arms racc and nuclear
disarmament before the Committee, so that an early decision wmay be taken and we could
get down to work forthwith.

These, then, are the areas on which we ousht to be focusing our attention during
the limited time available to us during the rest of our 1982 su: ion, that about
othar items on our agend:?

It is a matter of docp regret to us that despitc the spirit of compromise and
flexibility displayed by the non-aligned countries, a credible and meaningful
comprehensive programme of disarmament proved beyond our reach at the second special
session, I do not wish to dwell here on the factors rcsponsible for this failure,
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of which you are all aware. It must be stated, however, that a comprehensiveé programmec
of disarmament without specific and concrete measures of disarmament, a clear-cut
oraer of priorities, at least an indicative time=frame for its iiplementation and a
credible commitment thereto on the part of States, would be meaningless. These
minimum requirements.of a crediblc comprechensive programme of disarmament are based

in fact on the provisions of the Final Document of the first special session on
disarmament, which was adopted by consensus. We cannot, therefore, agree to any
retreat from that document. If there are those who wish to deviate from positions
they themselves subscribed to only a few ycars ago, they must bear tne full
responsibility for their actions. In any event, it scems evident to us, in the light
of our expérivnce at the second special session, that no useful purpose would be
served by another immediate round of ncgotiations designed to remove brackets from

the text that has now come back to us from New York. Ve need to reflcct over the
approach we have so far adopted on this whole issue and perhaps be prepared to explore
a new basis for reaching a consansus. Our own view is that instead of attempting to
drawv up a comprehensive programme of disarmament, whose nature and status is as of

now ambiguous, we should instead return to the original aim of negotiating a treaty

on general and complete disarmament. In her message to the General Assembly at its
second special session, the Prime Minister of India stated:

"Disarmament negotiations must once again revert to the task of achieving a
treaty on general and complete disarmament within an agreed time-frame, gg
1an discussed botween the Tnited States and the U3SR ir the Lireed
Principles and Draft Treaties of the early 1$40s. Although the problcms
involvad have become far morc complex, the basic approach and the principles
then formulated could still provide a basis for mcaningful negotiations”.

Only a treaty on general anc complete disarmament would be able to resolve
guestions relating to the measures to be implemented, the nature of the obligations
to be undertaken by States and the time--frame within which the goalfof general and
complete disarimament would have to be achieved. It would also resolve the problem of
effective international verification and control to ensure compliance with the
obligations assumed by States for achieving disarmament.

I would like to recall here that paragraph 38 of the Final Document explicitly
calls for negotiations on a trpaty on general and completc disarmament. Thé paragraph
states:

"Negotiations on partial measurcs of disarmament should be conducted
concurrently with negotiations on more comprchensive measures and should be
followed by negotiations leading to a treaty on general and complete disarmament
under effective international control".

On the above basis, our concretc suggestion is that the Committee on Disarmament
should start work on such a treaty and report the results achieved to the United Nations
Gencral Assembly at its thirty-cighth session.

During thc spring session, it was obvious that the working groups on negative
security guarantces and radiological weapons respectively had clearly reached an
impasse in their necotiations. In the limited time available to us during this
session, we would prefer that instead of convening regular mectings of those working
groups, their respective Chairmen should conduct inforinal consultations, especially-
with the delegations most directly concerned, in order to explore options that way
point the way to compromise solutions. It has bcen our experience that in a situation
of deadlock, meetings of a group merely rcsult in a restatement of positions and
sometimes even a hardening of positions. 1t would be best to avoid such a developient.
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Before concluding my statement, I would like, with your pcrmission, to
introduce document No. CD/2S5, dated 23 July 1962, containing the text of a draft
convention on the pronhibition of the use of nuclear weapons, uvhich was submitted by
India at the sccond special session. The draft convention ic an attempt to provide
a concrete and practical basis for the long-standing proposal by non-aligned
countries calling for a prohibition of thz usc of nuclcar weapons, pending nuclear
disarmament. T need not go into the rationale for the conclugicon of such a
convention, which will be self-evident. Both in Geneva and in New York, our
delegation has made several interventions in justification of such a measure, and
delegations present here are quii. familiar with the @rpuments advancad in this
regard. It had been our hope that in response to the widespread and rising wave
of anxicty and concern over the growing danger of a possible nuclear holocaust, the
General Assembly at its sccona special sesslion would have agrced to an immediate
prohibition on the use of nuclear weapons, pending the acnievement of nuclear
disarmament. Unfortunately, this did not prove to be possible. e trust
that delegations represented in the Committee on Disarmament will now give serious
consideration to the draft India has submitted and provide their rcactions to its
contents., Sincz it is put forward as a draft, e would, of course, be willing
to consider any sensible amendments or modifications to it. Lot wme make it clear
that our motivation in introducing this draft convention is to serve the cause
of the prevention of nuclesr war, the cause of human survival, and no other purpose.
Those who disagrce with our proposal should therefor: at least be willing to engage
in a meaningful devate on the issues involved and not attempt to reject it out of
hand as some delegations sought to do at the second special session. We remain
ready at all times to answer cuestions and to dispel any doubta that delegatione
may have on the text of the draft.

India has consistently tried to work actively and regponsibly to further the
cause of disarmament. It is not merely idealism that impels uz to vork for
disarmamecnt. In the aze of nuclear weapons, disarmament has become, for India
as a nation and for us all herc as members of the world family, a practical
matter for ensuring our survival. We all have our particular national interests
to serve. But we snould also be acutely conscious of the fact that in today's
interdependent world, no nation can escape thc common destiny imposed upon us by
the very existence of nuclear weapons. As the Prime Minister of fndia asked in
her message to the second special session: "in a war, the dominant thought is
to win. Can we do less for peace?'.

The delegation of India pledges to you, Fr. Chairman, that it will never be
found wantins in the quest for peace and security through disarmament, a peace that
is now more than ever beforc¢ a categorical imperative in drawing the world back
from the brink of nuclear disaster, before it is too late.



Cb/PV.175
28 -

The CHAIRMAN: I tnank the repr:sentative of India for his statement and
for the kind words that he has addressed to the Chair. I now give the floor to the
distinguished representative of Brazil, dis Excellency Ambassador de Souza e Silva.

Mr. DE SOUZ4 B SILVA (Brazil): Mr. Chairman, wy delcgstion ig pleased
to welcome you to the Chair of the Committee on visarmament during the current
month of August. You may count, Sir, on the full co-operation of the Brazilian
delegation for the discharging of your responsibilitivs. I aa confident that during
your Chairmanship this Committee will achieve substantive prozress in its endeavours.

Once again this single multilateral negotiating body in the field of disarmament
meets in Geneva to resume its work. This time, however, delegations are still
pondering the dismal results of the second special session devoted to disarmament,
which, as we are acutely awarc, did not reach any azreement on the substantive
questions placed before it. International public opinicn watched the proceedings
in New York with keen interest, and will certainly have derived the logical
conclusions from the failure of the second special session to meet the expectations
it had raised. No amount of pious zxpressions of regret will disguise the stark
fact that the second special session did not accomplish its task because the
comaituents to the Final Document of 19783 and to the implementation of its Programme
of Action have been systematically ignored in the policies of the nuclear-weapon
Powers during the four years since the first special session and in the Jay-to=-day
proceedinzs of the second session itself.

During the preparatory stases of the special session, the delezation of Brazil
repeatedly warned against the growing trend toward the dilution of the principles
and priorities inscribed in the Final Document. Upon the adoption of the report of
the third session of the Preparatory Committece, last October, I had occasion to
express our misgivings cver the opportuneness and the utility of holding a speeial
session on disarmament if no adequate proeparation were undertaken with resard to
the substantive questions that should be addressed. I stated then that 'some
delegations raised difficulties as to the acceptance of language previously agreed
upon by conscnsus', and thiat "such a lisavowal of commitments accepted only four
years ago is viewed by my delegation as a disturbing practice”. I ended those
remarks by saying that if substantive aspects were not sericusly discussed in
preparation for the second special session, its chances for success '"will become
s0 dim that it would be legitimate to ask ourselves whether it should take place
at all'.

The second special session did take place, howsver, and can claim as its only
substantive achievement the aldoption of a document that contains the "unanimous" and
Ycatezorical" reaffirmation of the validity of the Final Document of the first
special session, as well as a renewed pledze by all Member States to respect the
priorities agreed on therein.

Upon the adoption of the report of the second special session, my delegation
stated its understanding that such 1 reaffirmation amounts to a renewed commitment
for the immediate start of multilateral negotiations on such priority matters as the
cessation of nuclear-weavon testing and measures of nuclear disarmament. The
current session of the Committce on Disarmaent is the appropriate occasion to
ascertain whether or not member 3tates are preparcd to live up to their renewed
undertaking to honour their coumitments. As I have just said, the failure of the
second special session can be ascribed to the trend to backtracking from such
commitients. The contradiction betwsen the stated policies of some nuclear-weapon



CD/PV.175
29

(Mr. de Souza e Silva, Brazil)

Powers and those commitments is even more disturbing. HNevertheless, such commitments
were - formally reaffirmed at the close of the special session. Accordingly, the
credibility and usefulness of the multil-teral machinery for -disarmament, including
this Committee, depcend on the course of action that such Powers will choose to
follow. Governments around the world, as well as international public opinion,

will watch closely the attitudes and positions of those Powers during this summer
session of the Committee wun Dlsarmament .

Allow me now to turn to the 1mmediate questions of orzanization that are
before us, and which my delegation hopes. can be quickly dispused of so that the
Committee can dedicate the larger part of this short session to the substantlve
work assigned to it.

We ended our last session with four working sroups, namely, those on.a
comprehensive programme of -disarmament, radiological weapons,:negative security
assurances and chemical weapons. The latter has already resumed-its work on
20 July, and should continue to the end of the Committee's 1982 session. As for -
the comprehensive programme of disarmament, the second special session decided that
this Conmittee would continue its efforts to achieve a draft that could be submitted
to the General Assembly at its thirty-eighth regular session. ' After the experience
of the detailed but inconclusive discussion on the comprehensive programme both in
Geneva and. in New York, and taking into account the forthcoming thirty-séventh session
of the General Assembly, my delegation belisves that all of us could benefit
from a period of reflection on the options open to us with regard to the programme.
Acecordingly, the Committee might decide that the Ad Hoc Working Group on a.
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament should start its work some time next January,
a few weeks ahead of the scheduled date for the Committee's 1983 session.

As regards the working groups on radiological weapons and on negative security
assurances, the special report of the Committee adopted last April clearly showed
that the difficulties that lie in the path of agreement are not likely to be resolved
in the deliberadtions of this Committee for the time being. Progress on negative
assurances depends ultimately on orogress in the security pcorceptions of the
nuclear-weapon Powers and on their understanding of the manner in which their present
policies affect the vital security interests of non-nuclear-weapon nations. At.
the second special seassion the Governments of the U3SR and Frarice made important
unilateral statements on matters that have a bearing on the question of negative
security assurances. BRoth statewents represent, in our view, an evolution with
regard to their previous stand. The other nuclear-weapon Powers should examine
thoroughly those two statements with a view to evolving their own positions on the
matter, so as to_provide adequate ground for multilateral progress.

As for rndlologlcal weapons, the low priority of the issue and the nature of
the controversy over the scope of the proposed treaty would make it ‘advisable for
this Committee not to spend the scarce time available on the fruitless kind of
exercise engaged in during the spring session.

At the sawe time, the Committee is now confronted with the need to speed up
action on the top pricrity issue on its agenda, namely a nuclear test ban, on which
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a working group was created at the close of the spring session. In order to discharge
its responsibilities, the Committee should start by taking the remaining procedural
steps so as to enable the Working Group to begin its substantive task without

undue delay.

Proposals have also been made since the thirty-sixth session of the
General Assembly for the establishment of a working group on the demilitarization
of outer space. At the last session of the Committee, my delegation expressed
its doubts on the opportuncness of dealing with such question in the absence
of agreement-on the priority items of our agenda. The establishment of the
Vorking Group on a comprehensive test ban and the renewal of the commitment to
respect the priorities of the Final Document, however, seem to open up prospects
for adequate multilateral treatment of the nuclear test ban as well as of
questions relating to the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmament. If such assumptions prove correct, my delegation would not object to the
establishment of a working group on outer space, with an agreed negotiating
mandate.

» To sum up, my delegation propose8 the suspension, for the time being, of
the activities of the working groups on negative sccurity assurances and on
radiological weapons, The Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament would resume its proceedings in early January next year. During
the currcnt session, the plenary of the Committec would, either formally, or
informally, devote special attention to the discussion of item 2 of its agenda,
with a view to achieving agreement on the modalities of its substantive treatment.
The proposal by the Group of 21 for the establishment of a working group on
nuclear disarmament is still on the table, as well as the suggestions advanced
on the further development of the points contained in paragraph 50 of the
Final Document. Together with the discussion of those issues by the Committee,
there would be three working groups holding regular activities: the
working groups on chemical weapons and on a nuclear test ban, both already
established, and the new working group on outer space, whose mandate will have
to be defined before it can actually start substantive work.

My delegation is convinced that a decision on those lines would ensure

the best possible utilization of the short time available to us. We would hope
that, in consultation with delegations, the Chair will be very soon in a position
to make final proposals on the organization of our work for this second part
of the 1982 session. :

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Brazil for his statement. I
now give the floor to the distinguished representative of the Federal Republic
of Germany, His Excellency Ambassador Wegener.
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_ Mr. WEGENER (Federal Republic of Germany): Mr. Chairman, my delegation extends
a warm welcome to you as the incoming Chairman. Your long, distinguished service
both in East Africa and as your country'’s representative abroad have continuously
strengthened your reputation as an immensely experienced and skilled international
administrator and negotiator. You project the fine qualities of moderation,
fairness and efficiency which your country Kenya has brought to the development
of Africa in the international community at large and which, we arc now assured,
it will continue also to bring to bear in the future.

I would like to express gratitude to the outgoing Chairman, Ambassador Okawa,
to whom we are very indebted indeed for his excellent guidance at a particularly
difficult time. We gladly Jjoin in welcoming the distinguished new delegate of
Romania, Ambassador Datcou.

The brevity of our summer session should cause us to curtail our general debate
to a minimum. Accordingly, I will attempt to be very brief, and to dispense also
with the more general political reflections which we have all found useful for
setting the stage for our work on other occasions.

I would, however, devote a brief retrospective comment to the
second special session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament
which "ended "in New York on 11 July, and which thus immediately preceded our session.
No doubt, the session has yielded unsatisfactory results in many areas, nothwithstanding
the hard work, heavy investment of time and collective goodwill that went into
its preparation and marked its early stages. The outcome has been a disappointment
for many, and the Federal Government is among those which share that regret, the
more so since it deployed considerable effort to ensure a higher level of achievement
at the conference. But-my Government sees no reason to be discouraged by this
development. It rather places the emphasis on the reaffirmation of the validity
of the Final Document of the first special session, on the ensured continuity of
the world-wide disarmament debate, and on the maintenance of the principle of
consensus. In its view, the special session has thus confirmed the most important
principles which will c¢nable us to.continue to give a positive responsc to the
challenge of -disarmament which faces the interndtional community. All of us are
aware of the complexity and multiplicity of the problems before us: perhaps,
then, we .should admit that, forgetful of that complexity, we assigned to the
special session (with its relatively. short opportunity for negotiation) too
comprehcensive a task -~ that we set our sights too -high. '

But there arc a good many useful and positive clements in the "Conclusions"
of the second special session and we should also not forget that, parallel to the
session, the two major Powers agreed to embark on a momentous disarmament
negotiation in the strategic nuclear field and the fact that the first meeting of
the START tallks took place during the session itself provides encouragement and
impetus for the future.

The FPederal Cerman Covernment is dotermined ---- in tho spirit of

Chancellor Schaidbt’s spezceh of 14 Jung hefore tho United ilations - Lo continue

to work vigorously Tor the obhjectivaes of disarmamont and to make tontiributions that
are as conerate as possiblo.
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ost racvional and cononic wAanne,  Since all . topics on our
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The chemical weapons group has got off to an early and promising start. It will
easily become tne one work unit which will accunulate the maximum nunber of meetings
by the end of our session. T:is is perfectly in keeping with my delegation's
intentions. A comprehensive chemical weapons ban is highest on our priority list,
and my delegation notes with encouragement the new vigtas that have opcned up for
the Committec's work in this domain on th> basis of declarations made during the
sccond special session, mainly by the Soviet delemation. Thesc vistas have to be
explored with care, and have to be measured againat the requirements which many
countrics have established in the coursc of previous sessions, specifically in the
verification field. Uhiln my delegation generally welcomes the thrust of tiae new
Soviet proposals, we feel that therc may still be considerablo deficiencics, mainly
as regards the scope of regular obligatory on.site inspections:, and therc is a néeed
also to incorporates in the future chemical weapons convention a full-fledsed
contractual obligation on the part of all States to submit to on-site inspections
if a breach of the convention is alleged and a formal demand for such inspection is
put forward. In order to obtain a clearer view of themeaning of the Soviet proposals,
my delegation has submitted, in the form of a working paper, a number of detailed
questions. We are looking forward to replies from the Soviet side, and express -
gratitude in advance. The chemical weapons Uorking Group has commenced its work '
with considerable momentum and speed, and this momentum should be maintained.

In the view of my delegation it is imperative that the Working Group on nuclear
testing should get off to a rapid start under dynamic leadership, and that the
potential of the mandate of the Group which the Committee agreed upon in late April
be fully utilized with the aid of a well-structured work plan and a maximum of

"technical and political expertise. My delegation is - particularly interested in seeing
the work of this Group going ahead on the basis of realism, taking into account the
preparedness and ability of all participating countries to move forward at this time.
This would also imply that the Working Grioup does not disdain the principle of
graduality and brings in its harvest, limited as it may appear to some, at a time
when the fruits are ripe -- hoplng for new seasons to yield additional and perhaps
more dellClOUS fruits. :

The comprehcnsive programmc of disarmament is back on our list of agenda items.
My delegation has attempted to make the fullest possible contribution to the
comprehensive programme of disarmament, both prior to and during the special session.
We are therefore particularly saddened that progress in New York was not more
substantial. Yet the thorough discussion of all parts of the comprechensive programme
during the special session brought intermediate results that should not be
underestimated, and has certainly brought a better understanding of what the programme
must and can achieve. There is perhaps little point in devoting a major part of
this session ‘to further formal negotiations on the comprehensive programme, but
all delegations must now carefully analyse the results of the negotiations of June
and July and, on that basis, perhaps in the framework of informal exchanges, give
thought to how and when a new series of negotintions should be initiated, taking
into account our 1983 deadline for that venture. During the final stages of the
special session my delegation had occasion to suggest that we may also wish to
rethink the methodology and structure of the comprehcnsive programme.

As the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiological Weapons I am fully
avare of the difficulties that lic in the way of a successful resumption and
conclusion of negotiations in that Group. At this juncture, it appears important
that all delegations should gain a very clear view of the options that offer
themselves to negotiators. I have written to all heads of delcgations in that sense,
and would hope shortly to embark on some informal consultations on the basis of
reactions to that letter, before new formal meetings of the Working Group, if any,
are called.
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The Committee is to report to the thirty-seventh regular session of the
General Assembly on its membership structure, and must deal with a number of
thoughtful recommendations as to the restructuring of its work. My delegation
would wish to see informal plenary meetings commence at an early point to deal with
these important subjects. A more rational working structure, instituting a better
economy of its time, is urgent. My delegation is eager to concur with any useful
suggestions that would be weighed in this context.

The recommendation made in the course of the second special session that
the Committee should hold an extended uninterrupted annual session appeals to
my delegation, and has obvious practical merit. However, the personal link
between multilateral disarmament meetings in Geneva and New York must not be cut.
In our view, the future work schedule of the Committee should be such that Geneva
delegations could continue to make their full contribution to the proceedings
of the General Assembly's First Committee, and also, if perhaps to a lesser
extent, to the work of the United Nations Disarmament Commission.

We are generally in favour of a limited enlargement of the Committee's
membership with a view to enhancing the effectiveness of the Committee and we
would urge that, quite independently of and before tossing around the names of
certain candidates, the principle and percentage of such enlargement should be
decided upon without delay on the basis of firm, objective criteria. Among these,
the contribution individual countries can bring to our Committee on the basis of
their prior earnest work is of particular significance.

My delegation is eager for the Committee to embark on its concrete work
as early as possible, and promises you, Mr. Chairman, its full co-operation,

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of the Federal Republic of Germany
for his statement and for the kind words that he has addressed to the Chair.

We have now exhausted the time available to use for this morning's meeting.
If there is no objection, I would suggest that we suspend the plenary meeting
and resume it this afternoon. We would then listen to the last speaker inscribed
on my list, and immediately afterwards I would convene an informal meeting of
the Committee to consider some organizational work. If there is no objection, we
will proceed accordingly. Before I adjourn the meeting, I would like to announce,
on behalf of Mr. Skinner of Canada who co-ordinates one of the contact groups
of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons, that this contact group will meet this
afternoon immediately after the plenary meeting of the Committec in conference
Room I. The meeting is adjourned.

The meeting was suspended at 1.05 p.m. and resumed at 3.30 p.m.
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The CHATRIAN: The 175th plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmement is
resumed. As agreed this morning, the Committee will now listen to the remaining
speaker inscribed for itoday's plenary mceting.

I now give the floor to the distinguished representative of Sweden,
Mrs. Inga Thorsson.

Mre. THORGSON (Sweden): First of all, it is my very grcat pleasure to congratulate
you on advancing to the important office of Chairman of the Committee on Digarmament
during the month of August. The Gwedish delegation will, of course, give you it
full support in the execution of your office which you will do with the gkill and
distinction that we have been accustomed to expect from you.

I would also like to thank you for your kind words of velcome to me this morning.

Warm thanks go also from my delegation to the representative of Japan,
Ambassador Okawa, for the excellency with which he carried out his heavy duties as
Chairman of the Committee, not only during the month of April, but also behind the
stage of the second special session on disarmament. I want, furthermore, to welcome
the new Romanian representative, Ambassador Datcou, my old friend of many years from
the General Assembly's First Committee.

Likewise the Swedish delegation is very pleased to see this. year's disarmament
Fellows with us in this Chamber, and we want to welcome them here.

We have come together again -- we, the club of 40 nations -- committed, through
the votes of our countries over the years in the United Nations General Assembly, to
carry out successful multilateral disarmament negotiations. Have we come together
more happy, more sabisfied with the state of things than when we adjourned at the end
of April? ’

Between that drte and today lies the socond special session of the United Nations
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. Anyone pledged to the cause of disarmament
would, I believe, be prepared to agree with my judgement, that we are not more happy
than three months ago. The remaining impression today is that those Governments which
are genuinely committed to disarmament, as the cause of this generation of mankind --
and the Swedish Government belongs to those -- will have, following the five weeks in
New York, to redouble their efforts, with the aim of achieving a decisive breakthrough
in the fairly immediate future in disarmament talks. Otherwige the end result will
only be one. And let us admit that difficulties exist, obstacles exist, even
adversaries of disarmament exist to make results infinitely hard to achieve. We
experienced all of it during the five memorable weeks that we spent at the
second special session in June and July. Vhat should our judgement be on the events
that have passed since the Committee adjourned in late April?

The weeks in New York were weeks of agony and anguish. And at the end, on
Saturday, 10 July, we listened to an impressive list of speakers wishing to give their
final views on why so much went vrong during these weeks.

There is indeed very much to be said in negative terms about the General Assembly's
second special session on disarmament. But I do feel it of importance to emphasize
that most of what happened and what did not happen could have been forescen in advance.
Let us remember that the first special session, four years ago, needed six weeks of
vork, under scvere strain and almost to the point of collapse, to achieve the ultimate
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adoption of a Pinal Document that hasg, with full justification,.been called of

historic importance. This happened at & time when international relations, and

relations between the two Guperpoxerr in particular, were infinitely better than now.

The second special session was faced with the task of managing, in o period of five
ceks, to deal successfully w1th two main issues, of such magnitude and containing such

controversial elements, debated and negoticted over for years, that an unbelievable

amount of trust, confidence and goodwill would have been required to cope with it,

We all know that under prevailing circumstances this was simply not so. The task before

the second special session was comparablce to a request by the United Nations that the

two Superpowers should change their basic stratcgic concepts ovornight,

Thus, the necessary prercquisites for reaching beyond the 1978 Pinal Decument
simply did not exist, But, in my Jjudgement, four things were achieved at the sccond
gpecial session,

First, the session did adopt, by consensus, a concluding document, containing as
its final part 10 paragraphs of political conclusions,

Secondly, it adopted guidelines for the World Disarmament Campaign, which was
solemnly launched at the opening meeting of thc scssion,

Thirdly, it acted as a catalyst for onc of thc most impressive manifestations cf
free popular movements ever witnessed, not only in New York but wherever opinion can
be freely expressed, :

Fourthly, it assured the continuous consideration of the items on its agenda by
transmitting them to the forthcoming regular General ..ssembly session and, if necessary,
to subsequent sessions. No proposals are finally killcd.

Let me say a few more words on some of these achievements.

The concluding dccument is not a bad dccument., On the contrary it is, under the
circumstances, a very good one. t states the history of the past four years in clear
political terms. It contains, furthermore, a number of political stotements adopted
by consensus on issues which up to the very last mcment were heavily contended by the
major military Powers. What is even more important, ccnsidering indications that some
of these Powers were wavering in thceir dedicetion to the 1978 Final Document, is the
unequivocal and unanimous reaffirmeticn by all Member States of the validity of this
document, as well as their pledge to respect the prioritics in disarmament negotiations
established in its Programme cf Lction.

Most unfortunately, I shall have to return, in very sad terms, to this particular
point in a few minutes. This is due to scmething which became abundantly clear during
the five weeks of the second special session but which indeed is not a new phenomenon.
I shall dwell briefly on this matter as it is, beyond doubt, the main reason behind
our failures so far in multilateral disarmament negotiations. 4s anyone could guess,
what I am aiming at is the attitude of the Superpowers towards thesc negotiaticns, the
Powers which have, through their policics of negligence and cbstruction, blocked
pregress for years, the Powers which prefer sccret bilateral talks bechind closed doors,
denying this multilateral body the right and the possibility to negotiate the highest
priority items on its agenda, the Powers which disregard politically, although not
legally, binding United Nations resclutions, on which they themselves hove voted in
favour, the Powers which through their behaviour display their arrogance towards the
world around them,
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What has happened-- and not happened=-— so far in the field of disarmament
negotiations in the nuclear age is to me cvidence of the lack of insight, and
imagination, of these Powers. As a small piece of cvidence, I shall quote one sentence
from the letter which President Reagan sent to Gencral Rowny, the Chairman of the
United States delegation to the STaRT talks which opened on 29 June herc at Genevas

Yis the two leading nuclear powers in the world, the United States and the USSR
are trustees for humanity in the great task of ending thc menace of nuclear
arsenals and transforming them into instruments underwriting peace.”

I want to say in all sincerity that, judging those Powers by their performance
so far, which is one of an accelerating nuclear arms race, thc majority of the peoples
of this earth entertain grave distrust in these self-appointed "trustees for humanity".
We have the right to be equal pariners, for two reasons:

1. The nuclear~weapon States have shown that they are unable to free themselves
from a situation characterized by a morally and politically insoluble dilemma.

2. A11 States, be they nuclear or non-nuclear, militarily aligned, neutral or
non~-aligned, share the common fate of a possible nuclear holocaust.

isgainst the background of what we have witnesscd over the years and, most recently,
at the second special session, of obstructionist Superpower policies, I could not
believe my ears when I heard the United States delegatc on the last day of the session
say:

"The United States is proud of its record in disarmament."

Nor could I but disagrec with the USSR imbassador to the United Naticns when, on
the same occasion, he spoke of the constructive approach of the delegations of the
socialist countries and further stated that their positions accord with the aspirations
of the overwhelming majority of the States and peoplcs of the world., It is, of course,
deeds, and not words, that count when the performances of the Superpowers are assessed.
aAnd the deeds of the USSR speak against the words of the USSR at the United Nations.

One glaring example of the intransigence of the Superpowers, in this particular
case especlally of the United States, assisted by the United Kingdom, is of course the
behaviour before, during and after the second special session, regarding the question
of a comprehensive test-ban treaty, justly considered the key issue of nuclear
disarmament and thus the highest priority item on our agenda. This key issue has, as
we all know, a tragic history. So far, all efforts to get genuine negotiations started
have been in vain. 4t the second special session also, the resistance continued,
blocking attempts to have texts adopted which were watered down to a bare minimum,
Disparaging remarks made on that occasion about the usefulness of a CTBT on the part
of the resistant States might make us wonder about the seriousness of their rccent
agreement to initiate CTB discussions in a working group of this Committee,

It will, of course, again be rvcalled that, at the second special scssion, ecven
these States joined the consensus decision to adopt the concluding document which, in
its paragraph 62, states the following:

"The General issembly was encouraged by the unanimous and categorical
reaffirmation by all Member States of the validity of the Final Documcnt of the
Tenth Special Scgsion as well as their golemn commitment to it and their pledge
to respect the priorities in disarmament negotiations as agreed to in its
Programme of Lction."
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However, two weeks ago, 10 days after thelr support of this consenus document
at the United Nations, the Rcagan .dministration decided, 19 years after the
adoption of the partial test~ban Treaty, nct to resume the trilateral CTB negotiations.
This is grave news. Not that we particularly nced the tripartite talks, which were,
anyhow, only preparatory to multilaterzl negotiations in this body on our highest
priority item. But the scnse of thce United States decision secms to be to postpone
into the distant future any serious consideration of a CTBT.

Perhaps we should nct be surprised, as we were given advance notice, for example
in the memorable speech on 9 February by Dr. Bugene Rostow,the Director of the
United States Arms Contrel and Disarmament sgency, in this very chamber., He then
stated that the ultimatc desirability of a test ban has not been at issue, and that
"a comprehensive ban cn nuclear testing remzins an element in the full range of
long-term United States arms control objectives'., But he went on to say something
more stunning, and I quote him againi

"Limitations on testing must necessarily be considered within the broad range
of nuclear issues.”

How can the lumping together of the CTB and "the broad range of nuclear issues"
be in conformity with the legally binding commitments of the United States to a CTBT,
in the second preambular paragraph of the partial test-ban Trecaty of 1963, where parties
pledged to seek the achicvemert cf the "discontinuance of all test explesions of
nuclear weapons for all time™, a pledge which was confirmed in the non-prcliferation
Treaty of 19687

There is nothing in these legally binding documents, that were signed and ratified
by the United States, that links the CTBT to "the bread range of nuclear issues''s On
the contrary, a CTBT is explicitly said to be sought for on its own merits. The
United States has not abrogated thcese preambulaer paragraphs. From its recent action,
however, must we draw the conclusion that the United States dces not want a CTBT, that
through continuing nuclear testing it aims at continuing the murderous nuclear arms
race? But is the United States now prepared to face 2 situaticn where it will be
accused of violation of legally binding international commitments freely entered into?
When these commitments were made in 1963, through the ratification of the partial
test-ban Treaty by a Scnate vote of 80 te 19, the late Scnate Republican leader
Everett M, Dirksen saids

"I should not like to have written on my tombstone: 'He knew what happened
at Hiroshima, but he did not take a2 first step.'"

The next step seems to be in the distant future. What will be written on the
tombstones of those responsible for this deplorable fact?

Of course, there are also practical political considerations to be made by the
United States, relating to its glaring refusal to accopt full scope multilateral ,
negotiations on a CTBT., This Superpower should be aware of the rapidly mounting, and
fierce, opposition among non-nuclear-weapon States against the obstruction by the
nuclear—~weapon States of nuclear disarmament, in accordance with article VI of the NPT.
What will happen at the third NPT Review Conference in 1985, thtree years from now, if
by that time we do not have a multilaterally negotiated CTBT? Will the United States
take the risk of the collapse of the NPT, the only barrier, however deficient, that the
international community possesses against horizontal nuclear-wezpon proliferation?
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No, we should not have been surprised at President Reagan's decision two weeks
agos We had been given early warnings, But we are deeply sorry and shocked that it
was taken after the second special session, after the reaffirmation of the validity
of the Final Document of the first special session, However, following this new act
of disdainful disregard of consensus decisions at the United Nationsg, the United States
is providing cheap ammunition to its main adversary. It doecs make action on the
international stage unnecessarily easy for that Power.

Let me statc emphatically, that, in accurdance with Sweden's persistent policy,
for us a CTBT retains its fvll importancc both as a means to slow or stop the
proliferati:n cf nuclear weapons and as a demonstraticon of the pessible interest of
the nuclear Powcrs to finally initiate an era of mutual nuclear restraint.

It also remains wur vicw that the goal is, and must bc, to achieve a complete
test ban of uvnlimited duration. .4lthough we support what must be called a moratorium
in this contoxt, i.e. a test ban of limited duration, we consider it only an instrument
to promote the negotiaticn cf a pormanent CTBT under strict international verificatinn,
In this context, let me stress that Sweden does nct believe in internationalizing a
Threshold Test-Ban Treaty of the kind concluded in 1974 but net yet ratified by the
United States and the Soviet Union. Such a Treaty could not restrain a feared horizontal
proliferation of nuclear arms and is of little concern to developed nuclecar Powers which
could legitimize-- probably for a long time-- their intensc continved development of
nuclear weapons within the genercus threshsld allowed., It would amcunt to another
smokescreen for unlimited testing. 1 say this with scme emphasis as I understand the
latest move of President Reagan to be to lock for changes in that Treaty in crder to
further strengthen protection against violation of its limits. This would only serve
the purpose of showing some zeal in the search for some measures of arms control while
in reality there would be none.

. The Working Group now established should be utilized tc the full to investigate
all relevant aspects - f a CTBT., The Committec on Disarmament should bear in mind
that “the task of the seismic cxpert Group in important respects would assist and
underpin the activities of the Working Growp. In this context, let me alsc stress the
desirability of allcowing the expert Group to consider and report also ¢n the most
modern data acquisition and analysis methods available and of enlarging its
pessibilities for looking inte furthsr ways of verifying a test ban, such as through
the detection and measurement of airborne radicaciivity.

is the work of the CTBT Working Group uwnfolds, Sweden intends to reintroduce at
an appropriate moment relevant parts of its 1977 draft CTB treavy text, together with
new parts which take into account developments since then and the comments made in
the Vorking Group, so as to again provide the Committee with a complete and contemporary
draft CTBT text.

The brovity of this session of the Committee on Disarmament will probably only
allow for limited prugress on the other high priority item of chemical weapcns, on
which a lot of useful work has been pcrformed during the last two years. In so far as
there was a need for new political signals, we have noted with considerable interest
the outline of a draft convention presented to the Genernl iissembly at its second
special session by the Soviet Union. As it seems to contain or reflect a number of
features discussed by this Committce, it would be our hope that it represents a genuine
will to negotiate difficult issues and is not intended mercly to politically counter
certain dispositions in the chemical weapons field by the other Superpowér. We are
looking forward to discussing these questions in greater detail in the chemical weapons
Working Group.
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Ther-chemical weapons field appears to my delegation to be onc area of negotiation
where there is still hope for agreement, however complicated the substance. This
pportunity must be uvsed to the full by the Committee and its Working Group. Needless
to say,it will takc the active co-operaticn of the Superpowers not cnly in the Ccmmittee
but also throagh a resumption of their bilateral negotiations. We for our part are
prepared to make every cffort to contribute to a sclution of outstanding problems.

We would not be opposed, inter alia, to continuing work beyond the scheduled working
period of the vommittee, if this appears desirable to achieve decisive progress.

This leads me on to a few words cn the procedures and activities of the
Committee on Disarmament, which has been reaffirmed as the scle multilateral
disarmament negotiating body. Sweden doces not believe that we should allow a
discussion on this matter to develcp inte a great procedural debate, which would
deprive the Committee of much of its precicus negotiating time. On the other hand it
would be futile to deny that certain improvements and changes could be brenght about
through informal consultations., at this point let me make +he following brief comments,

We have s-me dombts about making this bidy a permaneni arcvnd-the-year negotiating
forum. Even the present work-load of the Committee strains the capacity of a developed
and technically advanced country like sy <wn. .. further extensicn of working schedules
and programmes would be likely to cverextend smaller delegaticns and would only favour
those large Siates or groups of Ltates whose sincere disarmament interest there is
scmetimes reascn to Coubt.

But there is, as I said, room fr improving the efficiency of cur werk. Thus,
the use of plenary meetings f.r making repeated general statements could be qu sticned.
Much stricter priorities should be set for the time allocated to working groups.
Whereas it would seem highly advisable tu provide addifirnal meetings for the
negotiaticons ¢n chemical weapcens and the CTBT and perhaps alsc for ~uter space, we
should scmewhat limit time allottcd to some other working gr ups, not becausc the
issues that they are dealing with are in themselves of seccndary impurtance but because
they are unlikely tr yicld results unlcss a change of wills and minds .ccurs. This
could in due course be ascertained through inf<rmei consultations.

Let me also recall wweden s firm view, which we share with many cihcr members of
the Group of 21, that the consensng rule of the Committee sheuld not any longer be
allowed to be misused in prucedural mateers, such as in blocking the =metting up of
woerking groups requested by a large majerity of Committee members.

HMuch has been said and much will have t be said abcut the imperative need for a
change of wills and minds, firsi and foremost in the leading military Powers. We have
waited for that change a leng time. Quitc a mmber of us have recently gained new
hope, not because ~f any signs i such a change, but because of the appearance of a
new and, hopefully, significant political force, the sharply awakening public awareness
of the tremendcus risks that this and coming generations run, if we allow the leaders
of the wecrld to continue their present course. For a growing nember of people, for a
swiftly growing number of pecple, the issuc has changed from being onc of deterrence,
of military balance, of inferiority or superi rity, into being an issuc f survival,

It is a matter of rapidly increasing awarcness of what a nuclear weapon actvally is.
For the first time since 1062, when lerman Kahn published his well-known bock, people
are thinking abcut the unthinkable. One of the reasons: +they have suddenly understocd
that they will have to d° so, becanse military and political leaders, by talking ab 1t
"contrclled nuclcar cointer-attacks' , Yprotracted conflict perinds", have made the
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unthinkable thinkable, i.e. by the logic of nuclear doctrines, nuclear weapons
are becoming usable. And people understand that this trend will have to be
stopped for the sake of survival,

The forceful and broadly based popular peace movements in West Europe and
North America are what George Kennan recently called the most striking phenomena
of the early 1980s, having already had an influence of events. They were very
much present during the second special session, and their activities during
these weeks were more impressive than anyone could have expected. No one who
participated, as I did, in the 12 June orderly, peaceful and gay mass
demonstration of 800,000 people for disarmament and peace, will ever forget
what role individual concerned citizens are able to play, and will continue to
play in the struggle for fairness, decency and peaceful relations among nations.
What has, by some, been called the dismal failure of the second special session
must never be allowed to overshadow the compelling need for all people of
good will to form an international disarmament constituency, to join forces for
the achievement of a safe and peaceful world and the betterment of human conditions
everywhere,

To relieve mankind of present dangers of extinction is the task of this
generation of men and women. A few weeks ago I listened to a moving testimony
to this compelling task by .a well=known American Roman Catholic priest, the
Reverend Theodore Hesburgh. He said:

"I experienced something almost like a religious conversion. For

thirty years I have been deeply engaged in trying to create a better

world, in the face of cextreme poverty in Asia, Africa and Latin America,
working to alleviate world hunger, to oppose the denial of human rights

at home and abroad, working against tropical diseases afflicting hundreds

of millions of humans, against illiteracy and for education -- and

suddenly it dawned on me -- if we do not eliminate the nuclear threat, all
of these other problems will be irrelevant, for there will be no more humans
on earth to have problems."

When the same consciousness is awakened around the world, there will be no
political leader, in any leading military Power, who can withstand it.
Disarmament will be the idea whose time has come.

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Sweden for her statement and
for the kind words that she has addressed to the Chair.

That completes my list of speakers for today. Does any other delegation
wish to take the floor?

Before I adjourn this plenary meeting and convene an informal meeting of
the Committee, I would like to inform members that the secretariat has circulated
today CD/INF.1l/Rev.7 entitled "Basic information for delegations on conference
arrangements and documentation. The next plenary meeting of the Committee on
Disarmament will be held on Thursday, 5 August, at 10.30 a.n.

The plenary stands adjourned.

The meeting rose at 4 p.m.




CORMMITTEE ON DISARMAMENT CD/PV.176
5 August 1982
ENGLISH

FINAL RECORD OF THE ONE HUNDRED AND SEVENTY-SIXTH PLENARY MEETING

Held at the Palais des Nations, Geneva,
on Thursday, 5 August 1982, at 10.30 a.m.

Chairman: Mr, C, Gatere lMains (Kenya)

GE.B2-65360



CD/PV.176
f)

~

PRESENT AT THE TABLE

Algerias Mr. M. MATI
Argentina: Mr. R, GARCIA-MORITAN
Augtralia: Mr. D.M. SADIEIR

Mr. T, FINDLAY

Belgiums Mr, A. ONKELINX
Brazil: Mr. C.A. de SOUZA B SILVA

Mr. S. de QUEIROZ DUARTE

Bulgaria: Mr. I. SOTIROV
Mr. R. DEYANOV
Mr. K. PRAMOV

Burma: U MAUNG MAUNG GYI
U TIN KYAW HLAING
U THAN TUN

Canada: Mr. G,R. SKINNER

Mr. J. GAUDREAU

China: Mr. TIAN JIN
Mr. YU MENGJIA
Mrs., WANG ZHIYUNG
Mr. SUO KAIMING

Cuba ¢ Mr. P. NUNEZ MOSQUERA
Czechoslovakias Mr. M. VEJVODA

Mr. L. STAVINOMA

Mr. A, CIMA

Mr. J. JIRUSEBK
Egypt: Mr., I.4., HASSAN

Misg W. BASSIM



Ethiopia:

France:

German Democratic Republic:

Germany, Federal Republic cfs

Indias

Indonesia

Trans

Italy:

Japan:

Kenya:

Mexicos

CD/PV.176

Mr. F. YOHANNES

Mr. de la GORCE
Mr. J. de BEAUSSE
Mr. COUTHURE

ir. G. HERDER
Mr, J. DEMBSKI

Mr. H. WEGENER
Mr. N. KLINGLER
Mr. W. ROHR

Mr. I. KOMIVES
Mr, F. GAJDA
Mr. T. TOTH

Mr. S. SARAN

Mr. N, SUTRESNA
Mr. N, WISNCEMOERTI
Mr, I. DAMANIK

Mr, C,M. OLIVA
Mr. E. DI GIOVANNI

Mr. Y. OKAWA
Mr. T. KAWAKITA
Mr. T. ARAT

‘Mr. C. GATERE MAINA
Mr. D.D. DON NANJIRA
Mr. J.M, KIBOI
Mr. G.N. MUNIU

Mr. A, GARCIA ROBLES
Mrs. Z. GONZALEZ Y REYNERO



=
D

<

iongcliac:

Moroccos

Netheriands:

Nigerias

Pakistan:

Romania:

Sri Lanka:

Sweden:

Union of Soviet Socialist

Republics

United Kingdom:

Jnited States of fmericas

CD/PV.176
4

Hr, D, DRDEMBILEG
Mr. S.0. BCLD

Mr. M.

CIRATBT

Mr. H. WAGENMAKERS

Mr., G.0. IJOWERE
CMr., W.0. LKINSANYA
Mr. T. AGUIYI-IRONSI

br. M. ABMAD
Mr, M. AKRAM

ALTAF

BENAVIDES DE L&A SOTTA

SUJKA

Mr. I. DATCOU
"Mr. T. MELESCANU

Mr., M.
Mr., A.7

Mys. T

Mr. C.

BICHIR

. JAYLKCDDY

THORSSON
LIDGLRD

‘Mr. H. FERGLUND
Mr G. BKHOLM

Mr. V.L

Mr. V.F

dr. V.IL.

Mr. D.M

. ISSRAZLYAN
. PRIACEIN

GAT

. SUMMERHLYES

Mry L.G. FIELDS

Mr. M.D
Me., P.

Mr. J.

. BUSBY
CORDEN
PUCKETT



D/PV.176

5
Venezuela; Mr. R. RODRIGUEZ NAVALRRO
Yugoslavia: Mr. M. VRHUNEC
Zalre: Mr. OSIL GNOK
" Secretary of the Committee
on Disarmament and Personal
Representative of the
Secretary-General: Mr. R. JAIPAL

Deputy Secretary of the
" Committee on Disarmaments Fr. V. BERASATEGUI




CD/PV.1TS
&

The CHAIRMAN: I declare open the 176th plenary meeting of the Committee on
Disarmanent, )

Before we listen to the speakers who will address the Committee today, I would
like the Committee to adopt its progerawse of work in iorking Paper No. 63/Rev.l.

As a result of the exchange of views at ths informal ueeting, two days have been
allocated to the comprehensive programme of disarmament.. If there is no objection,
I will consider that the Committee adopts Working Paper lo. 63/Rev.l.- :

It was so decided.

The CHAIRMAN: We turn now to lorking Paver No. 09, L1/ containing a draft -decision
on the request received from Greece to participate in the Committee’s discusaions.
If there is no objection; I will consider that the Committee adopts the draft decision.

It was so decided.

The CHAIRMAIl: May I now turn to Horking Paper No. 70, 2/ dealing with the request
received from Ireland to participate in the Commitiece’s work. If there is no
objection, I will take it that the Committce adopts the draft decision.

It was so decided.

The CHAIRMAN: I suggest that we take up now Working Paper No. 71, containing a
draft decision to re-establish the Ad loc Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme
of Disarmament. I wish to statz that it is the understanding of the Committee that
there will be no formal meeting of this Working Group cduring this part of the session,
but instead the Chairman will hold informal consultations or meetings of an exploratory
character, If there is no objection, I will take it that the Committee adopts the
draft decision on the basis of this understanding.

It was so decided.

1/ "Tn response to the request of Greece (CD/302) and in accordance with
rules 33 to 35 of its rules of procedure, the Committes decides to invite the
representative of Greece to participate during 1902 in tnz discussions on the
substantive items on the agenda at plenary and informal mectings of the Committee,
as well as in the meetings of the ad hoc working groups established for the 1982
session."

"Jith reference to the agenda of the Comaittec for the 1982 session and the
programme of work for the second part of its scssion, the representative of Greece
is invited to indicate in duc course the particular concerns of Greece.”

2/ “In response to the request of Ireland (CD/303) and in accordance with
rules 33 to 35 of its rules of procedurc, the Committec decides to invite the
representative of Ireland to participate during 1902 in the discussions on the
substantive items on the agenda at plenary and informal meetings of' the Committee,
as well as in the mcetings of the ad hoc working groups established for the
1982 session.™

"With reference to the agenda of the Committec for the 1982 scssion and the
programme of work for the second part of its session, the representative of Ireland is
invited to indicate in due¢ course the particular concerns of Ireland.”
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The CHAIRMAN: I also understand that there is agreement that the distinguished
‘representative of Mexico, Amoassador Alfonso Garcia Robles, should be reappointed
‘Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group. ’

It was so decided.

The CHAIRMAN: liay I extend to Ambassador Garcia Robles on behalf of the
Committee our congratulations and, at the same time, our thanks for having accepted
once again this important and hoavy burden.

e have now concluded with organizational guestions.
I have on my list of speakera for tod

a
Japan, Romania, China, France, Australia, S
Republic.

y the rcpresentatives of Czechoslovakia,
ri Lanka and the German Democratic

I now give the floor to the first speaker on my list, the distinguished
representative of Czechoslovakia, His Excellency Ambassador Vejvoda.

Mr., VEJVODA (Czecheslovakia): #dr. Chairman, may I be permitted, first of all,
" to welcome you to the post of the Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament for the
month of August and to wish you good luck in fulfillinz your duties. Our
delegation will be pleased to work under the chairmanshin of the representative of a
countiry which is a membor of the group of non-aligned countries whose active role in
disarmament negotiations Czechoslovakia values =o much. 1 would also like to thank
your predeccessor, Ambassador Okawa of Japan, for his very useful and valuable work
during the closing weeks of the spring scssion. It is also a great pleasure for me
-to welcome among us Ambassador Datcou, the representative of the brotherly Socialist
Republic of Romania. : i C

In view of the fact that our session started practically only a few days after
the conclusion of the second special szasion of the Geneiral Assembly devoted to
disarmament, it is quite natural that in most statements sianificant attention is
paid to an assessment of that session. Today, after a certain, though relatively
short time, we can evaluate everything positive that was achieved at that session and
consider how our Committec can most effectively contribute to the implementation of
its conclusions and recommendations, nowever meagre they werc and unsatisfactory as
regards the main questions on tine agenda.

Qur view as to whv we did not achieve more positive and concrete rasults was
unambiguously expressed in a joint declaration on the results of the second special
session issued by the socialist countries at the conclusion of that session in
New York. in reviewing the special session we proceed from the fact that even though
no specific conclusions and rccommendations were achieved, it was an important
international event which clearly confirmed the interest of 2n overwhelming majority
of States in putting an immediate end to the feverish arms race and in’'achieving real
steps toward disarmament, and primarily nuclear disarmament. This is the most pressing
taslt of today, a task which has to be accomplished in order to eliminate military and
political confrontation and diminish the danger of war, in the interest of
maintaining and strengthening the pirocess of détenta and devoloping international
co-operation. We also belicve that it was 2 highly positive feature of the special
session that it raised 2 whole number of urgent, topical issues the immediate solution
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of which is vital for mankind. Above all, this conceras such a grave prcblem s the
prevention of nuclear war and the closely rclated quastion of the noh-use of nuclear
weapons wnich bacame the central items of the spzcial session, Likc most delegations,
we also warnly welcomed the wessaze of L.L. Brezhnov to the specizl session which
contained a commitment on the part of the Sovicst Union not te be the first to use
nuclear weapons. Not only do we a2c in this comamitment a clear, concrete staep aimed
at resolving thc wost acutc problem of the present time but also a highly positive
contribution to the special sossion nand, as w2 can say today, also its aost significant
result. Already in the course of tho special session we emvphasized that the ~doption
of a similar commitment also by other nuclear powers would reduce the danger of the
outbreak of nuclear war and would amount to ~ factual ban on thec use of nuclear weapons.

Like the majority of wmembsrs of thc Committec on Disaramament and the world
community, w2 too cannot accept the concept according to which the existence of
powerful arsenals of nuclear weapons will nelp keepings the peace and maintain
international stability in the world.

Ve welcomed also other concrete proposals of tho Soviet Union submitted to the
special session, especially tha proposzl for the basic proviszions of a chemical
weapons convention, the proposals contained in the Soviet memorandum and those spelled
out by the Minister for Forcign Affairs of the USSR, A. Gromyko, in his statement.,
Again we can only regret that » siailar apvproach, thnt of submitting concrete proposals,
was not assumed at the sessicn also by tae delegations of all other militarily
advanced countries, and especially of thosec possessing nuclear weapons.

Vhile the special nossion had its important positive moments, as I statad before,
its results in major areas were quitce modost. Of course, uwe could hardly expcect that
any specific recommendations would be reached, for instance, in the field of nuclear
disarmament, taking into consideration that even the establishment of a working group
on nuclear disarmament and on the banning of nuclear weapon tests in the Committee on
Disarmament has been blockod for several years., It is also not very surprising
that tae General Assembly ~t it3 second special session failed to claborate and
adopt a comprchensive programme of disarmament, beenuse som: western countries pay
much greater attention to programies of continuzd long-term arms build-up shaped
in precise time-frames ratacr than to disarmament prosrammes. As for our
delegation, we arc ready to continue our active participation in thz2 preparation of
2 draft comprehensive progranme so that it can be subnitted to the General Assembly
at its thirty-eighth session, next year, rovertheless, we still believe that if
such o programme is to play a positive role it must not evode the solution of basic
priority questions, in particular in the fizld of nuclear disarmament. In the
course of further negotintions on the CPD no delegation should forget that the second
spucial session fully recaffirmed the validity of the Final Document of the first special
scgsion and stressed the obligation of States to respect in disarmament ncgotiations
the priorities of its Programme of Action.

In our opinion the World pisarmanent Campaign, the declaration of which we
welcomed, should help in paying primary attention to crucial tasks in halting the arms
race. For our part, we arc ready to take an active part in ensuring the succassful
and effective course of the campaign.

With regard to the fact that at the specizl sassion attention was also paid to
questions of the machinery for disarmament negotiations, I would like to underline
that our delegation regards the existing nemotiating forums and institutions as
sufficient for present needs. At the same time, we snare the view that there are
possibilities for furthcr rationalization aimed ot greater efficiency of the cxisting
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machinery, including the Committee on Disarmament. We regard several proposals
tabled in this context as notable and we are ready to consider them constructively.
However, the enhancement of the effectiveness of our work must be decisive.

These days the whole world public is once again recalling the tragedy of the
moment when a lethal atomic mushroom spread over the heads of hundreds of thousands
of innocent human beings for the first time in history. And it is most disturbing
that today, when the arms stocks are overcharged with nuclear explosives, the ruling
circles of a country whose leadership was already in the past not halted by its
conscience from testing in practice the pernicious a2ffects of atomic bombs, are now
playing with new dangerous concepts and ideas. They admit the possibility of a
first nuclear strike and plan the possibility of a so-called limited nuclear war, they
have started the production of neutron weapons and seek further ways of attaining a
higher degree of perfection of the widc range of other types of weapons of mass
destruction.

Therefore; no other task is more urgent at present than that of building a firm
barrier to thec danger of war, of preventing the threat of nuclear disaster and of
adopting effective measures aimed at the achievement of nuclear disarmament.

Since the problem of nuclear weapons emcrged, the socialist countries have,
in the various international forums, consistently been putting forward effective
proposals for its solution. The proposal of tha group of socialist countries of
1979 for achieving nuclear disarmament thoe implementation of which would not only
bring the nuclear arms race to an end but would also cnsuras gradual rceduction of
stockpiles of nuclear weapons until their complete climination (CD/4), has lost
nothing of its topicality; rather the contrary. We also consider highly
constructive tne proposal to elaborate, adont and to implement stage-by-stage a
programme of nuclear disarmament, contained in the Sovict memorandum “To avert the
growing nuclear threat and to curb the arms race. it is a realistic proposal which
takes into consideration also the views of otner States c¢.z. on the question of the
production of fissionable materials used for the production of various tynes of
nuclear weapons. Vie believe that all aspects of nuclear disarmament could be
effectively discussed within a working group dealing vith item 2 of our agenda, the
establishment of which we fully support. We also hold that the active participation
of all the da2lcgations represented in the Committee is a necessary prerequisite for
the fruitful activity of such a working group. ‘

The complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests has been heading

. our agenda for quite some time. Our delezation considers this item a question of
tha highest priority and has always favoured its effective solution. e also
maintained a constructive approach at the end of the spring session, when during the
process of the creation of the rclevant Working Group, efforts to restrict its
mandate were displayed. Now, when the Yorking Group is about to start its
deliberations, woe also consider discouraging certain information to the effect that
the United States administration has altered its approach to the achievement of a
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ﬂuclearuweapon test ban, We cannot but add our volice to that of the delegations
“of India,’ dexico, Sweden, the Soviét Union and ‘others, which have questioned the
United States apnroach. e also believa that an cxplanation on the part of the
United States delegaticn as to its approach to the Working Group on a CTB wouid
be very useful. ' ’

Thanks to the constructive work of the group of experts in the field of
seismolqu vho, after seven years of complicated negotiations, have in fact
resolved all the basic problems of the ve: ification system for a future
avreemew,, we can hope that this Working Group will be able this year to
_concentrate its efforts on the preparation of an agrcement in all its aspects.
‘Czechoslovakia is ready to offer the expericnce of its experts in'seismology and
intends to take an active part both in the aseetings of experts as well as in the’
Yorking Group. ‘ ' '

le welcome the increased activity of the Committee in dealing with the
problem of the prohibition and destruction of chemical weapons. The relevant
Horking Group, head ded by Ambassador Sujka of Poland, has since 20 July done a 1ot
of useful work. ‘UWe are convinced that ziven good 0011t10;1 will there are
sufficient opportunities for the elaboration of a convention o the prohibition of
the developnent, productlon and stock piling of chenical weapons and on their
dQSuructlon, including the establishient of an effective system of verification.
The Soviet proposal concerning the basic provisions of a convention submitted to
the second speclal session constitutes a new basis for undertaking decisive,stgps
towards reaching the desired ain. Ye consider encouraging the fact that both
during the sccond special session and in %Zhe Committce on Disarmament a numﬁet of
delegations reacted positivoly to the proposal of the Scoviet Union. tle hope that
a constructive approach will prevail also in the drafting process. In the present
cirquhstances we consider it desirable that the Committee should undertake,
preferably during this year's session, the elaboration of a composite draft cht
of a future convention. = Although we shall probably not achieve generally acceptablu
texts on all the aspects during this summer session, it seems to us that a composite
draft text could become a useful framework for an assessment of the progress achieved
as w»ll\as serving as an instrument for further ncgotiations.

A positive course in the coumplicated negotiations would, in our view,
undoubtedly be facilitated also by the implcementation of the Soviet proposal
not to deploy chemical weapons in territorics where there are no such weapons at
presant. At the same timc we cannot help wondering whether good political will
in this regard exists on the part of all States membeirs of the Committee., The
United States attitude to the solution of problems of such weapons of mass
destruction, its intention to start the production of binary weapons, the .
interruption of its bilateral negotiations with the USSR and the launching of noisy
slanderous campaigns are a matter of serious concern. '
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‘ The snormous progress achieved oy tho creative ana toechnical genius of

mankind provides already now real possibilities for finding solutions to such
pressing and universal oroblems as the strugple against hunsor, diseases,

want and many others. However, all this requircs that ssientific and technological
progress should boegin to scrve exclusively as an instrument of peaceful

aspirations of mankind.

The Czechoslovak Socialist Renublic, along with other socialist countries,
has for a long timc been proclaiming the uracney of taking some nrccautions which
woula prevent the furthor uisusz of the results of ascience and technology as woil
as tne waste of human and amaterial resources for the dovelopmaent and production
of neu types and systems of weapons of uass destruction. iz are convinceu that
the draftinz of the text of an appropriate international agrecuwent and consideration
of the possibilities of concludinz separate specific agreciients would be
considerably facilitated by thc setiinz up of an authoritative group of experts
which would simultanecusly observe and evaluate developmonts in this area. ’

The cdecision of tho Unitaed States administration to build neutron weapons
in numbers amounting to tens of thousandsz, in our view stronsly adds to tne
urgency of considering seriously the diaft convention on tho nrohibition of the
production, stockpiling, deployment and use of neutron weapons submitted to the
Committce in 1978 by the delerations of the socialist countries.

Howadays ue can also witness yobt anothes tendoncy, inzpired by the Western
military-industrial complex, that of the pcnetration of wcapons to arzas which
were not used carlier for military purposas. e condenn resolutely any steps
aimed at spreading the arms race into outer space. Qute;- space should ramain
forever fres of any weapons so that it cannot become a new sphere of the feverishn
arms racc and a source of further dcterioration in the relations among States.
Therefore, we support the cstablishaent of a working group which would deal in
full responsibility with thoe problem of prohibiting all types of weapons in
outer space. lic believe that a generally acceptable mandate for this group
could be agrecd upon without unnecessary delay 30 that we can start busincss-=like
negotiations on a number of oxisting proposals alrceady wmade at previous sessions
and at this scssion.

In this complicated international situation we regard 1t as espoecially
urgent to take a firm line of cnposition to the policy of warmongering. It
is encouragings that in spite of a complicated international atmosphere more and
more efforts are taking place to halt tho fevarisi arims race. It is promising
that espeeially in recent yecars tiic number of initiativc proposals from various
countries designed to resolve the specific tasks of disarmament has sharply
increcascd.

The Czechoslovak Socialist Renublic in the Committec on Disarmamant is
ready to contribute in good faith to the constiructive discussion of any proposal
or a set of proposed measurcs on disarmament which would be based on the principle
of equality and ejual sccurity.
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The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Czechoslovakia for his statement
and for the kind words that he has addressed to the Chair. I now give the floor
to the distinguished representative of Jopan, His Excellency Ambassador Okawa.

Mr. (KaWa (Japan): Mr. Chairman, it is a great pleasure for me to welcome
you back to this Committee, this time as our Chalrman. Many of us here will
recall the importent role you played as Chairman of one of the Committees of the
NPT Review Conference held in Geneva two years ago. My delegation is delighted to
be able to work once again under your distinguished leadership.

I wish to thank you very sincerely for the most kind words you pronounceu the
day before yesterday in connection with my chairmanship in April.

May I take this opportunity to welcome amongst us Ambassador Datcou, the
distinguished representative of Romania. I would alsoc wish to say how sorry wve:
are to learrn that Ambassador Yu Peiven of China and Ambassador Valdivieso of Peru
have left Geneva; while paying tribute to them for their work in the
Committee on Disarmament, 1 wish them good health and happiness in the years ahead.

The second special session of the General Assembly is now behind us. The
people of Japan and indeed the people of the entire world had hoped that that
special session would prove to be a constructive forum to promote new international
efforts for disarmament, and that it would be able to produce fruitful results through
our common efforts,

We cannot therefore but express our regret at the fact that the General Assembly
was urnable at the second special session, to adopt a comprehensive programme
of disarmament which was expected to be the principal outcome of the session. It
was worthwhile that the validity of the Final Document adopted at the first
special session was reaffirmed and +that delegations expressed their determination
to continue the disarmament process on the basis of that document. Iy delegation
also attaches significance to the fact that many Heads of State and of Government
and a great many sther digniteries were jresent at the special session and pledged
%o do their utmost for the promotion of disarmament, particularly nuclear disarmament.

In this comnection my delegation, at the close of the second special session,
expressed my Government's hope that it would provide a new and positive momentum to
negotiations in the various forums, such as those between the United States and the
Soviet Union on strategic arms reduction and on intermediate range muclear forces,
as well as negotiations in the Committee on Disarmament on such matters of the
highest priority zs a comprehensive muclear test-ban and the prohibition of chemical
weapons.,

My delegation considers that the duties and responsibilities of this Committee
as the single multilateral disarmament negotiating forua have been reaffirmed by the
deliberations in New York, because it became clear to all thet effective disarmament
measures can be produced only through serious and nainstaking negotiations.

If we are indeed to fulfil our role and respond to the expectations of the
international community 28 revresented at the second special session, I think we
should seriously review our working methods with a view to enhancing the
effectiveness of the Committeefs work.,
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In particular, this summer session will bs of very limited duratiocn -~ 5-cor
6 weeks at the most -- and we must endeavour to make the most of that short period.
My delegition therefore endorses the idea that, during this summer session, we place
emphasis on the truly priority items, i.e. item 1 (CTB) and item 4 (chemical weapons);
we would like to see more time allocated to these items than to the other items both

in the plenary sessions and in the working groups.

On the question of chemical weapons, the Vorking Group has been at work under
the conscientious chairmanshivp of ambassador 3ujka since 20 July, nrior to the
opening of the summer session. My delegation hopes that, on the basis of the
revised mandate achieved at our spring session, further substantizl progress will be
made toward the glaboration of the draft text of a convention by the end of this
session.

In this connection a number of noteworthy proposals were tabled at the
second special session by the delegations of the IPederal Republic of Germany, France,
the Soviet Union and others. My delegation hopes these provosals will contribute
to advancing our discucsions in this Committec. We have duly noted that the concevt
of on~-site inspections has in nrincinle been accepted by the Soviet Union, in
particular with respect to verification of the destruction of existing chemical
weapons stocks.

Japan has been consistently calling for the realirzation of nuclear disarmement
as a matter of the utmost urgency. Japan has, in particular, urged the early
conclusion of a comprehensive ban on nuclear testing, including underground testing,
with a view to restraining the further sophistication of nuclear weapons as the
first concrete step toward nuclear disarmament. It goes without saying that the
elaboration of adequate and effective verification measures is indispensable for the
realization of a comprehensive test ban. Thiz is why Japen hes been actively
contributing over the yecars towards the establishment of a system of international
co—operative measures to detect and identifly sicsmic events.

In this connection, we wish to express our regret that the rcopening of the
trilateral CTB negotiations --— vhich Japan has becen calling for -—- gseems to remain
beyond our reach in the foreseeable future. Japan wishes to :ppeal once again for
the early resumption of those triliteral negotiations, through joint 2fforts by the
parties concerned to achieve a breakthrough in their auest for a solution to the
problem of verification.

Under these circumstances, one can say that the role of this Committee on
Disarmament in achieving a CTBT has become all the more important. In that context,
the agreement at the end of our spring session to set up the i4d Hoc Working Groun on
a Nuclear Test Ban was most opportune. liy Govermment places. great heopes in the
work to be undertaken by the Ad Iloc Working Group in the sense that it could open the
way to truly multilateral negotiations on z comwrehensive test ban which Japan has
been calling for for so many years.

I wish to urge that we initiate substantive deliberations in the new
Working Group as soon as possible during this summer session, so that we may finally
start making progress under the agenda iten '"Huclear tect ban'.
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We may recall that at the recent special session in Wew York a great many
representatives of non-govermmental organizations and neace and disarmament research
institutions came to add their voices to govermmental delegates in calling for
nuclear disarmament. My delegation, and I hope many other delegations, listened
carefully to the fervent pleas of the Japanese NGO representatives who spoke from
their personal eXperiences in the atomic bombings of 1945. I trust that their simple
and stark messages were registered deeply in the minds of their audience.

Surely these appeals should be constantly borne in mind by us, as members of
the Committee on Disarmament, when we pursue our duty of accomplishing or trying to
accomplish effective disarmament measures =-— notably nuclear disarmament measures --—-
and we must endeavour to achieve what progress we can during this short session in
moving forward in that direction.

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Japan for his statement and for the
kind words that he has addressed to the Chair. I now give the floor to the
distinguished representative of Romania, His Excellency Ambassador Datcou.

Mr. DATCOU (Romania) (translated from French): It is a particular pleasure for
me, Mr. Chairman, to be taking the floor in this Committee for the first time under
the chairmanship of yourself, the distinguished representative of Kenya, a friendly
African country. Your wealth of diplomatic experience at multilateral gatherings
and your qualities as a patient negotiator will be invaluable to us during this very
important phase of the work of our Committee. In wishing you every success in the
discharge of your tasks — your responsibilities - I should like to assure you of
the full support of the Romanian delegation. Allow me also to take this cpportunity
to express to Ambassador Yoshio Okawa, the distinguished representative of Japan
and our last Chairman, my delegation!s admiration for the skilful way in which he
presided over the activities of the Committee, for his assiduity and for the spirit
of understanding he inspired. It is a genuine pleasure to see among the secretariat
of the Committee colleagues who have left us in order at the same time to remain
with us. I should like to offer my greetings to Ambassador Riki Jaipal, a former
colleague and a long-standing friend whom I am very happy to see again. I should
like, too, to express my sincere gratitude to you, Mr. Chairman, and to all the
representatives who have addressed such warm and friendly words of welcome to me,
words of encouragement which I anpreciate all the more in that I am returning —-
not without a certain emotion —~ to represent my country in this body after an
absence of many years. )

We are resuming the work of the Committee on Disarmament in circumstances of
unprecedented gravity. International relations are marked by very serious tensions
and the danger of the outbreak of new military conflicts, including a new world war,
is constantly increasing. 'The policy of arming is intensifying beyond reason and
the world is seeing the accumulation of a terrifying and irrational arsenal of
nuclear weapons with a destructive potential which defies the imagination. At the
same time, the balance of forces established following the Second World War, based
on the existence of military blocs, is no longer relevant to current national,
social, economic and political realities. We have in fact, now reached a period
in which efforts are being made to establish a new world balance between the various
States and groups of States, in which inter-State relations will be based on a
greater diversity of centres of power and more importance will be attached to the
interests and the role of small and medium-sized countries, of developing and
non-aligned countries. Obviously we are still at a dangerous crossroads, where new
conflicts and new states of tension may arise which, in the conditions of ever-growing
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interdependence that is characteristic of the development of contemvorary
international life, may hcve unforeseesble consequences for the peace and security
of all mankind.

During the weriod since the first special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament, in 19765, the arms situaiion has developed - - and this is
profoundly disturbing -- in a direction completely contrary to thal embodied in
the conclusions, the decisions and the documents then adonied by consensus. The
arms race has continued at an increasingly cccelerated rate; the volume of military
expenditures has grown constantly, breaking all records; cfforts vo develop and
manufacture new tynes and systems of weanons vith an unimaginable destructive
cap~city have intensified. The reole and importance of the military-industrial

couplex in foreign molicy have increased, mich only serves to accentuate the trend
towards the militarization of internmationai 1ife. urd at'l this hes taken place
against the background of the absence of significant rcsu ts in the svhere of
disarmament and arms control.

The present situation in Hurepe is particularly serieus, for Europe has beeome
a gigantic nuclear arsenal wherc vasi cuantitics of iveanons have been amassed, fer
surpassing any rational defence nceds, and vhere the two onposing military blecs
are confronting each other. The deployment and development of nev medium-ronge
missiles on the European continent further increcse the threat bto peace and sccurity
for every country of our continent and for the world a= o vhole, endangering life
itself on our planet.

I should like tc add, too, that military exwenditures cause great difficulties
and anomalies in the economic and social development of all countries and particulariy
the developing countries, aggravating the world economic crisis and raising an
important barrier to the achievement of - orld economic and political stability
through efforts to eradicate undcr-development and eslablisa 2 nev international
economic order.

At the second special sessicn of the United Wations devoled to disarmement,
Romania submitted a series of concrete proposals aimed at helting the arms race and
achieving disarmament. The suggestions of the Grand National rasembly and of
Nicolae Ceaugescu, President of the Socialist Republic of Romanic, wiilh respect to
the problems that were discussed at the second special session, havo been circulated
as an official document of the Committee on Disarmament, document Cu/ 6.

The Romanian people are profoundly attached bto the cauvse of dirarmament,
understanding and international co-operotion. This is in part beccuse, throughout
its long history, it hus frecuently oxperienced the horrors nd devacstotion of wvar.
Millions of Romania's citizens signed the appeal of the Romanian ncople addressed
to the United Nations General assembly at 1ts special session devobted to disarmament,
vhich has alsc been distributed as an offzci~l document of the Comaittee, “D/“O

It is the spirib of those tue documents which guides the Romanian delegation's
participation in the work of the Committee on Disarmement. imr wandate is clear:
it is to spare no effort in vorking, together with other delegations, to ensure that
everything is done to mut a stop to the infernal cyclc of military compnebition and
to defend the fundamental right of men and nations to life, to peace, to a free
and decenl existence. .

We share the view thot, particularly after the second specicl sessicn devoted to
disarmament, our Committee should redouble its efforts to try Lo recure the adopticn
of certain concrete measures and as far as possible to avord sterile polemics, which
are a vaste of the short time available to u.-. The important statements made at ci
first meeting and this morning, as vell as the proposals pul forward which ve are
study%ng carefully, seem to us to indicate thal such an ~pproach will prevail in the
Committee.
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The huge demonstrations in favour of peace and disarmement which have taken place
in many countries, including Romania, and have shown a strength and vigour never seen .
since the Second World War, prove clearly that world public opinion expects the
negotiating bodies in this field, and in particular this Committee, to produce
concrete results to save mankind from a nuclear disaster.

As many delegations have stressed, the second part of the 1982 session of the
Committee on Disarmament is very short. Furthermore, it is taking place between
the second special session and the thirty-seventh session of the General Assembly.
In the view of the Romanian delegation, these circumstances require us to make an
additional effort of will and organization so that the time allotted to us is used in
the most effective way possible. It is on this subject that I would like to make
certain preliminary remarks.

First, I would like to emphasize that, like other delegations, we consider that
it is a matter of the utmost urgency and moreover necessary as a demonstration of the
viability cf this multilateral body that real negotictions on the subject of the
cegsation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament should be initiated within
the framework of this Committee. I would like to stre:s that in my delegation's
view there can be no valid argument against the commencement of such negotiations.
The complexity of measures connected with nuclear disarmamemt is simply one more
reason for beginning the search for solutions as soon as possible, for there is no
better way -~ no other way, in fact -~ of finding solutions than a patient and
persistent search with a will to find solutions acceptable to all = to large and
small countries alike. This calls for the establishment of a more appropriate
framework for the search for solutions than that of plenary meetings. That is why
the Romanian delegation supports the creation of a subsidiarxy body of the Committee
on Disarmament, in accordance with the relevant rules of the rules of procedure for
the effective discharge of the Committee!s tasks in connection with the cessation of
the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. We believe that such a decision
would make it possible to deal with all the specific proposals which heve been
submitted to the Committee concerning the halting of nuclear weapon production, the
prohibition of the use of such weapons and other measures designed (0 reduce the risks
of a nuclear war started either deliberately or by accident, error or miscalculation.
Furthermore, it would provide an appropriate framework for the discussion of general
questions arising from the adoption of specific measures in tho nuclear field, and for
keeping Member States of the Committee informed about- the nuclear negotiations taking
place in other forums.

As the Romanian delegation has frequently emphasized the establishment of
subsidiary bodies is not an aim in itself for the Committee. But in view of the
present state of nuclear arsenals and the conditions of grave tension affecting
international relations, we believe that a decision to establish a subsidiary body on
the subject of nuclear disarmament could have a considerable impact, by showing the
political will of all of us to co-operate and to negotiate, lucidly and realistically,
in a constructive spirit, and with respect for the interests of all countries.

It goes without saying that the launching of negotiations in the Working Group
on a nuclear test ban, a vital element in the strategy for halting the improvement and
development of nuclear weapons, will be an important test for the Committee on
Disarmament. The appeal made this very morning by the distinguished representative
of Japan made a very great impression on us. For the moment, I shall confine myself
to stating once again my delegation's support for the urgent conclusion of an
international agreement prohibiting rmuclear weapon tests.

The prohibition of chemical weapons -- weapons of mass destruction - is
undoubtedly a priority area this year. Without now going into thi substance of thc
discussions on this matter, I should like to stress my delegation's support for

intense and constructive activity in.the Working Group which i resided over with
such devotion and dynam%sm by ou¥ colleague, Ag%assadgr Bogumi .u%ka of Poianh.
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The recent proposals made on the subject by the Soviet Union will, in our view,
facilitate the negotiations in progress. ’

The Romanian delegation also feels tnat the prevention of an arms race in outer
space and the prohibition of the use of scientific and technological discoveries for
military purposes are importent and priority subjects for our Commitiee's work. We
are convineed that the establishment of a working g—oup on outer space and the
organization of informal meetings, with the participation of experts, on new weapons
of mass destruction will provide us vith valuable opportunities Lo discuss these
subjects. The Romanian delegation would alvo like to welcome the decision taken this
morning to re-establish the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament, under the chairmanship of His fxcellency Ambassador »lfonso Garcia Robles
of Mexico. The informal consulfations which are to take vlace will, we are sure,

enable the Committee to start its substantive work on this subject nez® year vith
hetter prospect.s,

These are, in our view, the priorities of the Committesz on Disarmament during
the second part of its 1982 ession.

I would like to emphasize that, in my delegation's view, while concentrating its
work on these subjects the Committee should continue to give its attention to such
important questions as security assurances for non-nuclear-weapon .tates end
radiological weapons. The programme of work we h ve adopted means simply that during
this part of the session, which will necessarily be very short, we agree to the
discussion of these subjects in informal consultations so as to ascertain how best to
promote our negotiations on them next year.

We believe that certain specific tasks entrusted to the Committee by the
General Assembly at its special session, such as those of increasing its effectiveness
as the single multilateral negotiating forum and considering the auestion of an
enlargement of its membership, should also find a place in our programme of work. I
shall confine myself for the moment to restzting my country's position of principle
~- a position first stated here a very long time ago, practically at the start of
the work of the muitilateral disarmament bodies. We have in fact always considered
it a matter of principle that disarmament questions are of concern to all States and
that all, therefore, have the right to participate in the negotiations.

In contrast to the past, the trend which is now emerging in the Committee towards
a more pragmatic approach, and negotiations on specific questions, seems to us to be
among the good omens which give us cause for hove. For, there is still reason to
hope, in spite of the lack of concrete results from the General Assembly's
special session and perhaps even primarily because of that situation our negotiating
forum can and should make progress in the solution of the specific problems on our
agenda.

Romania considers that, today more than ever, the halting of the arms race, the
reduction and elimination of muclear weapons and other weapons of mass destruction,
and disarmament are the only alternagtive to the real risk of a devastating conflagration.

The most dramatic issue in the history of mankind -~ "Peace or war'" -~ - has
never before been posed so starkly in the form of the equation, "Survival or
extinction.

We are, of course, acting here in accordance with the mandate entrusted to us by
our respective countries and govermments, but as a multilateral negotiating forum we
are all, I believe, the representatives of the hopes of the peoples, of humanity, of
all those millions who are asking us to act before it is too late. Our responsibility
is therefore greater than ever before in the long history of disarmament negotiations.
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The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Romania for his statement and
for the kind words that he has addressed to the Chair. I now give the floor to
the distinguished representative of China, His Excellency Minister Tian dJdin.

Mr. TIAN JIN (China) (translated from Chinese): Mr. Chairman, first of all,
on behalf of the Chinese delegation, I would like to congratulate you warmly on
your assumption of the chairmanship of the Committee for the month of August and
to express the hope that under your eminent leadership our work during this
summer session will proceed smoothly. The Chinese delegation will co=-operate
closely with you. Meanwhile, I wish to take this opportunity to express our
appreciation to the outgoing Chairman, BAmbassador Okdwa of Japan, for his
contribution to our work, and warmly to welcome Ambassador Datcou of Romania
to participation in our work in the Committee on Disarmament.

As this session of thce Committee is being held subsequent to the
second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, it is
quite natural for us to review and reflect on our work. It is disappointing .
that, in spite of the enormous efforts made by many members of the Committee,
and particularly by the non-aligned members, the second special session failed
to live up to people's expectations that the session would promote disarmament.
The work on a comprehensive programme of disarmament, on wnhich the Committee
spent so much time and energy, ran into countless difficulties at the
second special session and no agreement could be recached on it. Even the review
of the implementation of the decisions and recommendations of the
first special session failed to achieve consensus. The course of the session
clearly indicated that the Superpowers with the largest arsenals lacked the will
to carry out disarmament and used various methods and prctexts to shirk their
special responsibility for disarmament. This is the basic reason for the failure
of the session. The failure of the special session to produce substantive results
also reflects the deterioration in the international situation. In recent years,
the hegemonists have dintensified their aggression and expansion and the
Superpowers have acccelerated the arms race betwecen them. The momentum of their
expansion and military build-up has not decrcased a bit, notwithstanding the holding
of the spccial session, This incvitably jeopardizes normal international relations,
thereby posing serious difficulties and obstacles for disarmament. From the
second special session we can draw one conclusion, namely, that the international
situation is closely linked with disarmament, and discussions of disarmament
issues in isolation from the international situation would be what a Chinese
proverb describes as '"climbing a tree to catch fish'"., It follows that efforts
should be made to overcome the obstructions and obstacles that aggravate the
international situation, as this would be conducive to the achievement of real
progress in the work of disarmament.

At the closing meeting of the second special session many countrics, while
expressing their disappointment, pointed out that the above-mentioned obstructions
and obstacles should be eliwminated and reaffirmed their determination to continue
to make untiring efforts for the causc of disarmament. Thc Chinese delegation has
the same feeling and determination with these countries.

I now wish to make some brief comments on the items under deliberation and
negotiation at this summer session of the Committee on Disarmament.

I. The cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament are
issues of common concern. With the intcnsification of the nuclear arms race and
the increase in the danger of war, the voice of the people has been heard ever
more strongly throughout the world in urging the maintenance of peace and the
prevention of nuclear war. We fully understand and sympathize with the aspirations
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for peace on the part of the broad masses. We believe that, with a view to
safeguarding peace and preventing nuclear war, it is necessary to identify the
source of the threat to internationdl peace and the security of countries
before effective measures can be instituteu to check the arms race and prevent
the outbreak of a nuclear war. At present, the two major nuclear powers are
engaged in a fierce arms race to seek for nuclcar superiority, and are
intensifying their deployment and preparations for a nuclear war. Under such
circumstances, the threat of nuclear war can be lessened only if these two
countries with the largest nuclear arsenals cease forthwith their arms race
and reduce substantially their nuclear weapons. Proceeding from this
fundamental principle, the Chinese delegation put forward concrefe proposals
at the second special session, the main content of one of which is to call on
the Sovict Union and the United States to cease.all nuclear tests, stop the
qualitative improvement and manufacturing of any kind of nuclcar weapons and
reduce by 50 per cent all types of nuclear weapons and their mecans of delivery.
Thereafter, all nuclear-weapon States should cease all nuclear tests, stop the
qualitative improvement and manufacturing of nuclear weapons and reduce their
respective nuclear arsenals according to agreed proportions and procedures.

Judging from the present state of nuclear armaments in the world, the key
to disarmament today lies in the cessation of the testing, qualitative
improvement and manufacturing of nuclear weapons and their reduction by the
two States with the largest nuclear arscenals, which measures we could call,
for the sake of brevity, "three cessations and one reduction’. Since they both
possess the capacity for overkill, a mere cessation of the testing, qualitative
improvement and manufacturing of nuclear weapons cannot bring about any reduction
in the huge nuclear arsenals in their possession and, consequently, would be of
no help in diminishing the threat of nuclear war. Only when the "three cessations"
are carried out in conjunction with the '’one reduction', will the nuclear threat
be diminished.

hAs a nuclear-weapon State, China is also prepared to assume disarmament
obligations. After the two superpowers hav: carried out the three cassations
and one reduction™ =2nd narrowed the gap between themselves and the other
nuclear-weapon States, China will be ready to Join all other nuclear-weapon
States in assuming the obligation of the cessation of the testing, qualitative
improvement and manufacturing of nuclear weapons and to join in a reduction
leading ultimatcly to the total elimination of nuclear weapons.

We are in favour of the establishment of a working group on nuclear
disarmament as proposed by many countries in the Committec on Disarmament. At
the same time, we hope that the United States cnt the UCSR will conduct their
nuclear talks in a serious and responsible manner, so that their negotiations
will result in agreements truly conducive to the curbing of the nuclear arms race
and to the reduction of nuclear weapons.

IT. The prohibition of chemical weapons has all along becen a quastion of
decp concern to the people of all countries. During the spring session, the
Working Group on Chemical Veapons made some progress in its work. Its Chairman
submitted document CD/CW/WP.33, which contains a summary of the deliberations
of the group 1n recent years. This will facilitate further negotiations.
Certain concrcete technical results achieved by the expert group on toxicity
determination will undoubtcdly be of help also to the work of the Committee.
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Starting on 20 July, the Working Group on Chemical Veapons has held
in-depth discussions and earnest consultations on the cxisting divergences
and on ways to resolve them. A numbuer of delegations, including the Chinesc
delegation, have put forward specific proposals in a positive and constructive
spirit.

China has consistently been oppoased to the use of chemical weapons for
massacring people. Ue are in favour of effective international investigation
into reported cases of the use of chemical weapons. Ve advocate the speedy
elaboration of a convention throush negotiation, providing for thc complets
prohibition and total destruction of chemical weapons, 30 as to climinate
once and for all the threat they pose to mankind. The Chinese delegation will
contribute its efforts to this task.

III. The question of the prevention of an arms race in outer space. The
threat to world peace and sccurity poscd by the decvelopment of weapons used in
outer space is causing increasing concern among the world community. The two
Superpowers are sparing no expense in the development of military technology for
use in outer space, and the arms race between them is steadily extending to
outer space. As is known, at present only tne two Superpowers have the means
to test, deploy and use weanons in outer space, and it stands to reason that
they should undertakc thz responsibility for the prevention of an arms race in
outer space. People should be vigilant against the practice in some quarters
of paying lip service to "the penceful use of outer space™ while actually
stepping up the development of various types of weapons uscd in outer space.

China firmly advocates that outer space be used for peaceful purposes and
for. the good of all mankind and strongly opposues the arms race in outer space,
which endangers peace and sccurity. Conserquently, it stands for the prohibition
of all outer spacc vweapons, including anti-satellite weapons. We are in favour
of the establishment of a working group on this subject. Uith regard to the
mandate of this working group, it should, in our vicw, be the negotiation of a
comprehensive treaty on the prohibition of outer space weapons.

IV. The question of security assurances for the non.nuclear-weapon States.
Faced with the increasing nuclear threat, the non=nuclecar-weapon States at
the sccond spccial session once again voiced their strong demand that nuclear-
weapon States should immediately and unconditionally undertake not to use or
threaten to use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weipon States, pending the
realization of nuclcar disarmament. This demand of theirs is fully justified.
The Chinese delegation to the session reiterated that China unconditionally
undertakes not to use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States. We
hope that the major nuclear powers will no longer cling to thuir respective
narrow, self-interests so that conditions will be created to enable the
Working Group to continue with its meaningful work,

V. The question of a comprehcnsive prozramme of disarmament., We appreciate
the efforts by many non-aligned countrics for the formulation of a CPD, which
went on until the last moment of the second svecinl session. We wish also to
express our admiration for the talent and devotion of the Chairman of the
Working Group on @ Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament and the chairmen of
the drafting groups at the special session. The Chinese delegation, having
participated in the whole process of the ncgotiations on a comprehensive
programme, fully understands the sentiments of disappointment and dissatisfaction
felt by the non-aligned countries about the failure to reach agreement on
a CPD at the second special session. V: share the viou expressed by some
delegations that, if the countries with the greatest responsibilities for
disarmament still lack the political will, it would be useless for the
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Committee on Disarmament to continue with negotiations on the CPD in the
same manner as before. We also agre: to n period of reflection on the
question of the elaboration of a comprehensive programmc with a view to
exploring new avenues, However, "cooling off" should not be used as a
pretext for prolonged delay.

The Committec'’s currcent summer session is of limited duration. We
hope that this session can resolve its organizational and procedural matters
without wasting too much cffort so that what little time there is at our
disposal may be offectively used on substantive discussions and negotiations.

The CHAIRMAN: T thank tha representative of China for his statement. and
for the kind words that he has addressed to the Chair. 1 now give the floor
to the distinguished representative of France, His Exccllency Ambassador de la Gorce.

Mr. de la GORCE (France) (translated from French): The Franch delegation
wishes first of all to offer you its congratulations and its very warm wishes
for every success in your task. The African country you represent is making a
particularly active and welcome contribution towards international co-operation.
We have seen that ourselves here in the Committee on Disarmament.

We are therefore convinced that under your guidance our work will proceed
in the best possible way.

I also wish to convey the Fronch delegation's congratulations and thanks
to Ambassador Okawa for the outstanding manner in which he accomplished an
important and difficult task, that of guiding our work last April, more
particularly as regards the preparation of the special report we submitted
to the Gencral fLssembly at’ its special session.

That session has already formed the subject of certain comments in this
Committea which the French delegation has heard with a great deal of interest.
Needless to say, it shares the feelings of disappointment which have been
expressed. It regrets, in particular, that the General Assembly was unable to
conclude its work on the comprehensive programme of disarmament, the session's
prime objective in the eves of many of us and a subject to which ocur Committee
had devoted much time and effort. Yet there arc some useful lessons to be drawn from
our painful experience in New York: disarmament is not an undertaking that can
be conducted in isolation from political conditions, upon which its progress
depends; and progrzss is possible only if the comprehensive and balanced approach
enshrined in the Final Document of 1978 and based on the principle of undiminished
security is respected.

Thus the relative failure of the second special session can lead us towards
a more sober and realistic view of disarmament problems.

Lastly -~ and, in our view, this is the most important thing -- the results
achieved at the first session, which for a time we thought threatened, were in
the end preserved: the Final Document of 1976 was solemnly reaffirmed, together
with the institutional system it sc¢t up, the central role of the United Nations
in the disarmament undertaking and the specific role of our Committec as a
negotiating body. o

The summer session will give us little time to show the greater effectiveness
the General Asscunbly asks of us. But we must make the best possible use of the
time available and, to that end, we must make certain choices. On this point the
French delcegation shares the views generally expressed thus far in our discussion.,
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On item 1 of our agenda, the Committee took an important decision last
spring by cstablishing a Working Group to examine issues relating to
verification which would arise in connection with a nuclear test-ban treaty.
The French delegation did not object to the consecrisus reached on that question.
It fully recognizes the importance of defining an effective and non-discriminatory
international verification system.

It would, however, like to remind the Committee of its position as stated
repeatedly in the past. In the French Government's view, the cessation of
tests must, as indeed is stated -in paragraph 51 of the Final Document, take
place within the framework of an effective nuclear disarmament process. My
Government therafore feecls that any commitments it might cnter into in the
matter of tests should be linked with those it would be prepared to undertake
as regards the limitation of its own nuclear forces. Allow me to recall,
however, that France will be able to embark on this process of reduction only
when the two principal powers, for their part, have reduced their nuclear
arsenals to such an extent as to narrow markedly the gap between those arsenals
and the nuclear means in the possession of my country.

That boing so, the French dclegation will not be able to participate in work
undertakeéen with a view to the elaboration of a treaty which the French Government
could not sign because the conditions for an undertaking on its part have not
been met.

With regard to item 2 of the agenda, cessation of the nuclear arms race and
nuclear disarmament, the French delegation considers that this topic should, as
it did last year, form the subject of a substantive discussion at informal meetings.

In particular, it would be useful to examine the modalities which would enable
the Committec to express its views on the bilateral negotiations in progress: the
question of the prevention of nuclear war -- together with that of the prevention
of war in gencral and the maintenance of security -- could also be discussed on the
basis of replies recceived on this subject by the Secretary-General.

Item 3 of the agenda, negative security assurances, will probably give rise
to only a limited number of meetings of the Working Group concerned. The French
delegation nevertheless wishes to recall the new position adopted by its
Government .and stated before the General 4Assembly by the French Minister for
Foreign Affairs. 4s Mr. Claude Cheysson said in his ,statement, France "will not
use nuclear arms against a State that does not have them and that has pledged not
to seek them, except if an act of aggression is carried out in association or
alliance with a nuglear-wcapon State against France or against a State with which
France hag a security commitment. In thus moving closer to the kind of guarantee
already made by others, France hopes to facilitate the drafting of a Sccurity Council
resolution on this issue".

By espousing this attitude the French Government hopes to promote the adoption
of a common formula.

The French delegation, like many others, considers that chemical weapons
constitute one of the priority items on our agenda and the item upon which our
efforts should be concentrated in tha coming weeks; in present circumstances,
it is undoubtedly the field where concrete results are most urgently needed
and where real progress is possible.
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But the urgency of the problewm should not make us adopt an over-=hasty
solution =~ on the contrary. It would serve no purpose to embark prematurely
on the drafting of a text which on many points would be a mere Jjuxtaposition
of statements of different positions; these positions must first be given
thorough examination and efforts must be made to see how far they may be
compatible with onc another.

Among recent proposals made on the subject of chamical we2apons, my
delegation noted with the utmost interest thosc put forward at the
second special session on disarmamcnt by Mr. Gromyko, the Minister for
Foreign Affairs of the Soviet Union, and reproduced ina document submitted
last month to the Working Group on Chemical leapons. . numbor of questions
have been put to the Soviet delegation on the subject of that proposal and
there will no doubt be others; the French delegation will undoubtedly wish
to ask for clarifications on a number of points. Those questions and the
Soviet Union's replies to them are of interasst to the Committee as a whole,
and the exchange will make a contribution of the highest importance to the
consideration of the substantive problems that remain to be solved. Only
when those substantive problems have been cxamined will it be possible to
judge how far the drafting of a composite text would be useful to the
progress of our work this year.

Among those problcms, none is more essential than that of verification.
In fact, only effective verification of each party's fulfilment of its
undertakings can guarantee that the convention on chemical weapons will
increase the security of all.

We consider that the system of verification to be established by the
convention should be based essentially on international verification. We
regard acceptance of such a system as the criterion of the political will
to conclude the convention and to carry out its commitments in good faith.

With regard to the working groups on radiological weapons and on a
comprehensive programme of disarmament, it seens to us, as to other
delegations, that they can be left in abeyance during the summer session.
We should, however, be very happy if informal consultations conducted by
their chairmen yiclded some progress.

The last item on our agenda -- the new item, on the subject of outer
space == has already given risc to statements of substance. Many delegations,
including our own, are in favour of the establishment of a working group.

We are also in favour of the starting of consultations on thc terms of the
mandate of such 2 group. We should also like discussions on the substance
of the question to continue so as to shed niore light on the various aspects
of this very complex issue.

Lastly, the Committee must, in accordance with the conclusions adopted
at the second special session, report to the General isscmbly 4t its
next session on a possible enlargement of its membership. Consultations on
this subject ought therefore to be initiated among us very soon. The French
delegation will approach them with a very open mind; it takes a sympathetic
view of the candidatures submitted by countrics which have a sincere interest
in disarmament negotiations and some of which have already made a substantial
contribution to our work.
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The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of France for his statement and for
the kind words that he has addressed to the Chair. I now give the floor to the
distinguished representative of Australia, His Excellency Ambassador Sadleir.

Mr. SADLEIR (Australia): Hr. Chairman, on bzhalf of the Australian delegation
may I congratulate you and welcome you as our Chairman. So many strands link my
own country to yours. So many qualities have brought you to this key position.
That can only benefit the Committee as it faces a short, sharp and intensive
summer session. I also take the opportunity to thank Ambassador Okawa of Japan
for his outstanding work in overcoming so many challenges to bring the Committee
in such good shape to the second special session on disarmament, I wish, too,
to welcome Ambassador Datcou of Romania who joins us at this session.

The General Assembly'’s second special session on disarmament interrupted the
schedule of this Committee for 1982. The meagre outcome of the session remains
fresh in our minds and will have its effects on our work in coming weeks. There
is a range of interpretations on what went wrong at that special session, although
there is unanimity that the session fell short of its aims. DNone the less, the
aims continue to be worth striving for. I should like in my brief intervention
today to set aside the interpretations, to acknowledge the consensus and, going
on from there, to suggest a constructive approach to our work in the Committee.

It was not entirely surprising, Mr. Chairman, that the General Assembly in
its five weeks session proved unable to negotiate agrced texts. One of the .
recommendations of the first special session was that the body entrusted with
negotiating on disarmament should be of li.ited size. We did not really need a
second lesson to show that a large. forum, operating on formal rules with speakers
given the floor in order, is an inefficient system for dialogue and for compromise.
Sometimes it may be possible to achieve results by that mecthod but in matters of
international security it will always be difficult. The lessons I hope we can
draw from the unproductive outcome of the second special session are, first, that
the Committee on Disarmament itself probably offers the best prospects for
international agreement on disarmament, secondly, that the Committee’s membership
and work methods should be finely tuned to that purpose and, thirdly, that our
agenda should be so fashioned as to help us gain our objectives.

It is the view of my delegation, Mr. Chairman, that, more than ever, the
Committee on Disarmament as an institution deserves the strongest support. It is
here that compromises, if they are at all possible, should be attempted. It is
here that formality should give way to consultation, and rhetoric to the search
for middle positions. Perhaps we could achieve reforms along these lines by setting
aside periods for debate with the aim of coming to decisions =- but we did try
that in 1961 and 1982 and did not make significant progress. An alternative way
has to some extent been pionecered in the chemical weapons Workingz Group, and here
I pay tribute to the imaginative approach of Ambassador Sujka, its Chairman,
whereby the participation of members is on an informal, looscly structured basis.
So long as there is control and full accounting to the subsidiary bodies of the
Committee or the plenary itself at appropriate stages, this approach could well
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increase our. effectiveness. Creeping informality, if I might so describe the
approach, could have other benefits in roducing those procedural difficulties which
charactebized. the early years of this Committee’s history, and served ©O delay

its real work. It would, for example, Mr. Chairman, do us more good than harm

if we distinguished oursclves less, if we rcferrced to cach other by name, alloved
points to be taken more issue by issuc than strictly by the order in which
speakers speak, and, generally, took advantage of our unique round-table structure
to foster negotiation.

Tt follows from what T have just said; Mr. Chairman, that my delegation
favours some review of our vork methods and o parallel review of our membersihip;
we would not, however, favour any prolongéd debate on either issue, nor do ve seck
much expansion, if any, in our numbers.  YWe may not be at optimal size right now,
although I suspect we are close to it. In any casc it is, in my view, inuch more
important that we develop our negotiating potential. This, as I have said, can
best be done informally. If we move in this direction we will have learned from
our experiences at the second special session.

I turn now, Mr. Chairnen, to our asgenda. Some things on it call for a
greater effort than before, but others, I suggest, should not continue to absorb
so much of our energies. In short, with the sccond special scssion hehind us, it
is timely for us to review our agenda.

Three items currently on the agenda have, in recont years, been exhaustively
dealt with in working groups and have reached a point where we can rightly question
the usefulness of procceding as before. The first is the comprehensive programme
of disarmament. Australia was naturally disappointed that agreement could not
be reached on the programmc at thc second special session, particularly since
our own delegation, alons with many others, had put much effort into the matter.
In many respects the CPD proved simply too large and complex an cnterprise
in view of the limited time available to the speocial session. However, everything
is far from lost. On the contrary: we have gained for ourselves a pericd in
which to reflect on the progress made so far and to ferret out new approaches
to the comprehensive programme.

In this respect we welcome the decision just taken that, sven though the CPD
Working Group nceds for procedural reasons to be re-estaplished at this session,
no meetings will be held until next year. The intervaening period should certainly
be put to good use, not only through informal contacts between delesations but
also perhaps between delegations and the Chairman of the Working Group,

Ambassador Garcfa Robles. A particular aspect on which a tentative start might
be ade is the introduction, or preamble, which, as Ambassador Garcfa Robles
himself has mentioned, delegations did not have time to consider in detail at
New York.

Secondly, we have said just about all that, for the time being, can be
usefully said on the subject of naegative seecurity assurances. It is an important
issue which my delegation values as, among other things, one possible pillar
in the structure aimed at discouraging the spread of nuclear weapons. But here,
too, we should pause, perhaps until bilateral talks batween the two major
nuclear-weapon States show that the confidence necessary for new arrangencnts to
be made is manifesting itself.
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Thirdly, on radiological weapons we have reached a stalemate. My delegation
considers that the so-called "traditional® track could still usefully be pursued
to its conclusion, and that the other track should be developed as well, perhaps
on law=of-war lines. We do not have particular ambitions cr expectations in this
area though we believe a convention or conventions on both aspects are achievable.
We have tended to favour. a radiological weapons convention more as useful practice
for the Committee on Disarmament -~ to demonstrate that it can produce something
if it really tries.

Of the remaining agenda items, a ban on chemical weapons clearly is the best
immediate hope for the Committee. I, in the foresceable future, a convention
could be elaborated here at Geneva this would practically in itself justify the
existence of this Committee. It is not an impossible, merely a complex, task. WUe
arc already procceding on sound lines, negotiating effectively, bringing in
technical expertise as necessary and, above all, we are unanimous on the final goal.
We should not fail to give the required time and recsources to the task.

Our number one agenda item, a nuclear test ban, is entering a new phase. We
should exercise some self-restraint on this issue. Having achieved the establishment
of a Working Group we should not shoot for the moon. The mandate we have is
restricted, but not unduly so. There is a very great deal that can be achieved
within the prescription on which we have agreed. It would be to our credit if. our
first report to the General Assembly was along the lines that we had drawn on the
existing work, done in many different forums, and set a sound basis for future
work. If we wWere able to concentrate in these first stages on verification, we
should be in all the better a position to argue for a broader mandatc in coming
sessions. I note in particular the related scismic work on verification done
in the Group of Scientific Experts and urge all delegations to give this work
particular support, preferably by active participation.

The -other new item on our agenda, outer space, is similarly recady for
serious consideration with fresh minds. . Whether we should move straight into
debate on the need for a working group is a moot point. My delegation would.
prefer that we first lay the basis for that step by identifying the potential
areas for useful activity since we do not have a great body of existing work in
this field to draw on. It is an important and a vast subject: it is a subject
of considerable future potential for disarmament and it will need careful handling
on our part.

I have not gone into all the possible questions that our agenda encompasses.
I have avoided the issue of nuclear disarmament, partly because of a personal
preference to. leave something which has escaped all compromise in this forum
to be given morc of a chance in new bilateral forums. We could perhaps review
the issues in more detail early in our 193% session. Similarly I should like to
sec us begin looking at conventional disarmament some time, but since thare
are several priority tasks which command the attention of this brief scession
that topic, too, might be.left to another year.
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I conclude by returning to the iden of = new approacn in our worl, o
need, as we have been told many times in this Fommlttbﬂ the political vill to
agreoment. Political uiil has the important. conponent of decision at the
ighost lovel to ﬂOﬂlfy.uq!lJ“Vl vositions for the areater internationnl zood.
as no less importontly the component at thu nugotiavdng level of decision
£n forsale rhetoric, npolitical point-scoring, nroneganda ~nd lack of substance
in favour of ainmiug at t‘ﬁ pracvicnl and the achievable,  Should woe be wisc
enouth now to dcnonqt te this l-tier asnect of political ill .- tho costs,
¥ should point out, are sonll and the reuards high -« thon we shall have laid o
vasis for rencued mutu“J confidence In 2 wery real soense thoe lapse cause of
disarmanent depends on the ore 1i. ted dicormament vhich is our opportunity:
and our azrenia.

;D

The CHAIRMAM: I thank the renresentative of fustralia for his statement and
for the kind words that he has addressed to the Chair. I now zive the floor to the
distinguished rooresentative of Sri Lanka,  His EBxezllency Ambassndor Jayakoddy.

M. SAYANORDY (Sri Lanka): Wpr. Chairmon, it is a great pleasure for ae,
on behAalf of the Sri Lankan deleration, to extend to vou a vepry warm welcous as
Chnirman of this Comaittee Tor the month .of Auzust. . You arce the representative
ol & country uith which Sri Lanka has vory closce and fricadly ties, and henva and
5ri Lonlka together share membersiin in the Comonwealth and the non-alignad movenent.
You have already, lLr. Chairnn, doaonstratad zreat .skill and distinction in
conducting our mectings. by dolumatlon has every confidence that your long:
experience in national and intornational affairs and youb dedication to the uausL
of disarmament ”1:1 contribute greatly towards making this session of the Committeo
a nireductive onc.

iey ¥ alsc expross the sincore avnreciation of.my delegation to distinguished
mabassador Okawa fer his outstanding contribution to the work of this Comaitiae

in April and thereafter. All of us here owe a big debt of’ gratitude to hin for
the dedicated scrvice ne gave the Committee at times that were particularly
difficult. And any I say a vord of grecting to my neighbours,; Hrs. Thorsson

and distinguished Ambassador Datcou of Romania, who have already made valuable
contributions to our work here ' :

At our spring session this year we were in agreceoment that the scecond
spacial session of the General ASSuﬂbly on disarmament was to bc an important event
in the disarmament process We agroeed that our deliberations in spring should
surve to enhance the q1gn1f1conca and outcome of the second specinl session.
Our cxpectations of the special session wers varicd, but none of us dared to
feel that it would be as futile as it turned out to be

The sccond special session was a Jelcome ooportunltv to tak2 stock of
the disarmanent process since 1970. It vas a timely forum in uhich not only
could the increased intensity and magnitude of the thrant of armaments be elaborated,
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but it could also have served as the occasion to decide collectively on bold,
decisive steps’ to make a new beminning. My delezation did not expect miracles
or measurés of instant disarmament, nuclear or conventional. Neither did we
expect Member States to abandon abruptly positions that had been held stubbornly
by them for over three decades. Our hopes were more modest to the extent that
we felt there was an opportunity to nake a start on moving away from baroque
policies that have not increased security for the world but, on the contrary,
have made us hostages of the destructive weapons that have proliferated.

But even this very modest measure of expectation was not realized. VWhat we
did realize in our view was a stupendous failure. HNo amount of public¢ concern,
of reasoned argument, of legitimate public protest that was supported and
reinforced by rational and informed opinion were able to convince some Dowers
that the time had arrived to breals away from past patterns of thinking and
reasoning that have finally brought us to the edge of disaster. We were compelled,
therefore, to end the session with great seriousness masking our enormous failure
with well-chosen words in concluding paragraphs that satisfied all of us in
different degreec.

My delegation sees no sense in trying to conduct an autopsy on the
second special session here, or to apportion blane for what was not achieved or
what took place. Far more important in our view is to dwell atleast on one
conclusion that my delegation draws from the session's failure. For my delegation
the unwillingness of some Powers to prevent thc session from turning into an
exercise in futility, and their readiness to permit a special session of the
General Assembly on dlsarmament to end witaout a sinsgle tangible step being
taken towards disarmament is a deliberate, serious blow struck at the nultilateral
disarmament process. It signifies a groving indifference to, and open disregard
of, the entire multilateral disarmament process.

This attitude of somz Powers, in our view, stems from their conviction that
disarmament, particularly work on nuclear disarmament, is best restricted to
bilateral or at most trilateral negotiations. It signifies their determination
to treat Statcs that are not militarily significant as of marginal value, at

est, in disarmament negotiations. Their attitude stems from a mistaken notion
that the wielding of nuclear weapons power gives them an exclusive right to
determine how, when, where and to what cxtent disarmament will be negotiated. But
this is a notion that was rejected manv ycars ago by the vast majority of States.
There is no State, no nation on this planet, that is ready to abdicate to other
States, however big or powerful they may be, its right to be concerned and involved
in the disarmament process. The multilateral process in disarmament was only
grudgingly conceded buf there can be no. doubt about its continuing in the futura.

For my delz=zacion, bilateral and trilateral negotiations do have their placea,
and mny Govarnment has welcomed such nmm0u1at1ons as sr< novw under way in this city.
Sut the conduct of such negotiations, in our viow, should not bhe used, sither dirsctly
or indircctly, to minimizs or constrict the rolc of this Committez or other multilateral
forums that address the guestion of disarwmancnt negotiations. In the light of this,
wa atiach to this sessioan of the Committes on Disarmament the utmost importance.
Although it will ba a short session, it should bhe the occasion for the Committes to
reassert its role as the sols multilateral negotiting vwodv on disarmaitznt, and it

-snould de so by addressing itsclf fully and oncrgetically to the items of highest
riority vizm. (i) a nuclear test ban and (ii) the -essation of the nuclear arims race
and nuclear disarmament.
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At the special session it was abundantly clear that the major concern of mankind
today is climinating the .threat of nucloar annihilation. If any single mcssage camc
out loud and clear from that session it was the need to prevent nuclear war znd to -
eliminate the means by which such & ¢atastrophe could be brought about. The
Comnittee on Disarmament in its summer sossion must therefore reflect this concern in
its deliborationﬁc

On the issue of nuclear disarmament the Committec has achicved nothinz so far.
"le ended the sorips meeting of this Committec far apart in our views on the creation
of a subsidiary body on nuclear disarmasent. My delegation hopes that this failure
will not prevent us from rciurning virorously to the igauce at this seassion. To avoid
it, by.citinz a variety of reasons az to wny the time is not opportune amounts to
a 7ross disrcgard of what the international community feels about continuing to live
involuntarily within the embrace of nuclear acms. It is, in our wview, an affront
to the collective conscience of nankind.

ilere I would lile to mention that the distinguished Ambassador of India in his
statement twe devs ago pronosed the setting up of e working group on the prevention
of nueclear war. iy delegation welcomes this initiative as it helps to draw this.
Committee's attention eaven further to the prioriti:s that we must tackle. Ue hopo
this propasal will be silven the consideration it mcrits in the course of our
deliberations,

The . Comnittce at this ssssion should toy to exploit to thie utmost the m Ardlnallj
better position it enjovs with regard to 2 comprohansive test-ban tronty. Mo agree
on setting up an Ad HOb viorxkingz Group on this issue at ocur last session after
orotracted negotlaflon“, in the hope that at long last we had Found a starting point.
The intcrpretations, ecxplanations and definitions that have beon sines claborated on
the mandate signal that the path we wmust talte will not ba a5 easy or cloar one.
Fv“ther a recent docision of one of the nuclear -ucanon Powcrs casts doubts on the
““1b111tv of' conducting serious. nesotiations that would lcad to a CTR?. n
a"P elnﬁ on the setting up of a Uorkingz Sroun on a CYBT wa enened up for this
Committeo a new opnortunity .that saould be us.d Fully for constructive work. iy
delegation hopes that winen the “lorliing Croup commcnces its worl it will cxplore all
issues within its mandate in a constructive and comprchensive vay. Achicvoment or
lacic of it in the Yorking Group in the comins weeks lics within our hands and our
1ills. Ve hope that.the opportunity that was ercated so wainfully {or a2ll of us

o~

vill not be lost in this Committce by the scticns of =+ fou.

Having called for this session of the Committoe to focus its attention on nucloar
disarmanent issues, may I sey that my delegation would support proposals to-hold in
aheyanee work on tie connrchensive programne of Gisarmanmcnt, negative sscourity
assurances to nonmnuclcutmdudpo States and on radioloszical uecapons. These are
items that were cxhaustively cxanined in Junc and July and vhat w2 now need is a
pause foi* lonzer and dgaper I">1"1 evion on how further work should proceed. Ve believe
that tnoy can be taken up usefully wien the Towriitten resunes in the gprine of 1935.

by delesation welcomes the resumption of rork by the A2 loe Horizing Groun on
Chemieal Ueapons last month. Ue supnoct the worlr that is under vay on chemical weapens
and hope that significant progress can be wmade in the lorking Group during this
session.

At our soring scssion this year, we examined the stion of the prevention of an
arms racc in outer spacoe. Our exchanres were uscoful, tno 31 it vias clear that tuo
aifferent approaches toe the question verc on the minds of distinguished representatives.
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But the objective was the same, viz., the need to prevent the extension of the arms
race to outer space. If we do not try to prevent such an arms race now, it is
estimated that within the next two decades, or even by the end of this decade, space
weapons will end the balance of terror that has made nuclear war all but unthinkable
for the last 36 years, but they will make possible a global conflict whose

undamaged victor could dictate terms to a disarmed and helpless loser. This is

a situation that ail States would prefer to avoid.

My delegation, therefore, favours the setting up of a subsidiary body on the
prevention of an arms race in outer space this year, which marks the twenty-fifth
anniversary of the launching of mankind's first space object == the Soviet sputnik
in October, 1957. But we hope that a consensus on the setting up of the subsidiary
body and its mandate can be achieved without the time-consuming meandering process
that we went through at the closing stages of the spring session. We hope that the
setting up of the subsidiary body will signal the first tangible step in this
Committee to prevent in outer space what mankind has not succeeded in doing up
to now on earth.

We have at the second special session reaffirmed our commitment to the
Final Document of 1973, and this in our view is a commitment to implement the
Programme of Action in terms of the priorities set out therein. We believe that
the reaffirmation was not confined to agrecing with the perceptions and concepts
in the Final Document. Rather, it was an expression of willingness and readiness
to participate constructively in realizing those conditions that alone can lay the
basis for lasting international peace and security. We hope that this reaffirmation
will be translated into positive action in this Committee at this and future sessions.

Although this is a forum for disarmament negotiations I feel it necessary to
speak some words on the end-product of the use of armaments in gross violation of
international law and total disregard of civilians who are trapped by naked
aggression and illegal occupation. For the past eight weeks we have been witnesses
of the bitter fruits of the barbaric implementation of a policy of exterminism
directed against Lebanon and her pzople and the Palestinian veople by the
Israeli aggressors. In their premeditated attempt to exterminate a people, no
screw is left unturned. And who are the biggest victims? =- civilians -- children,
women, men -= who are exhorted to disappear from their homes if they wish to
save their lives. Amongst the victims of the siege are thousands of my countrymen
and women who had chosen to live and work there, particularly in Beirut. This
state of affairs stems from the gross violation of international law and the
relentless pursuit of policies of strength and deterrence. It is the harvest
of devastation and death that grows out of the scourge of armaments when used
to settle political issues. My delegation hopes that the events of the past
eight weeks in Lebanon will help all of us to understand better the pressing and
urgent need for disarmament, be it nuclear or conventional.
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The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Sri Lanka for his statement and for
the kind words that he has addressed to the Chair.

We are now cloge to exhausting the time availablo to us-for this morning, before
suspending the meeting u .ntll this afternoon at 3 p.m. I give the floor to
Ambassador Garcia Roble

U)

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish):. Mr. Chairman, I should
like T0 thank you tfor the congratulations you offered me at the beginning of this
meeting unon my appointment to act once again as the Chalrman of the Ad Hoc VWorking
Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament which has been re-established by
the Committee todzy. At the same time I should like, through ycu, to tell all the
distinguished revresentatives of the utates members of the Committee how much I
appreciate the proof of their confidence in me that my anpointment imrlies,
particularly in view of the fact that I had the privilege of filling the same
office both in 1981 and during the {irst part of this 1982 session. Lastly, I
should like to stiess that although my appointment is 1 honour fcor me, at
the ssme time 1t entails a heavy responsibility which, as I id 2% the Committee's
informal meeting at which this eubject was discussed, I only f 1t able to accent --
for the reasons I gave in my stabement of ) August -~ bacange it wae clear that the
Viorking (roup <ould nct embark on its tasks unlil rext year.

i)
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The CHAT I thank the representaiive of HMexico for hic sztatement and for
the kind words he has addressed ton the Chalr.

Nr. ISSRADLYLE (Union of Soviet Sccialist Republics e) (translated lrom Russian):
Mr. Chairmean, I have a cuestion 1o ask. L understood that you were about to clogse
the mesting. Dees that mean that Comrade llerder, the Ambassaccr »f the

German Demccratic Republic, hes decided not bt spesk today? 1Lf noit, then perhaps

we could hear hin. Ve have the time. lie ig the only speaker leiib on the list and
there would net be much noint in our meeting thig afternoon just for that. Put of
course the Soviet delegation is ready to come ab any time to hear o stalement from
the delegation of the German Demccratic Republic.

<ing to he suspended
on the length of

he CHAIRMAN: The meeting was nct being adjourncd; it wa
antil % o'clock this afterncon. I had the cnportunity to concu
the statement nf the distinguished representative of the Cermen Democratic Republics
it appears o be cuite lengthy and might therefore teke quite some time, but if the
Committee wishes to continue until approximately 1.20 p.m., I rave no objcetions
However, I thought that the meeting should be suepended ot this noint and ccntlnued
in the afterncon.

Perhans we could hear scme comments on eth
resume in the »”TovnOHn. Comments should n t be
the wishes oI a 1ogat13nv.

the neeting nov or
I think ve should consider

Mr. de SOUZA © STILVA (Brazil): ILir. Chairmen, T am afraid that we might teke
twenty minutes bo talie that decigion. Ae dslegatiors have engegements at this time,

we ghall be plesscd to return and hear the ztetement 2f the renrcsentative of the
Germen Democrstic flepublic thie afternoon.
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The CHAIRMAN: If there is no objection I suspend the meeting until this
afternoon. I see no objection. .

It was so decided.

The meeting was suspended at 12.55 p.m. and resumed at 3.20 p.m.

The CHAIRMAN: The 176th plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament is
resumed. As agreed this morning, the Committee will now listen to the last speaker
inscribed for today's plenary meeting.

I give the floor to the distinguished representative of the German Democratic
Republic, His Ixcellency Ambassador Herder,

Mr. HERDER (Gefman Democratic Republic): Mr. Chairman, at the outset of my
statement today I would like to join previous speakers in congratulating you on
your assumption of the chairmanship of the Committee for the month of August.

At the same time, I would like to pay particular tribute to the outgoing
Chairman, Ambassador Okawa, the representative of Japan. It would not be an
exaggeration to say that his remarkable diplomatic skill and his well-known tact
considerably helped the Committee to solve a number of important issues, particularly
in preparing for the second special session ¢f the General pssembly devoted to
disarmament.

My delegation also welcomes Ambassador Datcou, the new representative of Romania,
whose long experience in the disarmament field will certainly be of great value for
the further work of the Committee on Disarmament.

At its 1982 summer session the Committee starts working at a time characterized
by a dangerous deterioration of the international sgituation. Only four weeks have
passed since the conclusion of the second special session. We are on the eve of
the thirty-seventh anniversary of a crucial date in the history of the arms race:
on 6 August 1945 the first atomic bomb exploded over Hiroshima, killing tens of
thousands of inhabitants of that city. A1l this reminds us of thc high responsibility
which the Committee on Disarmament is facing for the destiny of mankind by preventing
a possible nuclear war.

Therefore I would like to concentrate on those questions which in our view should
find full reflection in our programme of work and our activities during the
forthcoming summer session. Certain conclusions from the second special session
cannot simply be set aside, since they are closely connected with the digcharge of
our respongibilities.

In the course of the second special session, the overwhelming majority of States
expressed their concern about the growing danger of a nuclear holocaust and advocated
urgent measures for eliminating the threat of nuclear war and ending the arms race,
especially in the nuclear field.
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On the eve of the second special session on disarmament and during the session
the world-wide movement against the arms race assumed unprecedented dimensions.
Numerous constructive proposals for the prevention of a nuclear war, for a freeze
on nuclear arsenals and other disarmament measures were submitted to the
speclial session by a number of States.

The socialist countries came to the special session well prepasred with concrete
proposals aimed at the implementation of the priority goalsg set by the
Pinal Document of the first special session on disarmament. Ve acted in the
conviction that the sessicn would offer a good opportunity for all States, regardless
of their size, military potential or geographical location, to contribute actively
to solving the most urgent problems of arms limitation and disarmament. Qur entire
approach to the tasks of the session was guided by this determination.

Together with other socialist countries, the German Democratic Republic reaffirmed
its unchanged readiness to agree on the limitation, reduction or prohibition of all
kinds of weapons on a just and reciprocal basis. In his message 1o the President
of the second special session the Chairman of the Council of State of the
German Democratic Republic, Erich Honecker, reiterated that our country will always
be an active and reliable partner in the struggle for lasting peace and disarmament
and that it is imperative that measures aimed at ending the nuclear arms race be
adopted and vigorous fellow-through action ensured.

However, in view of the position of the United States of America and other
HATO countries, the session was prevented from taking action on those proposals.
loreover, the session witnessed attempts by those States to call into doubt the
priorities set for disarmament negotiaticns by the first special session of the
United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament as well as to justify their
superarmament pclicy and their doctrines of nuclear deterrence and nuclear first
strike.

Owing to such an approach the session was unable to agree on a substantive
document that would provide an answer tc the challenges of our time and stimulate
the irmlementation of the Final Document of the first special session on disarmament.

Assesging the results of the second speclial session on disarmament, one comes
inevitably to the conclusion that the sesgion quite clearly reflected the two main
tendencies by which the present internatiocnal situation is characterized. Tirstly,
parallel to the second specizl session on disarmament again a NATO summit was held,
this time in Bonn, capital of the Federal Republic of Germany. It endorsed new
measures to implement NATC's long-term armament programme. Regardless of the
opposition of the peoples and the reservations of some Governments in western Eurove,
the decision was upheld to deploy new United States medium-range nuclear missiles
and cruise missiles in Burone beginning in 1983. Thus, a nuclear first-strike
capacity directed against the Warsaw Treaty countries is to be established on the
Buropean continent.

Steps were agreed upon to extend NATO's sphere of activities. Just before the
summit the United States and the Pederal Republic of Germany concluded a new
agreement on the additional deployment of six United States divisions in the
Federal Republic in "times of crisis". Instead of responding favourably to the


http://tim.es

CD/PV.176
34

(Fir. Herder, German Democratic Republic)

proposal by the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty not to extend military alliances
and to start their dissolution, NATO admitted a new member. Recent decisions by
the United States on an unprecedented military budget, on the establishment of a
special military command for outer space and other measures are aimed at setting the
course for the arms race over the next years cr even decades.

At the same time, it was not without the consent of the same country that Israel
launched the fifth Middle East war to eliminate the PLO and the Palestinian people
end that the LSouth African apartheid regime continued its aggression against Angola
and Mozambique. In alliance and with the support of other States, Article 2 (4) of
the Charter of the United Nations continues to be seriously violated.

Contrary to the principles of international lav and the spirit of peaceful
coexistence the United States has, in the interests of its military strategic aims,
caused great damage to economic relations, which are of mutual benefit for peoples
and States.

A1l these political, military and economic actions cannot but escalate
international confrontation and reduce the international confidence needed for
fruitful negotiations on arms limitation and dissrmament. omall wonder that the
countries that pursue such a dangerous policy were eager at the second special session
on disarmament to block any forward-looking decisions which could impede their
attempts to achieve military superiority and accelerate their arme build-up. Such
an attitude cannot be camouflaged by proposals on "drastic arms reductions", actually
aimed at reductions only by the other side so as to upset the military.balance.

Nor can it be covered by proposals to discuss verification problems in an abstract
way. The peoples of the world will not be misled by conciliatory speeches. They
want-to stave off the danger looming over all mankind.,

On the other hand, the second special session on disarmament has shown the
strong determination of the vast majority of countries as well as the world-wide
peace movement to achieve urgent measures to remove the threat of nuclear war as well
as to freeze and reduce nuclear arsenals and eventually eliminate then. The
declaration of the USSR whereby it assumed a unilateral obligation not to be the
first to use nuclear weapons was, no doubt, the highlight of the second special session.
It reflected the high sense of responsibility of a permanent member of the
United Nations Security Council for ensuring lasting peace on earth and preventing
nuclear catastrorhe. This courageous step by the Soviet Union fully corresponds to
the purely defensive nature of the strategic doctrine of the countries of the
Warsaw Treaty which was re-emphasized in the Warsaw Declaration of 1980. That
declaration stated that the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty had never sought and
would never seek military superiority and that they took a consistent position in
favour of ensuring a military balance at ever lower levels.

The proposals submitted by the socialist countries at the second special session
on disarmament concern such priority issues as a nuclear disarmament programme, a
comprehensive test ban, the prohibition of the nuclear neutron weapon and the
comprehensive prohibition of chemical weapons.

Since all these questions are inscribed in the agenda of the Committee on
Disarmament, all efforts should be undertaken to discharge our responsibility as
the only multilateral body for the negotiation of disarmement draft agreements.
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This would not only lead to a significant reduction in the level of military
confrontation ve are facing today but also, in the long run, to the reduction and
elimination of th~ most dangerous weapons threatening veace nd the whole of
mankind.

At the beginning of the second part of the 1982 session of the Committee on
Disarmament it ic up to member States here to draw the necessary vnracticol conclusions
from the seccnd special session on disarmament. liy delegation would like to
emphasize two elements: firstly, the Final Document of the first special session
remains fully valid. It provides a sound basic for negotiations on disarmament.
Secondly, everything should be done to intensify all kinds of such negotiaticns
at all levels, in all contexts. In this framewvork, multilateral ncgotiations do
have their nroper place. They shculd duly take into account the proposals advanced
at the second special seseion on such priority tasks as

The prevention of nuclear war,

The cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament,
A comprehensive test ban, .

The vprehibition of chemical weapons, and

The preventicn of an arms race in outer space.

In this connecticn my delegation fully subscribes to what vas said by the
representative of India in his statement on 2 ‘ugust. Ve fully suoport the proposal
thet the Committee on Disarmament should vee all its possibilities to promote measures
on the prevention of rmclear war. It should encourage all Jtates, and in particular
the nuclear-weapon Gtates, 1o consider as =mocn as pogsible various proposals designed
to secure the avoidence of the use of nuclear weancns, the prevention of nuclear war
and related cbjectives. A firet step in this regard would be the commitment by all
nuclear-wespon Stetes not to bs the first te use such weapons. The Committee
should therefore appeal to those nuclear-weapon States which have not yet assunmed
such an obligation to take reciprocal steps. Such stepg takeu by all nuclear-
weapon States would actually lead to an all cul ban on the use of nuclear weapons.
There are no arguments thal cculd justify any reservation against such action.

The aprroach ontlined above wsuld build the confidence necded for successful
negotiaticng on the cesgation »1f the arms race and nuclear disarmament. It would
aleo improve the situation with regard to an agreement on security assurances for
non-nuclear-veapon States,

Now as belore the d2legation of the Cerman Democrabic Republic favours the
commencement of negetiations on item 2 of our agenda, the cessatiorn of the nuclear
arms race and nucleszr disurmement, in the framework of »n ad hoc working group.
“that we proposed, in document~6§7f§9, a mandate for

Tt wae with this aim in mind th
such a group. Under this mandate the groun should prepare, on the basig of
paragraph 50 of the Final Document, the stages of nuclear disarmament with the aim
of preparing multilateral negotiations on the cessation of the nuclear arms race
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and nuclear disarmament. All cuestiong related to this subject have so far been
discussed in the Committee on Disarmament in a rather loose vay. They could be
tabled and classified in an organized manner in such a working group. The group's
activities should bhe aimed at preparing a programme of nuclesr disarmament to be
implemented in stagec on the basis of the principle of ecuality and equal security.
All nuclear-veapon States should teke nart in the elaboration, adopticn and
implementation of such a programme.

The Cerman Democratic Republic velcomes the propesal for such a vrogramme
contained in the memorandum presented by the USSR to the second special session on
disarmament. The Scviet pronesal fully takes account of the reed for a mutual
freeze of nuclear arscnals eos a firet step on the road to nucleer disarmament. In

this regard ve also welcome the correspending proposals by India ond other countries.

In this context, my delegation draws atlention to the unilateral moratorium on
the deployment of medium-renge missiles in the Eurcpean port of the USSR as well as
to the proposal to agree already nov that the stratesic arme of the USSR and the
United Stetes be cuantitatively frozen at the moment the strategic arms talks begin,
and that their modernization be limited to the maximum extent nossible. Practical
results in those talke are more urgent than ever before.

In the over-all framework of nuclear disarmament my country attaches special
importance to the prohibition of nuclear neutron wespons. The preducticn of this
weopon 1s bound to lead to a further cscalation of the nuclear arms race. Its
planned denloyment in western Burope, near the western border of my couniry and
other parts nf thce world, as well as doctrines for a "limited" nuclear war connected
with the deployment of this new weapon are likely tn lower the nuclear threshold,
thereby increasing the danger of muclear var.

Guided by these congiderations, the Cerman Democratic Republic strongly advocated
at the second special sescion the beginning of urgsnt negotiations by the
Committee on Disarmament with a view to concluding a convention on the prohibition
of the production, stockpiling, denloyment and use of nuclecr neutron weapons,
thereby contributing, ss a matter of urgency and in accordance with paragraph 50 of
the Tinal Document, tovards the cessaticn of the gualitrtive improvement and
development of nuclear-wesanon systens. My country further proposed thal the
non-nuclear-uvcapon states declore that they vill not permit the deployment of nucleaxr
neutron weanons on their ferritories.

It is the hope of my delegation thatb the Committce on Digarmement, in
establishing en appropriate working group, 1111 create the necessary crganiszational
framework for the wroperation of a convention on the rrchibition of nuclear neutron
Weapons. It would thus meet the wvorld-wide concerr exnrvessed in Ceneral Acsembly
regolution 36/9? K, ag well ar by meny non-government-l organizations.

The comnlete and general prohibiticn of nuclear-weapon tests is 2 long cverdue
question, as was emphasized only a {ew doys ago also by the Secretary-General of
the United Hations, Iir. Péres de Cudllar. there ig no need to elaboratc on its
urgency in this forum. Ity delegalion strongly cbjects to assertions that this issue

could only be a long-term goal.
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To promote the start of actual negotiations in this Committee on a comprehensive
test-ban treaty my delegation gubmitted, during the spring session, a draft mandate
for a working group on this topic. Unfortunately, owing tc the attitude of some
countries, it was not possible to agree on an all-embracing mandate directed at
actual negotiations. In a spirit of compromise my delegation in April joined the
consensus on a mandate which fell rather short of our expectations, and not only
ours. In my statement of 21 April 1 already outlined my delegation's interpretation
of this mandate. It is our hope that the new Ad Hoc Working Group, by examining
all specific issues as well as relevant comprehensive proposals with regard to a
nuclear test ban, will give fresh impetus to the initiation of real negetiations on
a comprehensive test ban, thus enabling the Committee on Disarmament to discharge
its responsibilities as the single multilateral disarmament negotiating body, as
was stated in the mandate mentioned. My delegation intends, in the future course
of thic session, to put forward specific suggestions concerning the activities of
the new Working Group on item 1 of our agenda.

The resumption and successful conclusion of the trilateral negotiations which
have been suspended would very much improve the conditions for the multilateral
negotiations on a comprehensive test-ban treaty within our Committee. Ve therefore
join all those delegsztions which called upon the United ! tates and the United Kingdom
to declare their readiness to tzke such a step. It ig our hope that the negative.
reply given recently by the President of one major nuclear-weapon Power will not be
that country's last word with regard to this issue.

At the beginning of this year's session a new mandate for the Ad Hoc Working
Group on Chemical Yeapons was agreed upon. Some headway was made in our negotiations
during the spring session,

At the mecond special sesgion on disarmement, the delegation of the
German Democratic Republic, like many others, welcomed the proposal of the
Soviet Union concerning the basic provisions of a chemical weapons convention. This
initiative takes into account the views of other countries, especially with regard
to verification, and clearly shows the firm intention of the USSR to facilitate a
breakthrough in the negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons and to bring
them to a successful conclusion. In this connection, I would like to pay tribute
to the efforts undertaken in the Working Group on Chemical Veapons under the able
chairmanship of Ambassador Sujka, directed towards achieving tangible progress in
elaborating a draft treaty. We express our hope that substantial results in the
drafting of the elements of a convention will be reached in the foreseeable future.

The conclusion of a chemical weapons convention could be promoted by some
urgent measures designed to bring about a cessation of the qualitative improvement
of chemical weapons as well as their geographical spread. It was for that reason
that the German Democratic Republic at the second special session on disarmament,
proposed that States should refrain from any action which could impede the
negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons. In particular States were
urged

To refrain from the production, stockpiling and deployment of binary and other
new types of chemical weapons, and

Not to deploy chemical weapons on the territories of States where there are no
such weapong at present.

My delegation looks forward to reactions to these proposals in the Committee on
Disarmament.
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Those are the preliminary considerations of my delegation on the priority items
of our agenda in the light of the deliberations at the second special session on
disarmament. It is the intention of my delegation to comment on other items on the
agenda in the course of the summer session. In concluding my remarks I would like
to express the exvectation of my delegation that this session will be marked by a
spirit of co-operation and the common desire of all delegationz to contribute %o
success in our disarmament negotiations.

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the renresentotive of the CGerman Democratic Republic for
his statement and for the kind words that he hag addressed to the Chair.

That completes my list of speakers for today. Does any other delegation wish
to take the floor?

I have requested the secretariat to circulate today an informal pamer containing
the time-table for meetings to be held by the Committee on Disermament and its
subsidiary bodies during the week 9 to 13 August. As usual, the -time-table is merely
indicative, since we might have to allocate time for meetings of the nuclear test
ban Vorking Group, once its Chairman has been appointed. Ve might also need to have
informal meetings. Therefore the time-table may have to bhe adjusted as we proceed.
The Chairmen of the Ad Hoc VWorking Group on Chemical Weapons recuested a third meeting
for next week. The Chairman informs me that the main topic of that meeting, to be
held on liondey, 9 August, at 3 n.m., will be to take note of the Chairman's report
on his-consultations with delegations and expmerts during the present week. The
meetings listed in the time-table will be held, as usual, in the.Council Chamber.

As you know, as from Monday, the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider
International Co-operative Measures to Detcct and Identily Seismic BEvents will start
its summer session, scheduled to take place from 9 to 20 August, The first meeting
of that Group will be held next Monday, 9 August, at 3 p.m. in Conference Room 5.
Further meetings of the Group will be decided on by its members as their work vproceeds.

If there is no objection, I will consider that the Committee adopts the time-
table,

It was so decided.

The CHAIRMAN: The next plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament will be
held on Tuesday, 10 August, at 10.30 a.nm. On that occasion, the Committee will start
its consideration of item 4 of its agenda, entitled "Chemical weanons".

The meeting stands adjourned.

The meeting rose at 4 p.m.
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