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The СНА1Ш''1А1Т: I declare open thí - 170th plenary neeting of the Committee on 
Disarmament. 

Before I take up the l i s t - o f spealcers, I yould l i k e to draw your a t t e n t i o n to 
the informal paper c i r c u l a t e d Ъу the s e c r e t a r i a t t h i s morning cn the timetable f o r 
meetings to be held by the Committee and i t s s u b s i d i a r y bodies during the coming week. 
As you know, Monday i s a ho l i d a y and, therefore, there w i l l be" no'•a:cti-vit±-es-.—That 
means that we w i l l have approximately one week to complete the work of the Committee 
i f we wish to conclude our d e l i b e r a t i o n s on 20 A p r i l . Since the Working Groups have 
not yet submitted t h e i r r e p o r t s , they \ , ' i l l have to do so during the coning week and we 
w i l l probably need to hold plenary-meetings on Monday, 15 A p r i l , and Tuesday, 
20 A p r i l , to consider and adopt the s p e c i a l report to the General Assembly. Under 
these circumstances, I see no a l t e r n a t i v e but to increase the number of meetings of 
the s u b s i d i a r y bodies next week and als o to use pJ.1 the tim.e a v a i l a b l e f o r the' 
consideration of the d r a f t r e p o r t . In that connection, you may note that we w i l l 
not be holding a plenary meeting on Tuesda.y, since no delegations have expressed the 
wish to speak on that p a r t i c u l a r day. './e can use the time thus rpade a v a i l a b l e to 
hold an inform.al meeting at 10 a.î.i, cn 13 A p r i l to discuss the subjects included i n 
the timetable. 

A f t e r t h a t , h o p e f u l l y , г,'е can proceed to the consideration of the d r a f t report. 
You л\'111 r e c a l l that i t was agreeo that the Comirittee would e s t a b l i s h an open-ended 
d r a f t i n g group to consider the d r a f t report to the General Assem.bly. "~I~sUggest that 
we t r y to hold the f i r s t meeting of t h i s d r a f t i n g group a f t e r the informal meeting on 
Tuesday. This d r a f t i n g group w i l l meet i n Conference Roen I . 

I f there i s no ob j e c t i o n , I w i l l consioer that the Coimnittee adopts the timetable. 

Mr. WEGBKER (S'ec-eral Republic of Germany): Mr. Chairman, I thanl: you and the 
S e c r e t a r i a t f o r again submitting such a very p r e c i s e l y worded timetable, Hox,'ever, 
knoviing that delega.tions are quite adverse to having concurrent meetings, I would 
l i k e to p o i n t out the f o l l o w i n g : on Tuesday, 13 A p r i l , at 3 р.п".. t i n e has been set 
aside f o r the Ad Hoc l/orking Group on Radiológica,! Weapons, In view of the way the 
work i n that Working Group i s proceeding, that meeting may not be necessary and I w i l l 
be i n touch with the S e c r e t a r i a t to f i n d out whether and at what time \,'e can cancel 
the meeting so that the \/orking Group on Chemical V/eapons can have the m.ain room 
a l l o t t e d to i t . 

The CHillPJ'I/Œ": I thank Ambassador Wegener f o r t h i s u s e f u l information. 

May I take i t t h a i the Gorrxiittee agrees to the adoption of the tim.etable, 
t e n t a t i v e l y , I would say, f o r rh^ coming -i/eek? 

I t was so decideçi. 

The СНАТИ-иШ: Acoorfing to oizr prograrijne of work, tiie Committee should have 
sta r t e d i t s consideration 5x i t e : i Ь of i t¿ agenda today. That item dea.lr- w i t h the 
conside r a t i o n of the reports ^ f bucsiciiary bodies and th^ c o n s i d e r a t i o n and adoption 
of the s p e c i a l report t'- th'' second s p e c i a l sension .;f the United r a t i o n s 
General Assembly devoted to àisarnament. hex/ever, as menberc know, the reports of 
subs i d i a r y bodies are no'c ye с a v a i i a b l o i c r consideration by the plenary anu the 
Oomrdttee has agreed that an open-en "'SÍ: " r a i i i n . ^ group should deal with those parts 
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of the d r a f t report of the Committee which have been made a v a i l a b l e by the S e c r e t a r i a t . 
Therefore, members may v/ish to make- f u l l use of r u l e 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 m.y l i s t of speakers f o r today the representatives of I n d i a , the 
United States of America, the Netherlands, Mongolia, N i g e r i a , Yugoslavia, Egypt, 
the United Kingdom, China and Belgium. 

I now give the f l o o r to the f i r s t spealcer on my l i s t , the representative of 
I n d i a , His Excellency Ambassador Venlcateswaran, 

Mr. VENKATESVARAN ( I n d i a ) : I'ü?, Chairman, i t gives me great pleasure to welcome 
you, the representative c f a b r o t h e r l y country from A s i a , as Chairman of our Committee 
f o r t h i s cxTicial month of A p r i l , Members of the Committee are already f a m i l i a r w i t h 
your d e d i c a t i o n to the cause of disarmament and your impressive q u a l i t i e s of s i n c e r i t y 
and wisdom. I have no doubt that , during t h i s month when the Committee must above a l l 
agree upon i t s report to the second s p e c i a l session of the United Nations General Assembl 
devoted to disarmament» our worl. w i l l b e n e f i t from your patience, s k i l l and gu-iciance. 
Hay I on behalf of my delegation pledge to you our f u l l e s t co-operation i n the 
discharge of your duties and wish you every success? 

The S e c r e t a r i a t has c i r c u l a t e d to a l l Committee members the text of a no'^e 
(document CD/273 of 6 A p r i l I 9 0 2 ) transmitted by the Permanent Representative of 
I n d i a to the United Nations i n New York to the Secretary-General of the United Nations 
and containing the views of the Government c f I n d i a on the substantive issues r e l a t e d 
to the second s p e c i a l session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament, as w e l l as suggestions f o r the prevention of nuclear war. 

Paragraph 18 of the P i n a l Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session states 
unequivocally and I quote: "Removing the threat of a world w a r — a nuclear war — i s 
the most acute and urgent task of the present day. Mankind i s confronted w i t h a 
choice: we must h a l t the arms race and proceed to disarmament or fa.ce a n n i h i l a t i o n " . 

The question of Ьглпап s u r v i v a l m.ust c l e a r l y , therefore, take precedence over 
narrow conceptions ,of s e c u r i t y of i n d i v i d u a l nation States-, or groups of Sta.tes. 
The use of the nuclear \,'eapon, which i s a weapon of mass d e s t r u c t i o n , would recognize 
no n a t i o n a l or r e g i o n a l boundaries, 1езл to i n d i s c r i m i n a t e d e s t r u c t i o n and l o s s of 
l i f e and endanger the very continuation of the human species i t s e l f . On what basis 
then can any State continue to i n s i s t that i t has the r i g h t to seek i t s s e c u r i t y 
through the espousal of pernicious doctrines that are predicated on the use or t l i r e a t 
of use of nuclear weapons? \'e cannot and must not allow t h i s state of a f f a i r s to 
continue, 

Today the danger of the outbreak of nuclear war has become even more ominous than 
ever before. I t i s no mere coincidence t h a t , i n several countries of Europe, a 
continent which i s already over-se,turated with nuclear and conventional \ieapons of 
the most destxxictive k i n d , populaj: mass m.ovements against nuclear wef-ipons are 
gathering greater momentiim each day. More r e c e n t l y , i n the United States of Anerica, 
there has been s i m i l a r r i s i n g popular concern e.nd anxiety ever the grim, r e a l i t y of 
nuclear war, leading to bip3,rti&an r e s o l u t i o n s being introduced i n the United States 
Congress, f o r urgent measures to h a l t and reverse the nucle¿xr arms race. The f i r s t 
r e s o l u t i o n of t h i s kind introduced i n the United States Senate by Senators Kennedy 
a.nd H a t f i e l d states i n i t s prearnble and I quote: 

http://fa.ce
file:///ieapons
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"Whereas the greatest challenge f a c i n g the earth i s to prevent the occurrence 
01 nuclear va.r by accident or design, 

V/hereas the nuclear arms race i s dangerously i n c r e a s i n g uie r i s k of a holocaust 
that would be himanity's f i n a l v.'ivr, a,nd 

Wliereas a freeze followed by reductions i n nuclea.r warheads, n i s o i l e s and other 
d e l i v e r y systems i s neede:' to h a l t the nuclear arms race and to reduce the r i s k of 
the nuclear war". -

And t h i s preambular pe^ragxaph was followed by a solemn c a l l upon the United States 
and tiie Soviet Union "to achieve a mutual and v e r i f i a b l e freeze on the t e s t i n g , 
production and f u r t h e r deployment of nuclear warheads, m i s s i l e s , and,other d e l i v e r y 
systems". 

I n d i a cannot but agree with the philosophy and approach expressed i n the presjnble 
to t h i s r e s o l u t i o n of the United otates Senate, лз the Ccmiráttoe i s a\;are, India has, 
i n i t s note to the Secretary-General, î;pecifically ca,lled f o r a complete freeze on 
nuclear v/eapons as a step tovjards nuclear disarmament. Our approach, of согягзе, i s 
more comprehensive i n na^ture and c o n s i s t s of two inseparable elements, naiùely, 
( i ) a complete cessation of the manufacture of nuclear weapons; and ( i i ) a c u t - o f f 
i n the production of .fissiona.ble m a t e r i a l for weapons purposes. Once t h i s i s achieved, 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l safeguards, on a u n i v e r s a l and non-discriminatory oasis, could be 
applied to a l l nuclear f a c i l i t i e s of a l l Ltates to prevent the divex'sion of f i s s i o n a b l e 
m a t e r i a l f o r weapons purposes. 

The i d e a of a freeze i s not new. I n 19b4, the United States i t s e l f proposed i n 
the ERDC "a v e r i f i e d freeze of the пшяЬег and c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s of s t r a t e g i c nuclear 
offensive and defensive v e h i c l e s " . This proposal г.'аз put forward on the basis of a 
genera l l y accepted approach to disarmament. I can f i n d no b e t t e r words to describe 
t h i s approach than to quote from the stater.ent made by the «représentative of the 
United States i n the EÎIDC on 31 January I 9 6 4 , He said and I quote: "This proposal 
•(the proposal f o r a v e r i f i e d freese of the пизгГоег and c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s of s t r a t e g i c 
nuclear o f f e n s i v e and defensive v e h i c l e s ) i s pa^tterned a f t e r measures x.'hich have 
already been s u c c e s s f u l l y negotiated, measures having a common general philosophy. 
This pshilosophy i s that a l o g i c a l f i r s t step i s to freeze things where they are' and 
thereby remove future obstacles to disarmament". 

In recent years, however, t h i s generally accepted approach to disarmament has 
been abruptly set aside i n favour of the dangexxus approach which, i n e f f e c t , f l i e s 
i n the face of the f a c t s and i s that the road to disarmament l i e s through a build-up 
of armaments. I t shoifLd be c l e a r to anyone that such a p o l i c y ox n e g o t i a t i n g from, 
s o - c a l l e d p o s i t i o n s of stx^ength can only lead to a f u r t h e r e s c a l a t i o n of the arms 
race and increase the r i s k of the outbreak of a, nuclear war. The argument 
frequently used i n favour of an armis build-up as a prelude to disarmament i s that i t 
would give one's r e a l or p o t e n t i a l adversary an " i n c e n t i v e " to seek disarm.axient. 
The h i s t o r y of the arms race proves the contrary, namely, that such an approach, fax 
from being a prelude to oisannament has i n f a c t been a prelude to successive and ever 
more dangerous '":pirals i n the .arms race. No State can be frightened in'to accepting 
disarm.ament b\itj, on the other hand, i t can, of course, be fx-ightened i n t o undertaking 
a matching or even greater arms build-up of i t s own. 

In arij'' event, when one i s dealing with weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n , such as nuclear 
weapons, notions of s u p e r i o r i t y and bala.nce or deterrence have l i t t l e meaning. The 
o v e r - k i l l capacity of e x i s t i n g nuclear arsenals malees numbers meaningless. I n the 
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opinion of the great majority of m i l i t a r y s t r a t e g i s t s , there w i l l he l i t t l e or no 
e f f e c t on the s o - c a l l e d nuclear balance, even i f e x i s t i n g nuclear arsenals are 
reduced by 50 per cent or more. Surely, no one would then be able to den^'^'that an 
immediate freeze on nuclear weapons would achi'eve l i t t l e mc're than a freeze of the 
e x i s t i n g s o - c a l l e d nuclear balance, which i s claimed to be a key element i n the 
prevention of nuclear war. 

We t o t a l l y r e j e c t the n o t i o n that disarmament can Ле pursued only on the basis 
of s o - c a l l e d p a r i t y or balance.- I f we v e x e to accept t h i s notion,, then the vast 
majority of us which are non-nuclear-weapon States woiild, i n f a c t , have to reassess 
our r e n u n c i a t i o n of the manufacture and a c q u i s i t i o n of nuclear v;eapons and acquire 
nuclear arsenals 0 1 our ол-т. Por only then, by t h i s self-same l o g i c of the major 
nuclear-weapon Powers, would we Ы i n a p o s i t i o n to persuade others to undertake 
nuclear disarmament. Any acceptance of the notion that the road to disarmament 
l i e s through pressuring-others-with a build-up 01 more pxmaments could-'only r e s u l t -
i n such absurd conclusions being drawn. 

I n d i a has put forward i t s proposal f o r a freeze of nuclear weapons i n response 
to United Nations General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n s 3 6 / 8 I A and В p e r t a i n i n g to the 
second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. I t i s our 
sincere hope that the nuclear-weapon States w i l l respond to the appeal contained i n 
General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 3 6 / 8 I B, which was adopted by consensus, and submit 
without f u r t h e r delay " t h e i r vievjs, proposals and p r a c t i c a l suggestions f o r ensuring 
the prevention of nuclear war". 

The s i t u a t i o n that we face today i s extremely c r i t i c a l * Measures f o r the 
prevention of nuclear war and f o r the cessation of- the nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disarmament can no longer wait or be a hostage to the capricious state of r e l a t i o n s 
between two major nuclear-vjeapon States and t h e i r a l l i e s . The time has come to 
recognize that the danger we a l l face from a p o s s i b l e nuclear war, e i t h e r by 
accident or design, i s t r u l y g l o b a l i n character and demands a g l o b a l s o l u t i o n . 
P a r t i a l measures which deal vjith only c e r t a i n aspects of t h i s grave problem f a c i n g 
mankind can never o f f e r hope of enduring success^ 

Before I conclude, I w- u l d l i k e to touch b r i e f l y on the question of chemical 
weapons. U n t i l now, we looked upon the progress achieved i n the Ad Hoc Uorking Group 
on Chemical Weapons of t h i s Committee with a degree of optimism and encouragement. 
However, t h i s optimism has been marred by r e c e n t l y announced decisions to commence 
what i s i n e f f e c t a new and more dangerous arms race i n chemical weapons. Here 
again, the curious l o g i c which hais been used to j u s t i f y the undertaking of the 
development and production of nevj and more d e s t r u c t i v e types of chemical -v/eapons, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y binary weapons, i s that t h e s o - c a l l e d adversary must be given an 
" i n c e n t i v e " to engage i n disarmament. 

We cannot accept t h i s strange premise which f l i e s i n the face of the f a c t s . I f 
we are to make progress i n acliieving an e a r l y p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons, i t i s 
a b s o l u t e l y necessary f o r every State to d i s p l a y a degree of caution and r e s t r a i n t i n 
i t s conduct. I t i s our earnest hope t h a t , at l e a s t at the second s p e c i a l session 
devoted to disarmament, i f not e a r l i e r , a l l States possessing chemical v/eapons and 
those which have the p o t e n t i a l f u r t h e r to develop t h e i r chemical weapons c a p a b i l i t y 
• w i l l undertake not to b u i l d up f u r t h e r t h e i r arsenals of these weapons and at the same 
time to r e f r a i n from the development, production and deployment of new types of 
chemical weapons. We are concerned that, unless e a r l y and e f f e c t i v e .action i s taken 
to check t h i s new trend of j u s t i f y i n g an accelerated aivms build-up on the ground 
that i t w i l l help towards negotiations on disarmament, -the cause of disarmament i t s e l f 
v i i l l remain a mere mirage wi'bh i t s consequential dangers. 
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The CHjJIffl'IAI'I; I thank the representative of Ind i a f o r h i s statement and f o r the 
kind words he addressed to the Chair. I now cive the f l o o r to the representative, of 
the United States of jlmerica, 'Ilr. Busby. 

Ivb. -3ÜSBY"(UhTtèlî" States of i-unerica) ; I-ir. Chairman, although iimbassador P i e l d s 
has already expressed to you the congratulations of the United States delegation on 
your assumption of thp chairmanship, I would l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to express 
m.y personal pleasure! at spoing you i n the Chair and to wish you every success i n your 
d i f f i c u l t and demanding job. 

My. purpose i n asking f o r the f l o o r today i s to introduce document CD/271-GD/C¥/\íP .32 
ce-sjjonsored by the delegations of the United Kingdom, Autstralia and the United States 
and e n t i t l e d "Technical evaluation of 'kecover' techniques f o r C\ii v e r i f i c a t i o n " . 

The achievem.ent of a complete and v e r i f i a b l e p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons i s a 
goal which ranks nea,r the top of the Committee's agenda. The Committee's discussions 
c f general approa,ches to v e r i f i c a t i o n of a future CW p r o h i b i t i o n have demonstrated 
that fundamental differences e x i s t on v e r i f i c a t i o n i s s u e s . I f meaningful progress i s 
to be made on a chemical weapons convention, i t i s c l e a r that progress must be made 
i n r e s o l v i n g these issues. 

Because of the Vt\riety of v e r i f i c a t i o n tasks to be d e a l t with i n a Ш p r o h i b i t i o n , 
there can be no simple formula which can be applied i n a l l cases. Л v a r i e t y of 
techniques, t a i l o r e d to p a r t i c u l a r s i t u a t i o n s , w i l l be' required. Finding solutions to 
them, w i l l require a c t i v e co-operation, imagination and expertise from a l l members of 
t h i s Committee. I t i s i n t h i s s p i r i t that ray delegation has sponsored two b r i e f i n g s 
on the concept of remote con t i n u a l v e r i f i c a t i o n ("recover"). 

The recover system i s á imique gl o b a l sensor-monitoring and data c o l l e c t i o n 
network being developed by the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Atomic Energy Agency f o r use p r i m a r i l y 
w i t h regard to nuclear safeguards. However, i t ai:)pears to the co-sponsors that 
the technology involved may have wider a p p l i c a b i l i t y . I n p a r t i c u l a r , i t i s our viev; 
that the recover techniques nay have p o t e n t i a l a p p l i c a t i o n as one component of a • 
broadly based CW v e r i f i c a t i o n system. 

Document CD/27í-CD/C\'//VÍP.32 describes the remote continual v e r i f i c a t i o n - c o n c e p t 
and suggests a framework w i t h i n which a t e c h n i c a l evaluation of recover could be 
conducted under the auspices of the Committee. The r e s u l t s of such a t e c h n i c a l 
evaluation would be used to determine the a p p l i a b i l i t j ' - of recover as one component 
of a CW v e r i f i c a t i o n system. 

I t i s c l e a r that the l a c k of a,greement on issues i n the area of v e r i f i c a t i o n and 
compliance i s the p r i n c i i j a l obstacle to si i c c e s s f u l completion of t h i s Committee's 
work on a complete and e f f e c t i v e ban cn chemical weapons, Docvunent CD/271-CD/CV//WP ,32 

suggests a t e c h n i c a l evaluation which could a s s i s t us by taking another step towairds 
overcoming t h i s obstacle. I t could also serve as a confidence-building a c t i v i t y i n 
which States would co-operate to develop and evaluate improved monitoring arrangements. 
For these reasons, we seek favourable consideration of t h i s proposal and'intend to 
propose the i n c l u s i o n of t h i s item i n our work programme f o r the summer session. 

The СНА1Ш'-ШТ; I thanl: the representative of the United States of America f o r h i s 
statement and f o r the kind words he addressed to the Chair, I now give the f l o o r to 
the representative of the Netherlands, His Excellency Ambassador van Dongen. 
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Mr. y ал ДОШЕЫ (Netherlands) s I should l i k e to a v a i l myself of the p r o v i s i o n of 
r u l e 30 of the Rules of Procedure to r e f e r to agenda item 7 on the prevention of an 
arms race i n outer space. 

The Netherlands welcomes the d e c i s i o n of t h i s Committee to put t h i s item on i t s 
agenda. We hold that the time i s more than r i p e to talie up t h i s subject; f u r t h e r 
delay would only increase i t s complexity, v/hich i s , even now, awesome. In h i s 
statement of 2 February 1 9 8 2 , Ambassador F e i n o u t l i n e d our approach to i t . Having 
l i s t e n e d a t t e n t i v e l y to the arguments put foarward by c e r t a i n delegations, we 
acquiesced i n i t s absence from the programme of work f o r the Committee's spring 
session. At the same time, we welcomed the d e c i s i o n to hold informal meetings to 
consider item 7; I hope that, on that occasion, I made our constant i n t e r e s t i n the 
matter abundantly с1еэлг. 

V/e are of course av/are that a fei,' nations play a preponderant r o l e i n the 
e x p l o r a t i o n and the use of outer space and t h a t , f o r other members of t h i s Comnnttee, 
many of the t e c h n i c a l aspects are hard to grasp. At the same time, the f a c t that 
p o s s i b l e arms competition i n outer space would d i r e c t l y a f f e c t the . m i l i t a r y balance 
and therefore 'our joinfc s e c u r i t y confers on us the r i g h t and even the duty to speak 
out. 

When I do so today, my primary o b j e c t i v e i s to encourage f u r t h e r d i s c u s s i o n and 
continued awareness that the major c o n t r i b u t i o n can only come from the two great 
Poviers and that a l a s t i n g s o l u t i o n i s f e a s i b l e only i f the tvro of them can come to 
agree with one another. 

The m i l i t a r y use of outer space seems to hove three main aspects! 

(a) M i l i t a r y s a t e l l i t e s are i n c r e a s i n g l y being used to f u l f i l functions of 
d i r e c t m i l i t a r y relevance such as observp,tion, na,vigation, comm.unications and c r i s i s 
monitoring; 

(b) As a r e s u l t , the same s a t e l l i t e s are becoming h i g h - p r i o r i t y m i l i t a r y t a r g e t s , 
since t h e i r e l i m i n a t i o n w i l l d i r e c t l y a f f e c t the adversary's m i l i t a r y c a p a b i l i t i e s . 
This has r e s u l t e d i n increased research, development and, i n some cases, even t e s t s 
of s o - c a l l e d i n t e r c e p t o r s a t e l l i t e s i n o r b i t ; 

(c) Increased research i n the f i e l d of directed-energy v/eapons, both high-energy 
l a s e r and particle-beam weapons, has made i t conceivable that they may be used both 
f o r space-based b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e defence and as a n t i - s a t e l l i t o weapons. 

We are, of course, avrare of the f a c t t h a t , since the 1960s, a number of 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l agreements have been concludod r e s t r i c t i n g the m i l i t a r y use of outer 
space; of these, the I 9 6 7 Treaty on P r i n c i p l e s Governing the A c t i v i t i e s of States i n 
the E x p l o r a t i o n and Use of Outer Space, i n c l u d i n g the Moon and Other C e l e s t i a l Bodies, 
deserves s p e c i a l mention. This Treaty p r o h i b i t s the p l a c i n g i n o r b i t around the 
earth of any objects c a r r y i n g nuclear v/eapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n , the i n s t a l l a t i o n 
of such weapons on c e l e s t i a l bodies and the statioràng of such v/eapons i n outer space 
i n any other manner. I t also c a l l s f o r the complete d e m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of the moon and 
other c e l e s t i a l bodi-es. Though i t i s an important step forward, the Outer Space 
Treaty leaves room f o r a v a r i e t y of m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t i e s i n outer space. I note by^ 
way of i l l u s t r a t i o n that none of the three vrays of m i l i t a r i z i n g outer space which J 
o u t l i n e d e a r l i e r i s p r o h i b i t e d by the p r o v i s i o n s of the I 9 6 7 Outer Space Treaty. 
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(l-Ir. van Ucrxfgn, Netherlands) 

How can we f i l l t h i s gap? There i s , of course, the, Soviet d r a f t - t r e a t y - o n the 
p r o h i b i t i o n of the s t a t i o n i n g of woapons of any kind i n cuter space. Wo have, 
hov/ever, stated r^n several occasions that i t i s our considered opinion that t h i s d r a f t 
treaty does not meet our requirements. Cn tho one hand, i t seoms that the complexity 
of arms control i n outej- space c a l l s not f o r one com.prehensive t r e a t y , but, r a t h e r , 
warrants severa.1 instruments dealing with s p e c i f i c subject-matters. On the other 
hand, the Soviet d r a f t t r e a t y seem,s to ÓIIOVÍ f o r dangerous ani inadmissable 
a c o n t r a r i o arguments that could undermine the p r o v i s i o n s of the d r a f t and indeed 
those of t r e a t i e s already i n f-'^rce. The V(-,rif i cation p r o v i s i o n s v i i l l have to be 
s c r u t i n i z e d f o r t h e i r adequacy. Furthermore, the d r a f t contains some baroqu-.i 
ornaiments that have no nlace i n a l e g a l t e x t . 

For example, d r a f t a r t i c l e 3 r a i s e s many questions about the character of the 
p r o h i b i t i o n of the Bta,tioning of vreanons of any kind i n outer space. I t seems to 
leave open t h e p o s s i b i l i t y of d i s a b l i n g space objects of other States p a r t i e s i f 
such objects am not placed i n s t r i c t accordar.C'--̂  viith a r t i c l e 1 , paragraph 1 , of 
the d r a f t trpa,ty. Furthermore, t h e p r o h i b i t i o n a.pplies only to the space objects 
of other States v/hich a.ra p a r t i e s to thp trec'ty. These r e s t r i c t i o n s , together with 
the vrording of a r t i c l e 1 , paragraph 1 , r e f e r r i n g only to s t a t i o n i n g , mean that the 
Soviet d r a f t t r e a t y i c e s not p r o h i b i t the iovelcpment, t e s t i n g or production of 
"objects carrying vreapons of rmy k i n d " or r-von t h e i r use under c e r t a i n circumstances. 

Another im.portanb point i n t h i s connection i s that a c l e a r d e f i n i t i o n of the 
term "weapon" i s l a c k i n g . 

With regard to the v e r i f i c a t i o n p r e v i s i o n s -̂-f t h i s d r a f t trea,ty, i t can be asked 
vihy the v e r i f i c a t i o n of the, implem.entacion of t h i s treaty should be l e f t -exclusively 
to s o - c a l l e d " n a t i o n a l " tf-chnical means of v e r x f i c a t l o n . Those means v;ere recognized 
f o r the f i r s t time as a logitim-ate method by the United States and tho Soviet Union i n 
the SALT agreements. Hovrever, v/hat i p adequatp i n a b i l a t e r a l context i s not 
n e c e s s a r i l y adequate or accept-ehlo i n a m u l t i l a t e r a l context. And since vre 
aire t a l k i n g about a m u l t i l a t e r a l d r a f t t r e a t y , i t should i n any case loave open 
the p o s s i b i l i t y of the f u r t h e r i n t e r n a t i o n a l i z a t i o n of the v e r i f i c a t i o n of t h i s t r e a t y . 

Another obGerva,tion ; ' i th regard to the proposed v e r i f i c a t i o n régime i s that i t 
does not provide f o r гес-^агее of any k i n j t'^ L-iiomational bodies i n case of doubts or 
complaints about compliance or non--compliance -"-áth the t r e a t y . 

I vrculd l i k e to malee some f u r t h e r observe-tions on thJ-s subject. 

F i r s t of a l l , i n our view, the n d l i t a r y v.nefí of srjace by r a t e l l i t p ? c-n, thus f a r , 
on balance, be described ss rather of a r - t a b i l i z i n g n.ature. \nien we consider 
p o s s i b l e f u r t h e r measures to prev-^int :ir anns race i n oijter spaci , v/e can therefore 
not ignoro developments i n the elabor-ation of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e 'oapon .systems, v/hich 
should bo regarded as a s.irio-us danger bocaus^ of t h ^ i r d e s t a b i l i z i n g e f f e c t on 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l т.еасе and s o c u r i t y . The .more s p t e l i i t e n are usod as the eyes and 
ears of modern militñ,ry f o r c e s , the тог'= c r i p p l i n g \ ; i l i be t h o i r l o s s through attacks 
•.-.dtli a n t i - s a t e l l i t e -neapons. i t i s t h e i T i c r e e n t i r e l y j u s t i f i e d that 
"oneral Assembly r e s o l u t i o n jG/'^'J C, i n a d d i t i o n to the p r o v i s i o n s 1 ref-^rred to 
e a r l i e r , ren-uosted t h i s Oommittee to consider, 4S ? matter of p r i o r i t y , the question 
c f n e g o t i a t i n g an e f f e c t i v e and v e r i f i a b l e agreement to p r o h i b i t a n t i - s a t e l l i t e 
Eiystem.s as an im.portant f i r s t step. 

file:///nien
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(Mr. van Dongen, Netherlands) 

We are aware of the f a c t that a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapons systems are now iDeing 
developed and even tes t e d . Achievements i n the f i e l d o f h a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e defence 
may also serve f o r the development of an a n t i - s a t e l l i t e c a p a b i l i t y . Is t h i s not 
then the r i g h t moment f o r endeavours towards f u r t h e r arms co n t r o l i n outer space? 
Conversely, must we f e a r that the p o s s i b i l i t i e s are diminishing or have already ceased 
to e x i s t ? To f i n d the answer, we must i n v e s t i g a t e the r a t i o n a l e f o r developing an 
a n t i - s a t e l l i t e c a p a b i l i t y . 

Two main argiments are u s u a l l y put forv/ard. One stems from a competitive and 
r e a c t i v e concern: to deter the use of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapons by the other side and 
to prevent an 1 т Ь а 1 а л с е i n m i l i t a r y c a p a b i l i t i e s . The other stems from a concern 
of the f i r s t p a r t y w i t h the growing use of s a t e l l i t e s by the other side w i t h a view 
to enhancing i t s m i l i t a r y c a p a b i l i t y ; the growing use of s a t e l l i t e s i s then 
perceived by the f i r s t party as c o n s t i t u t i n g a s u f f i c i e n t threat to j u s t i f y an 
a n t i - s a t e l l i t e programme. 

I t seems to us that a v e r i f i a b l e agreement banning a n t i - s a t e l l i t e v/eapons 
altogether w i l l c o n s t i t u t e a durable s o l u t i o n f o r a v e r t i n g arms competition i n outer 
space only i f each side's a n t i - s a t e l l i t e programme i s commensura.te w i t h , not a 
r e a c t i o n t o , the other's, v/hether r e a l or a n t i c i p a t e d . We would then be dealing 
w i t h the question whether we should opt f o r mutual s a t e l l i t e v u l n e r a b i l i t y or f o r 
mutual s a t e l l i t e i n v u l n e r a b i l i t y . 

The choice i n favour of the former, the a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapons opti o n , could 
l e a d to a very expensive arms race i n outer space with no guarantee f o r increased 
s t a b i l i t y , probably quite the contrary. As I mentioned before, present research 
e f f o r t s i n the f i e l d of directed-energy weapons, both high-energy l a s e r and p a r t i c l e -
beam weapons, have already made i t conceivable to use these new weapons f o r space-based 
b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e defence. I t stands to reason that such developments v i l l have 
serious i m p l i c a t i o n s f o r the present i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n . 

As to the question of the p r i o r i t y to be given to the e l a b o r a t i o n of a 
p r o h i b i t i o n of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapons, i t i s our f i r m b e l i e f that the p r e r e q u i s i t e s 
f o r an agreement seem to e x i s t : no State yet seems to possess a commanding lead 
i n the relevant technology. 

In choosing the option to ban a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapons, one would have to consider 
that such a ban would be a step i n the r i g h t d i r e c t i o n from an arms co n t r o l point of 
view, but t h a t , at the same time, i t would o f f e r p r o t e c t i o n to s a t e l l i t e s f u l f i l l i n g 
v i t a l m i l i t a r y f u n c t i o n s . I must admit that we have to think f u r t h e r about that 
side of the coin and decide whether a mutually acceptable s o l u t i o n can be found. 
Another complicating aspect i s that s a t e l l i t e s f o r observation, comjmmications, 
n a v i g a t i o n , meteorology, e t c . can be used both f o r m i l i t a r y and f o r c i v i l i a n purposes. 
We are w e l l aware that t h i s dual-purpose character of s a t e l l i t e technology does not 
s i m p l i f y our complicated task. 

These are the observations I should l i k e to l i m i t myself to at t h i s stage. 
We hope that the r e s u l t s of the informal discussions that are taking place can be 
evaluated during the period i n May and June when the Committee on Disarmament dees 
not meet. During the summer session, the Committee on Disarmament co^ild then deal 
more f o r m a l l y w i t h agenda item 7 and consider s e t t i n g up an ad hoc working group on 
the prevention of an arms race i n outer space. 
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Mr. ERDEMBILEG (Mongolia) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Russian); The problem of preventing 
the spread- of the arms race to outer space, that r e l a t i v e l y new sphere of human 
a c t i v i t y , occupies an important place i n the set of problems r e l a t i n g to the h a l t i n g 
of the arms race and to disarmament. 

I n the past quarter of a century, since'the s t a r t of the space era, the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l community has been making unceasing e f f o r t s to ensure that space i s 
used e x c l u s i v e l y f o r peaceful purposes, f o r the s o c i a l and economic progress of 
peoples. 

The boviet Union's i n i t i a t i v e concerning the conclusion of a treaty- on the 
p r o h i b i t i o n of the s t a t i o n i n g of weapons of any kind i n outer space therefore received 
wide support at t h e ' t h i r t y - s i x t h session of the United Nations General Assembly. 

Representatives of a large number of b t a t e s , both i n the F i r s t Commj-ttee and at 
plenary meetings of the General Assembly, expressed serious concern at the r e a l 
threat that might be created unless a b a r r i e r to the spread of the arms race to outer 
space v;as erected i n good time. In t h i s Committee, too, many speakers have stressed 
the t i m e l i n e s s and importance of the Soviet proposal aimed at removing that danger. 

In approving by an overwhelming m a j o r i t y r e s o l u t i o n 'j6/99> w'hich was submitted 
by Mongolia on behalf of the group of s o c i a l i s t c ountries, the General Assembly 
recommended the Comm.ittee on Disarmament to embark on negotiation;' with a viev.- to 
achieving agreement on the text of a t r e a t y on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the s t a t i o n i n g of 
weapons of any kind i n outer space. 

In i t s statement i n the F i r s t Committee, the 'Mongolian delegation c l e a r l y 
and s u c c i n c t l y expressed i t s p o s i t i o n on t?iis cme.stion. During the past tvrenty or 
more years, a whole system of t r e a t i e s and agreements, both m u l t i l a t e r a l and b i l a t e r a l , 
has been e s t a b l i s h e d p r o h i b i t i n g the s t a t i o n i n g i n outer space of nuclear and other 
types of weapons of mass d e s t r a c t i o n . 

I should l i k e to name the most important ajnong them. They are, f i r s t , 
the 1963 Moscow Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests i n the Atmosphere, i n Outer Space 
and Under Water; the I 9 6 7 Treaty on P r i n c i p l e s Coverning the A c t i v i t i e s of States 
i n the E x p l o r a t i o n and Use of Outer Space, i n c l u d i n g the Moon and Other C e l e s t i a l 
Bodies; the Agreement Governing the A c t i v i t i e s of States on the Moon and Other 
C e l e s t i a l Bodies, approved by the General Ar^sembly i n 1979? "the 1977 Convention on 
the P r o h i b i t i o n of M i l i t a r j ' " or Any Other H o s t i l e use of Environmental M o d i f i c a t i o n 
Techniques, and many others. 

Hovrever, v/e are r e g r e t f a l l y compelled to note t h a t , according to reports i n the 
western Press, i n c l u d i n g that of the United States i t s e l f , an extensivo programme i s 
being developed f o r the cr e a t i o n of a whole s e r i e s of systems of v/eapons to be used 
i n outer space, such as systems of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e v/eapons, the deployment of 
a n t i - s a t e l l i t e mines, l a s e r weapons and the development of huge anti-m.issile 
defence systems based i n outer sjjace, etc. P a r t i c u l a r a.ttention i s being devoted i n 
t h i s connection to reusable v e h i c l e s of the "Sh u t t l e " tyi^e. 
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^'^Ej^dembileg, liongolia) 

According to the United States revio'; "Aviation V/eek гла. Space TechnolOig;;/-", 
reusable spacecraft havo been given the r o l e c f a connecting l i n k between m i l i t a r y 
centres on E a r t h and o r b i t a l operationrd s t a t i o n s , prograjnmo development f o r which 
has alreiidy entered the f i n a l ;-tage. 

-From Press reports i t t r a n s p i r e s that the Fontagon s t r a t e g i s t s have also assigned 
the " S h u t t l e " progrrmme a s u b s t a a t i a l r o l j i n the a c t i v a t i o n of m i l i t a r y reconnaissance 
from spa,ce. use л'111 be ."ado f o r t h i s purpose of a r t i f i c i a l satellite;:-' pla-ced i n 
o r b i t by a remote manipulator. 

In short, there e x i s t s a r s a l danger of the unleashing of sn arms race i n space. 
The vrorld commiunity n a t u r a l l y cannot rrir.pj.n i n d i f f e r e n t i n the face of such ж 
e s c a l a t i o n of a c t i v i t y to implem.ent plans f o r the m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer space 
designed to undermine the oxi.sting m.ilitarj-' balance and to i n i t i a . t e yet another s p i r a l 
of the arm.s race i n c l u d i n g ¿pace weapon;^. 

I t should also Ь-э pointed out tha,t the s t a t i o n i n g of new tyijes c f weapons i n 
outer space vrould have the most negative e f f e c t on co-operation oonong States i n the 
e x p l o r a t i o n of oiiter space f o r peaceful purposes, the f r u i t s of \diich the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
community i s enjoying on an ever-increasing scale. In that connection, I should 
l i k e p a r t i c u l a r l y to emphasiso the g.reat im.porteaice of the r e s u l t s of the a c t i v i t i e s 
of s o c i a l i s t States w i t h i n the frajnevrork of the "Intercosmcs" programm.e. 

A year ago, thor.. occurred an event of L-pecial s i g n i f i c a n c e i n the l i f e of the 
Mongolian p e o p l e — the j o i n t liongolian-Soviet space f l i g h t , as a r e s u l t of v.hich 
successful s c i e n t i f i c research of excentional importance to Mongolia's na.tional 
econom.y was c a r r i e d out. 

In the l i g h t of the foregoing, the Mongolian delega-tion considers the 
Soviet Union's uroposol to be timely and acprcnri-tte to the dem.ands of the e x i s t i n g 
s i t u a t i o n . 

In saying t h i s . I should l i k e to sti'esñ that, i n our viev;, t h i s proposal 
pursues, i n t e r a l i a , the imnortant aim of ha.lting the arms race as regards i t s main 
trend, that of the f u r t h e r q u a l i t a t i v e refinement of weapons through the v.3C c f 
s c i e n t i f i c and t-?chnclcgical progress. 

As i s knovm, the Gen-eral Assembly also apprcveil r e s o l u t i o n 5б/97 С, which 
i n c l u d e s , i n t e r a l i a , a request to the Committee on Disarmiam.ont to consider the 
question of conducting negotiations on the prevention of an arm.s race i n outer space 
and, i n p a r t i c u l a r , the p r o h i b i t i o n of anti-ña„tellite systems. 

In that connection, my delegation sha.res the view of those who have expressed 
a vásh to examine the question ^ f a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems i n the context c f other 
measures alm.ed at an o v e r - a l l s o l u t i o n of the problem of preventing the spread of 
the arms race to outer space. That question i s , moreover, tak-en i n t o consideration 
i n a r t i c l e 3 of the draJt treaty on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the s t a t i o n i n g of v;eapons of 
any k i n d i n outer space as submitted by the Soviet Union and r e f e r r e d to i n 
General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n Зб/??-
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The Gominittee on Disarmament, taking i n t o account the aforementioned 
recommendations of the General Assembly and the desire of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community 
to create a relia,blc b a r r i e r to the tranpfcrmiation of outer space i n t o an arena of-
the arms race, has included a nev; item on t h i s question i n the agenda of i t s 
1982 session. 

V/e have the impression that there i s i n the Committee broad understanding an4 
agreement concerning the conimencement, during the second part of the Committee's 
1982 session, of concrete negotiations with a view to adopting e f f e c t i v e measures 
aimed at preventing an arms race i n outer space through the conclusion of an 
appropriate i n t e r n a t i o n a l t r e a t y . The Mongolian delegation i s i n favour of an 
immediate s t a r t to such n e g o t i a t i o n s , and proposes the establishment of an 
ari. hoc working group vdthin the framework of the Committee. In that connection, I 
should l i k e to r e c a l l that the group of s o c i a l i s t countries proposed the 
establishment of an ad ho_c working group on t h i s question i n document CD/24I. 

V/e consider, that the Committee could take a d e c i s i o n to e s t a b l i s h the group, 
p r e f e r a b l y before the completion of the vrork of the f i r s t part of the present 
session. In order to f a c i l i t a t e the speedy establishment of the ad hoc working group, 
the Mongolian delegation has submitted f o r the Committee's consideration 
working paper CD/ 2 7 2 containing d r a f t terms of reference f o r the ad hoc xforking group, 
as f o l l o w s : 

"The Committee on Disarmament decides to e s t a b l i s h , f o r the second h a l f 
of i t s 1982 session, an ad hoc v/crking group f o r the purposes of conducting 
negotiations on item 7 of the agenda, 'Prevention of an arms race i n outer 
space' Eind agreeing on a text f o r a corresponding i n t e r n a t i o n a l t r e a t y , taking 
i n t o account a l l e x i s t i n g proposals and future i n i t i a . t i v e s i n that respect. 

The ad hoc working group sha,ll submit a report on the progress of i t s 
work to the Committee on Disarmament before the completion of the second h a l f 
of the Committee's 1982 cession." 

The d r a f t t r e a t y on t l о p r o h i b i t i o n of the s t a t i o n i n g of weapons of any k i n d 
i n outer space submitted by the Soviet Union, which could serve as a good b a s i s f o r 
n e g o t i a t i o n s , i s before the Committee. 

V/e b e l i e v e that i.n the continuing discussion of item 7 at informsil meetings of 
the Committee, p a r t i e s ' p o s i t i o n s are emerging. This may l a t e r f a c i l i t a t e 
preparations f o r the s t a r t of negotia,tions on t h i s question at the Committee's 
summer session. 

The Mongoliaii delegation i s prepared to engage with i n t e r e s t e d delegations i n 
consultations and exchanges of views on the e l a b o r a t i o n of appropriate terms of 
reference f o r the ad hoc working group on the b a s i s of document CD/272 with a view 
to reaching agreement on t h i s urgent iss u e . 
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Mr» IJEVERE (Nigeria) : Mr. Chairman, I was horn on 9 A p r i l and I hel i e v e that 
good things always happen to me i n A p r i l . One of the good things that I see happening 
t h i s month i s the fa-ct that you are p r e s i d i n g over our d e l i b e r a t i o n s at t h i s c r u c i a l 
p e r i o d . I am convinced that your weil'-known cominitmient to the cause of disarmament 
and that of the f r i e n d l y countrj' that you d e l i g e n t l y represent, as vfell as your 
una.ssuming p e r s o n a l i t y , w i l l be an asset to t l i i s Committee as we prepare to round up 
the spring session i n readiness f o r the f i r s t m.a,jor event of the Second Disarm-ament 
Decade — the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 
I pledge the f u l l co-operation of my delegation i n the accomplishm.ent of your 
d i f f i c u l t task. 

Your predecessor. Ambassador Mario A l e s s i , deserves our gratitude f o r the 
e f f e c t i v e manner i n which he steered the work of the Committee through the busy 
month of March. For one t h i n g , my delegavticn v i i l l alv.-ays remember the im.portant 
developments that took place i n the Committee under h i s chairmanship and the t i r e l e s s 
e f f o r t s he made to s t a r t -as on the way to meaningful discussions of the v i t a l subject 
of a CTBT. Events may yet prove tha,t, during h i s chairmanship, some important steps 
were taken i n t h i s regard. 

My statement today v / i l l i n the f i r s t instance be devoted to item б of the 
Committee's agenda, a comnrehensive progratrane of disarmament. This agenda item no 
doubt deserves frank and honest assessm.ent by aTl members of t h i s Committee i n view 
of the wide r e c o g n i t i o n of i t s s i g n i f i c a n c e as the "centrepiece" of the second 
s p e c i a l session. The f a c t t h a t , at i t s curr-nt session, the Committee on Disarmament 
must complete the e l a b o r a t i o n of the programme f o r adoption by the second 
s p e c i a l session r e i n f o r c e s the concern of my delegation abciit the present state of 
neg o t i a t i o n s i n the Ad Hoc V/orking Group and i t s m.cdest achievement. 

The considerahle i n t e r e s t that my delegation has shov,n over the years i n the 
corapiehensive programme of disarmament i s --'в o l d at- the subject i t s e l f . Our p o s i t i o n 
on the elements of th& comprehensive programjce v.-as c l e a r l y sta.ted i n document GCD/ 5 5 5 

of 24 February 1 9 7 в , which vras presented to the CCD and subsequently reviewed i n 
statements and working papers that wer^ l a t e r siAbmitted r,o t h i s Committee. My 
delegation has c o n s i s t e n t l y been of the view that a com^prehensive programme of 
disarmament i s of foremost and urgent importance i n the e f f o r t s towards general and 
complete disarmament. B a s i c a l l y , we b e l i e v e i n a g l o b a l and all-embracing approach 
to b r i n g about r e a l disarmament and l a s t i n g pec'ce and i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y . 

The Tenth S p e c i a l Session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament h e l d i n 1978 adopted by consensus the Programme o l A c t i o n i n the 
F i n a l Document, which contains several important elements of a, comiprehensive programme 
of disarmament. ParagraX'h 109 of that consenrus docum.ent requests t h i s Committee to 
elaborate a com.prehensive programmie of disarmament; 

"encompassing a l l measures thought to be advisable i n order to ensu^re that the 
goal of general and complete disarmiament tinder e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l control 
becomes a r e a l i t y i n a xs'orld i n which interna,tional peace ai'.d securitjr 
p r e v a i l and i n vrrich the ne-.' i n t e r n a t i o n r l economic ordor i s strengthened and 
consolidated". 
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The d e c l a r a t i o n of the Second Dioarmarnent Decade, v.hich took the novel form of a 
strategy f o r disarmament i n the 1980s and paragraph 2 of General Assembly 
r e s o l u t i o n 36/92 P f u r t h e r j u s t i f y arid validante the s i g n i f i c a n c e and urgency 
attached to the c-mpletion of the pr'>grari.ae at the current ..ession of the 
Cominittee on Disarmament. 

Since 1982 i s the year of the f i r s t major event of the Second Disarmament Decade 
and the year when the second s p e c i a l session i s e^rpected to complete the b l u e p r i n t — 
a comprehensiva programme of disarmament — f o r global disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s , cur 
modest achievements and indeed the b i t t e r f a c t that a completely bracket-free 
coraprehenb'lve programme s t i l l remains e l u s i v e as ue approach t h i s b i g event are a 
matter of regrot to my delegation. In f a c t , the present p o s i t i o n does not t r u l y 
r e f l e c t how the fo r e f a t h e r s cor ce-v-d o" the г,гг"Г"х~е. The words of A l v a Myrdal JÎ 
Sweden, one of the e a r l y prota.gonists of the programm.e, are relevant here; she 
stated that: 

"The h i s t o r y of disarmament should have been a s e r i e s of p o s i t i v e , purposeful, 
e f f e c t i v e steps towards the goa.l which i s acclaimed by everybody. V/e a.re s t i l l -
w a i t i n g f o r a f i r s t d e c i s i v e , or even a serious, step to be taken". 

I f the second s p e c i a l session i s unable to agree on a consensus comprehensive 
prograïïime of disarmament that combines s p e c i f i c measures i n t o an integrated whole-
the chances of mankind's s u r v i v a l u n t i l the year 2000 look uncertain. 

Despite the considerable work done i n the Ad Hoc Working Group since January 1982 
under the s k i l l f u l and ab^e guidance of the disarmament s t a l w a r t , 
.embassador Alfonso Gaxcia., Robles of Mexico, b a s i c issues such as p r i n c i p l e s , 
o b j e c t i v e s , stages of implementation and timie-fram.es remain unresolved. This i s also 
true f o r the measures, the nature of the pi-ogramme, machinery, ,and procedures f o r 
implementation. The reason i s not d i f f i c u l t to understand. The varying conceptual 
approaches and reticence on the part of soff»e delega^tions to negotiate and give the 
necessary p r i o r i t y to s p e c i f i c measux'es to r:alt and reverse the arms race have beexi 
a major stumbling block. Poi- those delt^.ations, the well-ihought-out package of 
co-ordinated measures, s e q u e n t i a l l y structurüd i n t o four stages i n docum.ent CD/223 
submi-tted by the Group of 2 1 , appear l i k e a f a i r y t a l e i n the v.'orld of an 
"unpredictable millinneum" i n disarmament neg o t i a t i o n s . Rather o p t i m i s t i c a l l y , 
such delegations opted f o r the s o - c a l l e d " I t a l i a n e x e r c i s e " , which sought to compile 
a l l mieasures and mechanically structure the.m i n t o three "baskets" or phases of 
implementation without any cle a r - c u t c r i t e r i a . As v.'a.s to be expected, the exercise 
has not provided the magic f o r success e i t h e r , but, i n sp i t e of t h i s f r u s t r a t i n g 
s i t u a t i o n , the i n t e r e s t of the Group of 2]. i n t h i s important subject remains 
unshaken. The h i s t o r i c a l f a c t that the only r i e a r chapter on " p r i o r i t i e s " emerged 
under the able guidance of Ambassador do Soiiza с S i l v a of B r a z i l i s proof of t h i s 
continued i n t e r e s t . 

A pertinent question at t h i s juncture i s : . , what i a the fat e o f t h i s document of 
hope f o r the overi-rhelming m a j o r i t y of the members of the Coiamittee on Disarmament? 

http://timie-fram.es
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The i n c r e a s i n g arms race, - p a r t i c u l a r l y i n nuclear wea,TDons, poses serious threats to 
the s T i r v i v a l of mankind and my delegation continues to h e l i o v o that disarmament 
negotiations could, i n themselves, change the present s i t u a t i o n through the 
l'eduction of niiytrust and suspicion i m p l i c i t i n dialogue and negotiations. As a 
frameviork f o r sustained i n t e r n a t i o n a l a c t i o n i n the f i e l d of disarmament, the 
comprehensive programme of disarmament should contain " s p e c i f i c " measures that 
need be implemented v/ithin the shortest time p o s s i b l e to ensure that the goal of 
general and complete disarmament does not remain ever i l l u s o r y i n a world i n f e s t e d 
with s t r i k i n g 4dvancos i n w-vapons technology. \/o also firm.ly b e l i e v e that measures 
f o r the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclpea' weanons should be strengthened to taice 
account of the r e a l i t i e s of the present world s i t u a t i o n . For instance, the 
D e c l a r a t i o n on the- Denuclearization of A f r i c a needs to be updated to r e f l e c t 
b o u t h A f r i c a ' s nuclear c a ^ j a b i l i t y a:nd the i n c r e a s i n g l y intense c o l l a b o r a t i o n between 
some \vestcrn Powers and t h e r a c i s t régime i n boutn A f r i c a i n the development of i t s 
nuclear' science and tochnology. l i y delegation sees any act of r e s t r a i n t i n nuclear 
c o l l a b o r a t i o n \ f i t h apartheid South A f r i c a as a s i g n i f i c a n t c o n t r i b u t i o n to the work 
of t h i s GommJ-ttee i n the f i e l d of general and complete disarmament. 

The close l i n k betv.'ecn disarmament and development ha-s also been c o n s i s t e n t l y 
stri'^-ssed by my d̂ -] e,5 a t i o n . I t should by now bo cDear t o us a l l that r i s i n g global 
expenditures on armaments h a v e not only aggra.vated the problems of the developing 
countries i n achieving ,an iidequato lev.-;l of economic and sociaJl development, but 
have also affected the currr-nt s t r u c t u r a l and economic c r i s e s f a c i n g some 
i n d u s t r i a l i z e d c r u n t r i e s . I t i s obvious t ^ my délégation that d r a s t i c reductions 
i n those unprcductlvp expenditures would provide enormous resources f o r the 
well-being of mankind. 

i i e t me baúefly ccn,ment on the questions of time-frames and the nature of the 
progrэлlme. The exchanges of views have had so f a r i n the V/orking Group and 
Contact Groups should by novr d i r p e l any doubts about the n o n - r i g i d i t y of time-frames. 
We are convinced that i t i s necessary, f o r the conduct of n o g o t i a t i o n s , to provide 
f o r a, time l i m i t by \;Ьз ch negotiations on s p e c i f i c items are expected to be 
concluded. Such an i n d i c a t i o n would also be a sign of the commitment of States 
to the achievement of substantive progress i n the f i e l d of disa,rmament. i'his i s 
a l s o true of the nature of the programme. líy delegation sees the comprehensive 
programrae as a once and f o r a l l ag-nida f o r negotiations leading to the u l timate 
goal 01 general and complete disarmament. The programme should c o n s t i t u t e an 
agre.ed framewf^rk f o r îifigotlp.tions i n the f i e l d of disarmament and e l i c i t , from the 
outset, adequate p o l i t i c a l commitments by a l l Sta-tes to the implementation of the 
progr.imme. Vfliat therefore appears feaf.'ibl-,^ and r o a l i s t i c f o r my delegation, i n 
terms of binding o b l i g a t i o n s , i s a s o l n r a n d e c l a r a t i o n by each country, at the 
highest p o l i t i c s i l l e v o l , to ensure tho adoption of t h e programme. This o f f e r s 
a p o s s i b l e a l t e r n a t i v e to t h e apparent lack of consensuL; i n ho.ving a l e g a l l y binding 
programme, which member States may s i g n and r a t i . f y at '-.аИ, depending on the 
e x i s t i n g l e g i s l a t i v o procossps i n t h e i r d i f f e r e n t p o l i t i c a l system.s. 

At t h i s sta,ge of our v^rk ar.d g i v f ; n the time consti'aint;^, I b e l i e v e that some 
r e f l e c t i o n or soial-cbarching v;ould now be apx)roT)riate to a,scertain whether a l l 
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p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r compromise vàth a view to a с 1 е а л programme have been explored 
i n t h i s Committee. Far from i t . The v a i l to negotiate i s not forthcoming, i f 
not t o t a l l y non-existent, on the part of c e r t a i n delegations. To those delegations, 
the many imponderables that a f f e c t disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s , namely, the complexity 
of some measures f o r n e g o t i a t i o n , v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance and the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
s i t u a t i o n , e s p e c i a l l y the p o l i t i c a l r e l a t i o n s h i p betv/een the Superpowers, are 
necessary conditions f o r progress. Perhaps such an assessment o f f e r s a lop-sided 
j u s t i f i c a t i o n f o r maintaining the status quo, but, f o r my delegation, a s e l f -
contained document l i k e the comprehensive programme of disarmament, i f implemented 
w i t h i n the possible twenty-year time-frame o r i g i n a l l y proposed by my delegation, 
would considerably change the present trend of the arms race. Such an e v e n t u a l i t y 
would also lend c r e d i b i l i t y to the determination of the Member States of the 
United Nations to l i v e by the o b l i g a t i o n s they assume i n d e c l a r i n g decades f o r the 
achievement of disarmament. 

Time i s short, but a genuine change of heart i s s t i l l p o s s i b l e and my delegation 
w i l l continue to o f f e r i t s modest c o n t r i b u t i o n . 

Permit me now to comment b r i e f l y on item 4 of the Comjnittee's annual agendas 
Chemical Weapons. 

My delegation would l i k e to j o i n other delegations which have expressed t h e i r 
pleasure at seeing Ambassador Sujka of Poland c h a i r i n g the Working Group on 
Chemical Weapons. We are sure t h a t , under h i s able chairmanship, the Group w i l l 
make the necessary progress, as i t d i d under the energetic chairmanships of 
Ambassadors Okawa of Japan and Lidgard of Sv/eden. 

Chemical weapons are weapons of ro.ass d e s t r u c t i o n and t h e i r t e r r i b l e impact 
i s next only to that of nuclear weapons. My delegation would therefore l i k e to 
see t h i s system of weapons banned f o r a l l time. Negotiations on a convention on 
the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons have been going on f a r too long a^d my country, 
a State P a r t y to the B i o l o g i c a l Weapons Convention, f i n d s the present lack of 
progress on Э. CW convention unacceptable, since the close l i n k between a, 
BW convention and CW convention has been c l e a r l y s p e l t out i n a r t i c l e 9 of the 
BW Convention. Those States i-rhich assumed o b l i g a t i o n s and were t r u s t i n g enough 
to s i g n the Ш Convention are s t i l l anxiously awaiting the m i l i t a r y s i g n i f i c a n t States 
to negotiate i n good f a i t h and to proceed to negotiations on the text of a 
CW convention. 

A f t e r three years of negotiations i n the Committee on Disarmament, the 
perennial question of v e r i f i c a t i o n has yet again been brought up to e x p l a i n why 
progress should n e c e s s a r i l y be slow i n n e g o t i a t i n g a CM convention. As f a r back 
as May 1 9 7 8 , Adrian F i s h e r , the United States representative to the CCD, stated 
that! 

"The issues involved i n complete and e f f e c t i v e p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons 
are extremely comiplex. The p o l i t i c a l and t e c h n i c a l i s s u e s i n v o l v e d are 
d i r e c t l y l i n k e d and thus must be dealt with at the same. time. The 
development of an adequately v e r i f i a b l e disarmament measure which i s 
designed to eliminate an e n t i r e c l a s s of weapons from the arsenals of 
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Statec cmd •.•.'•hich alr.o a i f e c t p one of thr- major i n d u s t r i e s i n many 
countries i s a. task '..'hich reouiros great, care". 

At t h i s sessions Amco,ssador F i e l d s c f the United States has again stressed 
the importance of v e r i f i c a t i o n and has .even expressed a lack of confidence i n the 
Soviet Union. My d e l e g s i i o n stresses the im.ncrtance of off-^ctive v e r i f i c a . t i o n 
m.easures i n any disa.rmanent negotiations. r.rvrever, we would merely l i k e to state 
here that "100 per cent v e r i f i c a t i o n " i г im.-nossi г] e and hence there must be an 
element of ccnfidenc-- tur.ong Sô.at-f̂ s. С"jnsoquently, a ccmbina,tion of i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
and na.tion.al т.е. ans of v e r i f i c a t i o n v/ould be the most i d e a l f o r a CV/ convention. 
Ue note with regret that som.e western and s o c i a l i s t St.etes continue to disagree 
on the r r o p o r t i o n s i n v.-hich such means should bo mixed. However, the working 
paoers presented a.t t h i s r'cssion and the Canadian pa.per conta,inod i n 
document Sf / l 6 7 continue to form a good ba.sis f o r n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

Ky delegation vvould l i k e to stress that we do not favour the conversion of 
chemical weapon f a c i l i t i e s f o r "peaceful purposos", oven i f economically p r o f i t a b l e , 
f o r t h i s V70uld only increase v e r i f i c a t i o n problems. My delegation does place 
iffiportance on the de s t r u c t i o n o.f chemic'-il wea.pons and t h e i r means of production 
and we a.re therefore - . ; i l l i n g to study measures whereby means of production can 
be converted f o r d e s t r u c t i o n of s t o c k p i l e s of chem.ical ъ.'ез.ропв. './e be l i e v e that 
10 years i s a s u i t a b l e time-frame for the destruction of CM agents and weapons 
systems a l t e r the t r e a t y enters i n t o f o r c e . 

My delegation cannot support the use of chemica] wea.pons under any 
circumstances and we are therefore distmobed to heaa- a l l e g a t i o n s of use i n t h i s 
Committee. Needless to sa^y, the r a c i f t regime i n South A f r i c a ha.s used chemical 
v/ea.pons. йу ôelega.tion o-greo-s with thf; view exr^ressed by Ambassador Lidgard at 
our plenary meeting on 30 March 1962, n;amely, that the United States d e c i s i o n to 
b u i l d up i t s chemical woo.nons .arsenal i s more l i k e l y tc lead to f u r t h e r e s c a l a t i o n 
of the chemical woa.pons o x r i i s race thm-. tc the a.lleged purposo of promoting a 
chemical v/ea.poni' convontion. 

The а1гегЛу irra.tionad race i n tjie nuclear f i e l d sliould have demonstrated to 
both pa,rties that there can be no winners i n a CM race. Confidence-building 
measures are urgentl y required and m.y delegation uiges both p a r t i e s to adopt 
such measures, since thê -̂ can lead tc the reductiori of suspicions and thereby 
f a . c i l i t a t e the ccncluf.ion of s. CM convention. 

I t has been stated that disarmament i s ;-'oldom iashionablo. This i s true. 
But c e r t a i n l y m̂  delegation and the ncn-governmentaJ org.ai'iizations c u r r e n t l y meeting 
i n Geneva bel i e v e th.at i t i s a woj-thwhile cause. As wo a.prroach Easter, 1 merely 
wish to associalo myself '.;ith the f o l l o w i n g vie\- t:'xpresüed by the B r i t i s h Council 
of GhurchftS i n ]972; 

"b'e b e l i e v e i t cnr uity to pursue disarm.amen i; not .just as a means to enhance 
s e c u r i t y , or T.o e f f e c t econorráes, cut a.s a clea.r C h r i s t i a n o b l i g a t i o n , bjr 
which \.'c m.ean that to us- the Ьгшап -̂nd .ma.toria.l rosources of God's creation 
to prepare f o r d e s t r u c t i o n i s contrary te- Cod's \ . ' i l l f o r the human family". 
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Tlie 6HA.ÍBMAIT; I tharilc the representative of N i g e r i a f o r h i s statement and 
f o r the kind words he addressed to the Chair, I nov; give the f l o o r to the representative 
of Yiigoslavie-, I'b. M h a j l o v i c . 

Mr, MIHAJLOVIC (Yugoslavia): Mr. Chairman, l e t me at the outset congratulate 
you on assuming the chairmanship f o r t h i s month and assure you of the f u l l co-operation 
of my delegation. I am sure that wâth your s k i l l and patience you v d l l succeed i n 
c a r r y i n g o\it your d i f f i c i f L t task. I would also l i k e to pay a t r i b u t e to your 
predecessor, Ambassador A l e s s i , f o r the e f f i c i e n t job he d i d as oirr Chairman f o r l a s t 
month. My delegation i/as p a r t i c u l a r l y pleased to co-operate with him as the 
representative of a neighbourly and f r i e n d l y country. 

I n the very b r i e f p eriod before the beginning of the second s p e c i a l sesssion 
devoted to disarmament and the even b r i e f e r one l e f t u n t i l the adjournment of the f i r s t 
p a rt of the Committee's cvirrent session, the question a r i s e s as to vihat record the 
Committee on Disarmament w a l l take with i t to the second s p e c i a l session. 

The Committee should answer t h i s qviestion i n i t s s p e c i a l report on the state . 
of neg'^^tiations on the various questions under consideration, i n accordance with 
United Nations General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 56/92 F, which has requested i t to do so, 
Hovrever, since i t i s very d i f f i c u l t to conclude from the d r a f t report before the 
Committee vrhat the state of negotiations on the various questions under consideration 
i s , i t w i l l be up to each delegation to dravr i t s own conclusions. 

The Committee has probablj- never before been involved to such an extent i n a 
s e r i e s of formal ajid even more informa.1 meetings and contact groups as i t has been 
since the beginning of t h i s year. A l l t h i s a c t i v i t y i s , as has been emphasized many 
a time, the r e s t i l t of the importance of the second s p e c i a l session. 

The p a r t i c u l a r c o n t r i b u t i o n to the second s p e c i a l session that the 
General Assembly ha.s requested of the Comm.ittee i s the comprehensive programme of 
disarmajnent, on vrhose elabo r a t i o n the Ad Hoc Working Group has been vrorking f o r 
tvro years already. We can f r e e l y se.y that the r e s u l t s a,chieved by the Ad Hoc 
Working Group on a Comprehensive Progranmie of Disarmament vrould not have been p o s s i b l e 
v.'ithout the outstanding involvement and high dedica^tion to the cause of disarmam.ent 
of i t s Chairman, the distingTiished representative of Mexico, Ambassador Gcircía Robles, 

The Ad Hoc Working Group has, u n f o r t m a t e l y , not been able to reach agreement on 
some important parts of the comprehensive programme, p a r t i c u l a r l y on i t s most important 
p a r t , disarmament measures, v;hich has mostly been kept betvreen parentheses. The 
negotiators' d i f f e r e n c e s of opinion v/ith regard to the implementation of the programme 
according to stages and vrithin e s t a b l i s h e d time-frajneo s t i l l e x i s t . Agreem.ent has also 
not been reached on the nature of the prograjmne, i f h i c h reffiains to be s e t t l e d at the 
second s p e c i a l session. I t i s therefore necessarj^ to decide on the basis f o r seeking 
s o l u t i o n s at the second ^special session. 

I t seems to us that the solution,-; should be sought bearing i n mind the follov/ing 
elem.ents. The com^jirehensive prograrimie of disarm^ament must be conceived i n such a 
manner that the taking of agreed measures vrould be conducive to the f i n a l o b j e c t i v e : 
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general and complete disarmament under s t r i c t i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l . I t must be that 
which l i e s at the very core of i t s name: comprehensive lorogramme of disarm.ament. 
In order to be able to be t h i s , the comprehonsive programme of disfirmiament should provide 
f o r appropriate stages and appr-c-iicve time--frano., f c i implementation, \diich should 
be broadly conceived and i n d i c a t i v e i n natro-e. F i n a l l y , i t should be both a plan 
f o r the conduct of negotiations and a plan f o r the implementation of agreed measures, 
f o r i t i s obvious that a-n agreement on p a r t i c u l a r measures can be reached only through 
a process of m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

The comprehensive prograjmme of disarmajnent l i c u l d not be needed i f i t s r o l e were 
merely to i d e n t i f y and make a l i s t of measures, witjiout at the same time prescr.ibinr: 
d e f i n i t e dynamic a c t i o n to ca r r y them out according to est a b l i s h e d procec).ure and 
p r i o r i t i e s . There are plenty of United Nations résolutions to t h i s e f f e c t , l/e 
consider that the measures included i n the programmée should be s p e c i f i c enough not to 
leave any doubt that the countries xriiich a.re i n v i t e d to negotiate on them, i n Cme course 
should a l s o be responsible f o r t h e i r implementation. 

We cannot accept the notion that i t i c unrea.listic to include even i n d i c a t i v e 
time-frames f o r the i n i t i a t i o n or conclucioii c.f s p e c i f i c negotiations on measures beca.us( 
of unpredictable f u t i i r e i n t e r n a t i o n a l developments. Instead of adopting such a 
p e s s i m i s t i c and negativ'-e approach, i t would b.-; much i)etter to make conscientious 
and determined disarmam.ent e f f o r t s , wliich v.^ould svirely help to mal:e 1'и1ягге i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
trends more p r e d i c t a b l e . 

We pvgree that i)eriodÍG reviev/s ai'e very important i n order to r^ive impetus 
to the implementation of the profiramme and to m-ake a J l the necessary adjustments i n 
respect of stages ajid time-frames. These should be c a r r i e d owt on the basis of the 
then e x i s t i n g i n t e r n a t i o n a l atmosphere rather than on the ba.'-;'is of i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
developments pr e d i c t e d f a r i n advance. This i c ^ i n oar opinion, a more r e a l i s t i c 
approach. 

By i t s oharactor and content, the comprehensive programme of disa^rmajnent must 
n e c e s s a r i l y d i f f e r to a co n s i d c r r b l e extont froir. e r i i : t i n g documents, such as tho 
F i n a l Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session devoted to disarmament or the De c l a r a t i o n 
of the 1980s as the Second Disarmament Deca/ie. Thin i n the only way the second 
s p e c i a l session can create a basis .for genuine progp^ess i n the f i e l d of disarmament. 

The Committee w i l l , u n f o r tunately, not come before the second s p e c i a l session with 
any other r e s u l t . N e v r e r t h e l e s s t h i s time we ;:hall not spea]; rl)out the vrork of the 
other Working Groups vrtiich w i l l continue a f t e r the ыесоп*! i^pecial session. I t i s 
perhaps p o s s i b l e tha,t some of them mn.y acldeve ¿preoter success before the end of t h i c 
year's session of the Coirjriittoe on Dioarmament than YIOA: been the case r,o f a r . 

We vrould also l i k e to mention that the CoKLmittee has not yet succeeded i n 
este^blishing a sub s i d i a r y bo'ly on the nuclear t e s t ban. The d r a f t i n g group of eight 
member countries appointed Ъу t]ie Coiraîittee to .formulato i t r . mand.ate has so f a r been 
n e g o t i a t i n g without success. The reason f o r t h i y i ; - . , i n ciœ opinion, that some 
countries s t i l l maintain a very r e s t r i c t i v e pc;:;ition w i t i i regard to the recognized 
T J r i o r i t y of the nuclear teyt b.;ai one' to the multilatexT.l negoti.?.ting- cha^racter of the 
Committee on Disarmament. We hope, however, that theoe e f f o r t s w i l l soon be crowned 
v;ith success so that the Coirmittee may at long lat-t begin i t s i.'onsideration of t h i s 
p r i o r i t y agenda item. 
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In Lhis connection, i t shonld t e r e c a l l e d that some ne-.r and e..,rlier expressed 
i o c t r l n e c and riieorieo have been heard durin-; the f i r s , , part of che Coraraïtee ' з чюгЬ 
T h i r ^ y e a r . The moot recen: phaoe of the accelerated nuclear .-.ГГЛЕ race and the opening 
of i: new one i n r e l a t i o n tc the prodoo-tion of ro'- - h ^ r r i - o l '-eapono are being j u s t i f i e d 
by the need со achieve a r . i l i t e . r y balance 'chat hao been disturbed. However, t]ie 
ejuablishraent of t h i s balance i n aJ'.'o.ys sought a'c an increa.singlj,' 'ligher l e v e l or i s 
being disturbed at suoi. a l e v e l . 'Jheory and p r a o i i o e , \:hich a,ir. '̂o oresent the 
development of new -oeapon^. and the ams race as a -..ncle as an imperative c f n a t i o n a l 
defence i n t e r e s t s and г ',-Cv?/ of seeking m i l i t a z y ala.nee, i n rea/ii represent an 
a.t :empt tc j.-.stify the arm.e race. L a s t i n g and s t a l l e oeace and i n t e r n a t i o n a l o e curity 
can be achieved only throug-h the h a l t i n g o f the arr:.r ra;e an;' the lowering of the 
l e v e l of arraaneni cy way of disarmament. In t h i s proceoo, the aim i o to achieve 
ondirdnished s e c u r i t y f o r a l l fitateo ao the lowest posîilia l e v e l of orm.ament an i 
milit£.ry forc e s . Theory and j r a c t i o e j u t i c i i presuppose an a r i thme Meal balance of 
C.11 typei of weapons, instead of a general and a.pioroximate p a r i t y o f f o r c e , which 
should be the basis f o r p r a c t i c a l disarm.ament measures, are nothing more than a way 
of f u r t h e r i n t e n s i f y i n g the arms race. 

The new' theory, -/hich hais come as a complete s'arprise since i t concerns a p r i o r i t y 
issue i n the Committee's work that a l l of i t s members ha.ve adopted by consensus, 
r e f e r s t o the statement tha.t the nuclear t e s t ban h?.3 becom;e a long-term^ o b j e c t i v e 
and that i t w i l l be p o s s i b l e an.d accepta.ble only Oof ter a s i g n i f i c a n t reduction i n 
nuclear armaments has been achieved. 

Ifeat i s p a r t i c u l a r l y d i s t u r b i n g i n t h i s connection i s that a long-standing 
recognised p r i o r i t y on the l i s t of measures geared to\,'ard.3 d. i s armament, f o r l i h i c h 
solemin pledges were т.еЛе \ r i t h i n the fra.m.e\.fork o f t h e p a r t i a l test-ban Treatjr and the 
HPT, now f i n d s i t s e l f at the bottom of the l i s t . This measure ought to have, among 
other things, contributed to the b a i t i n g of the nuclear arms race, the strengthening of 
the régime of nuclear n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n and the u n i v e r s a l i t y of the HPT. 

The second s p e c i a l session devoted to disaa?miament w i l l also consider, w i t h i n the 
framevrork of the r e v i e \ i of the implementation of the decisions and recommenda.tions 
adopted at the f i r s t s p e c i a l session, the machinery f o r dicaxmament neg o t i a t i o n s . We 
would, at t h i s time, l i k e t o make a few prelim.inary observations on the p o s s i b l e • 
improveffiont of the work of t h e Comimittoe on Disarmament, 

• \/e consider, f i r s t of a l l , that n e g o t i a t i n g w i t h i n working groups has proven 
to be the most approx^ria.te method, of m i U l t i l a , t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n and that i t should, be 
maintained and perfected. To tha.t end, i f there are r e a l prospects that an 
i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n of negotiations v i l l l ead to s p e c i f i c r e s u l t s , the Committee's working 
groups sho-uld not adjourTx t h e i r work during the r e g u l a r sessions of the General Assembly. 
This m^eans that the Committee should be accord.ed more time to conduct n e g o t i a t i o n s . On 
the one hand, t h i s requires delegations to organize themselves i n such a way as to a l l o w 
negotiations to be conducted simultaneously i n several -working groups. On the o t h e r 
hand, the Committee should be more r a t i o n a i i n e s t a b l i s h i n g i t s agenda. The Committee 
should create working groups f o r negotia.tion on a l l the p r i o r i t y disarmament i s s u e s 
and should, r e s p e c t i v e l y , negotiate o n l j those issues v/hich'concern e i t h e r arms 
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l i m i t a t i o n s or disarmament. A l l other broader disarmament questions, such as 
confidence-building measiures, the elabóra,tion of d i f f e r e n t progranmies of disarmament 
and so on, should, i n our view, be relegatod to the u n i t e d ïïr.tions Disarmament 
Commission and to the v o x j i i n g grcv:pc i t irculd e o t a b l i s h f o r that purpose. 

We also think that there i s room f o r the f u r t h e r democratization of the 
Committee's work; t h i s v/ould create even more favourable conditions f o r a c t i v e 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n by non-member States i n the irork of the Committee and i t s s u b s i d i a r y 
bodies. 

Greater involvement by the Committee i n negotiations --.jould mialce i t necessary to 
a l t e r e x i s t i n g p r a c t i c e , which has i t that the Committee on Disarmament and the 
United Nations Disarmament Commission cannot meet concurrently. 

In our o p i n i o n , the numher of plenary meetings of the Committee should be kept 
to a reasonable minimum so thcut a l l the remaining time can be used f o r negotiations 
w i t h i n working groups. 

With a view to ensuring the greatest p o s s i b l e e f f i c i e n c y and saving time 
dijr i n g c o n s i d e r a t i o n of o r g a n i z a t i o n a l and procedural matters, the Committee shotild, 
i n s t e a d of h a l f - y e a r and one-year programmes of vrcrk, have longer programmes of, l e t 
us s a y , two years, a,ccompanied, of course, by a l l the necessary f l e x i b i l i t y , shovild a 
d i f f e r e n t need a r i s e . 

As the s i n g l e m i u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g body, the Committee would take on even 
grea.ter importance i f the separate negotiations of p a r t i c u l a r members of the Committee 
on c e r t a i n disarmament issues were t r a n s f e r r e d to i t and conducted w i t h i n a s p e c i a l 
sub-group that would be set up by the Coimnittee's working group d e a l i n g w i t h such 
i s s u e s . 

Last bv.t not l e a s t , we think that consideration should be given to the most 
e f f e c t i v e way of preventing the Committee' work from being t-locked on procedural 
or o r g a n i z a t i o n a l matters. In тлх opinion; i t mi.'-ht be necessary to consider the 
p o s s i b i l i t y of amending the e x i s t i n g Rules of Procedure f o r that purpose. 

The Committee on Disarmament, as the s i n g l e m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g body v/hich 
includes the 35 non-nuclear-weapon States and the f i v e nu.clear-weapon States, i s 
the best forum f o r the conduct of disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s . Let us hope that the 
Comimittee w i l l not again f a i l t h i s year to respond to the overwhelming d e s i r e of the 
Member States of the United Nations f o r the achievement of some r e s u l t s . 

The CHAIRMAM; I thanl-: E r . M i h a j l o v i c f o r h i s statement and f o r the k i n d vrords 
he addressed to the Chair. I now give the f l o o r to the representative of Eg;fpt, 
His E x c e l l e n c y Ambasse.dor E l Reedy. 
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Mr. EL HEEDY (Egjrpt) (tranGlated from Arabie); Mr. Chairman, at the cutset allow 
Fie to express our plea-s-ore at, seeing j^ou preside ол-ег the m.eetings of the Committee 
on Disa,rmament during t h i s d e c i s i v e -end c r u c i a l month i n i t s work. 'The sun of the 
renaissance i n A s i a rose i n your country, i d i i c h , throughout i t s modem h i s t o r y , ha,E • 
passed through both g l o r i o u s o.nd revere 8:грег1епсес. From a l l t h i s emxerged the m.odem 
Jap2,nese p e r s o n a l i t y , •'.-.hich plays a v i t a l r o l e i n the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community's 
search f o r peace and f u l f i l m e n t . In followúng your a c t i v i t i e s i n t h i s Committee, -,7e 
have become convinced that, thardiE to your diplomatic o . b i l i t y , p r o f e s s i o n a l t a l e n t 
and extreme modesty, no one oan represent the Ja,paneoe perconc.lity b e t t e r than you. 

I would also l i k e to express cur deep e.ppreciatron to Amcaeoador A l e s s i of I t a l y , 
who gaided the work of ou.r Commiittee l a s t month with wisdom and the greatest s k i l l . 

May we extend a warm welccm.e to Ambassador von. Dongen of the Netherlands and 
Ambassador Vejvoda of Czechoslovakia, who with t h e i r past experience v / i l l undoubtedly 
enri c h ovjc work. V/e j o i n previous speakers i n expressing to our f r i e n d and colleague, 
Ambassador M a l i t z a of Rom.ania, оггг best wishes f o r f u l l success i n h i s nev."- and 
importa,nt a,sGignment. 

In the pcist few days i n ouir Committee, as we have been preparing our- report to 
the second s p e c i a l session of the Genera,l Assembly devoted to disarmament, i t i s only 
r a t i o n a l that vie should have focused oor a t t e n t i o n on the r e s u l t s of our work. This report 
i s of particula>.r s i g n i f i c a n c e i n the l i g h t of the gxowing threats to peace and securitjr 
i n various regions of the w^rld. Furthermore, world p u b l i c opinion has become 
i n c r e a s i n g l y aware of the dangerous s i t u a t i o n inherent i n the continued s t o c k p i l i n g 
of, arms of mass d e s t r u c t i o n and the el<aboration of new programmes f o r the f u r t h e r 
accumulation of such armis. As a r e s u l t , people have become тюге and more aware and 
f e a r f u l of the consequences. A l l t h i s talœs place at a time when i t i s becom-ing 
increa.singly d i f f i c u l t f o r the t h i r d world, countries to suistain respectable l i v i n g 
stand.ards, one of the basic reasons f o r chic being the armis race and l a c k of progress 
i n the f i e l d of disarmam.ent amd arm̂ s l i m i t a t i o n s . 

I t i s only normal that, a.t i t s second opecial session devoted to disarmament, the 
General Assembly should \nidertake to a.sseos everything that has been accomiplished i n 
the f i e l d of disarmam.ent since the f i r s t s p e c i a l session and the adoption of the 
F i n a l Document. 

We consider that ŵe have to play an important r o l e i n a s s i s t i n g the General 
Assemibly i n c a r r y i n g out t h i s evaluation. V/e r e a l i z e that the members of our Committee 
m.ay hold d i f f e r e n t views on the miatter, but such divergences should not prevent us from 
perform.ing t h i s task. I t could even be u s e f u l and healthy f o r the s p e c i a l report we 
s h a l l submit to r e f l e c t the dialogue i n which d i f f e r e n t vievis were expressed on the 
assessment of our Committee 's vrork and the reasons which ha.ve so f a r impeded"any 
achievement. 
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For our p a r t , we consider that the r e s p o n s i h i l i t y f o r f a i l u r e to achieve any 
r e a l progress i n the f i e l d of disarmament during t h i s p e riod and the years preceding i t 
f a l l s e n t i r e l y upon the shoulders of the nuclear States. The countries of the 
t h i r d vrorld have spared no e f f o r t s and s t i l l s t r i v e to promote disarmament, but 
±hej remain unable to b r i n g about any change i n the p o l i t i c a l w i l l and a c t i o n of the 
major Power;-;. They continue to be the v i c t i m s of the continued arms race and of the 
p r e v a i l i n g p o l i c i e s and doctrines which e n t a i l the p o s s i b l e u s e of arms of mass 
de s t r u c t i o n as a v i a b l e option. 

In the course of more then tliree years, the Committee on Disarmament has remained 
unable to carry out any negotiations on the most serious matter entrusted to i t , 
namely, nuclear disarmament i s s u e s . A l l t h i s , despite the p r e s s i n g r e a l i t y and 
i n c r e a s i n g pressure by the world community and the dozens of r e s o l u t i o n s adopted 
by the United Nations General Assembly i n t h i s respect. 

Because we feared that our Conmiittee would s t a r t and end i t s s p r i n g session 
without any tangible r e s u l t s , we suggested at the beginning of t h i s session t h a i 
i t should use the time a v a i l a b l e to i t to malee some modest achievements which we 
could report to the General Assembly. 

Noif we have reached the f i n a l days i n the work of our Committee wdthout having 
done so. Nevertheless, v/e s t i l l b e l i e v e that i t behcves us to use the remaining 
few days i n an attempt to m.ake som.e progress even i f i t should be continued i n 
New York p r i o r to the second s p e c i a l session. 

In t h i s connection, I vrould l i k e to emphasis the f o l l o v r i n g p o i n t s . 

Our success i n e l a b o r a t i n g a d r o i t comprehensive programme of disarmament i s of 
s p e c i a l and a d d i t i o n a l importance since i t v / i l l provide v/orld p u b l i c opinión with 
proof that there i s a serious commitment to vrork, on the ba.sis of a unified- approa.ch, 
f o r the c r e a t i o n of a world free from the permanent t h r e a i of a v/ar i n v/hich arms 
of mass d e s t r u c t i o n could be used and i n which we could achieve general and complete 
disarmament. 

We therefore take note v i t h a p preciation of the e f f o r t s made by the Ad Hoc 
Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmam.ent under the chairmanship 
of Ambassador Garcia Robles to a r r i v e at a d r a f t t e x t . We pay a t r i b u t e to t h i s 
Group f o r the success achieved i n a^greeing on a u n i f i e d text of the chavpter on 
p r i o r i t i e s . V/e note v/ith s a t i s f a c t i o n i t s attempts to r e c o n c i l e views arid p o s i t i o n s 
on the chapters d e a l i n g v/ith o b j e c t i v e s end p r i n c i p l e s . In t h i s regard, a s p e c i a l 
v/ord of t r i b u t e i s also conveyed to iimbassador de Souza e S i l v a of B r a z i l , 
Ambassador de La Gorce of France and Jinbassador Herder of the German Democratic Republic. 

V/e express the hope that, through f u r t h e r constructive dialogue, the e f f o r t s of 
the Group concerning the crux of the prograjriine — namely the chapter on measiires — w i l l 
be crcvmed v/ith success. 

I t remains f o r us to i n v i t e delegations to show the same f l e x i b i l i t y as the 
Group of 21 v/ith regard to the nature of tiie progra-W/ie a.nd the time-frames f o r i t s 
implementation. V/e should a i l agree that the r e a l value of t h i s programme l i e s i n the 
commitment to implement i t ^/ i t h i n rea,sonable and f l e x i b l e time-frames. 
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(Vir, E l Reedy, Egypt) 

V/e b e l i e v e that we эхе e n t i t l e d to f e e l c a u t i o u s l y o p t i m i s t i c abotit the l i m i t e d 
success achieved i n the Committee's consideration of the t o p i c of a nuclear t e s t ban, 
f o r , at present, serious negotiations are being held to define the mandate of a 
vrorking group to deal v-rith t h i s item. V/e are indeed g r a t e f u l to l i e . A l e s s i , the 
outgoing Chairman, f o r h i s i n i t i a t i v e i n s t a r t i n g these n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

V/e share the opinion that the question of v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliajice i s c r u c i a l • 
to the conclusion of a convention on a comprehensive and f i n a l nuclear t e s t ban. V/e 
nevertheless hold the viev,' t h a t , even i f t h i s aspect enjoj^s a degree of p r i o r i t y i n our 
n e g o t i a t i o n s , i t i s not an end i n i t s e l f , but, r a t h e r , an i n t e g r a l p a r t of other 
elements aimed at reaching the u l t i m a t e g o a l , the conclusion of a convention on a 
comprehensive t e s t ban. ConsequentljA, the d e f i n i t i o n of the mandate of the 
working group must be i n keeping vi i t h the general o b j e c t i v e contained i n the P i n a l 
Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session and i n conformity vjith the numerous r e s o l u t i o n s 
adopted by the General Assembly on the matter. This i s an o b j e c t i v e cn vrhich the hopes 
of vrorld p u b l i c opinion are pinned. Agreeing on i t vrould be an achievement by our 
Committee and v / i l l t e s t i f y to the seriousness of our endeavoiurs, so that vre can, at the 
next session of the Committee on Disarmament through the \íorking group on whose mandate 
Vie hope to agree during t h i s part of our session, pursue our e f f o r t s tovrards t h i s g o a l . 

We a l s o believe- that the question of e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l arrangements to assure 
the non-nuclear-v/eapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear v/eapons i s one 
of the urgent top i c s i n respect of which a number of steps should be talcen at the 
forthcoming s p e c i a l session. I f i t i s not f e a s i b l e here to achieve progress on t h i s 
i s s u e , i t might be p o s s i b l e to pa,ve the viay f o r the second s p e c i a l session to formulate 
a c a t e g o r i c a l guarantee by the nuclear Powers not to use miclear vreapons against 
non-nuclear-vreapon States. \4e can thinlc of mope than one formula to confer a binding^ 
character on such commitments and to v/iden t h e i r scope and increase t h e i r e f f e c t i v e n e s s 
i n order to give a stronger sense of s e c i i r i t y to the non-nuclear-v/eapon States, the 
m a j o r i t y of v/hich â ê non-aligned or n e u t r a l States that have o f f i c i a l l y renoxmced the 
nuclear vreapon option and submitted t h e i r nuclear f a c i l i t i e s to i n t e r n a t i o n a l safeguards. 

I a l s o b e l i e v e that i t i s s t i l l p o s s i b l e to agree on the p r i n c i p l e of s e t t i n g up 
an ad hoc vrorking group on the prevention of an arms race i n outer space so that the 
working group can begin i t s a c t i v i t i e s during the next p a r t of our session. 

These are some of the matters vre deemed i t t i s e f u l to r a i s e i n a l a s t attempt at 
achieving some progress i n ovix vrork here. 

However, the e s s e n t i a l t r u t h remains that , as f a r as the continuation c f the arms 
race and the f a i l u r e to curb i t and to achieve disarmament are concerned, the present 
s i t u a t i o n i s one vihich the vrorld can no longer t o l e r a t e . The nuclear Powers and 
p a r t i c u l a r l y the tvro Superpovrers are the ones b a s i c a l l y responsible f o r t h i s . During 
the next s p e c i a l session devoted to disarmament, the General Assembly should examine 
the seriotis consequences of the continuation of such a s i t u a t i o n . 

V/e can see that a l l the peoples of the vrorld, whether i n the North or in^the South, 
i n the East or i n the V/est, are determined to refuse to l i v e under the spectre of 
nuclear vrar. They are resolved to c o n t r o l the arms race and reverse i t s course. The 
second s p e c i a l session i s dxity bound to deal with t h i s fcuct. 
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The CIîAiraiAIT; I thank Amhassador E l Reedy f o r h i s statement and f o r the k i n d 
vrords he addressed to the Chair. I novr give the f l o o r to the representative of 
the United Kingdom, His E x c e l l e n c y Ambassador Svimmerhayes, 

In:. дЩДЕШМУЕЗ (United Kingdom): I t i s a great pleasure to v/elcome you to 
the Chair t h i s month and to express my delegation's thanlcs to I l r , I lario A l e s s i , 
yotir predecessor d.uring the month of Harch, Ily i n t e r v e n t i o n t h i s morning w i l l be 
b r i e f . I t i s on a matter l i h i c h i s a cause of grave concern not o n l y to my country, 
but to the i n t e r n a t i o n a l commuiiity as a whole, and \7hich has a d i r e c t bearing on 
the climate i n which we conduct our vrork, 

I vrish to draw a t t e n t i o n to the serious s i t u a t i o n which has a r i s e n as a r e s i i l t 
of the i n v a s i o n and occupation of tho F a l k l a n d Islands by Argentina, This f l a g r a n t 
and i l l e g a l use of force and the f a i l u r e of Argentina to vrithdraw i n defiance of a 
mandatory S e c u r i t y Council r e s o l u t i o n runs counter to a l l the p r i n c i p l e s vrhich 
guide otir vrork i n t h i s Committee and c o n s t i t u t e s a grave setback to the cause of 
arras c o n t r o l and disarmament. Me c a l l on the Argentine Government to vrithdraw i t s 
f o r c e s immediately i n accordance w i t h the mandatory r e s o l u t i o n of the 
S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l , r e s o l t i t i o n 502, 

The С11Д.1ШШТ; I thank Ambassador Summerhaycs f o r h i s statement and f o r the 
k i n d vrords he addressed to the C h a i r , I novr give tho f l o o r to l i i n i s t e r Tian J i n 
of China. 

Иг, НАШ JIH (China) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Chinese); I l r , Chairman, I vrould l i k e to 
say a fevr vrords on the content of the s p e c i a l report. The Chinese delegation i s 
g r a t e f u l to the S e c r e t a r i a t f o r the e f f o r t s i t has made to d r a f t the o u t l i n e of a 
s p e c i a l report to the second s p e c i a l session of tho General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament, 

The i n t e r n a t i o n a l commvmity i s concerned vrith the work of the Committee on 
Disarmament, vrhich functions as the s i n g l e m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g body on 
disarmament. The s p e c i a l report of the Committee on Disarmament v r i l l become one 
of the major doc\monto of the second s p e c i a l session, as vrell as one of the 
important reference docuiaents f o r the preparation of other documents at the 
second s p e c i a l session. Me therefore beli.eve that the s p e c i a l report should 
r e f l e c t not only tiie s i t u a t i o n at tho current session and the a c t i v i t i e s c a r r i e d 
out by the Committee on Disarmament since i t s establisliment, but also c o n c i s e l y 
describe vrhere progress has and has not been made and why, so as to acquaint a l l 
liember States of tho United Nations vrith the work dono by the Committee on 
Disarmament. 

Proceeding.from these considerations, vre thinlc that the report should mainly 
r e f l e c t i n a b r i e f vray tlio vievrs and d i f f e r i n g opinions of the various sides on 
major items, as vrell as on the s i t u a t i o n of disarmament. Organizational and other 
routine ma,tters should be described as b r i e f l y as p o s s i b l e and l i s t s of dociments 
miglit be annexed to the report, thus making i t c l e a r - c u t , short and convenient f o r 
a l l Ilember States of the United Ifetions to read and study. 
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lîr. HOIBFALISSZ (Belgium): Î-Ir. Chairman, I v r i l l , w i t h your permission, leave 
i t to Ambassador Onl:elinx to congratiilato you on your assumption of the chairmanship 
of our Committee and to thanlc your predecessor, Ambassador A l e s s i . 

As the representative of the country c u r r e n t l y h o l d i n g the presidency of the 
Council of M i n i s t e r s of the European Communities, I viould l i k e to inform the 
Committee on Disarmament of the p o s i t i o n adopted on 2 A p r i l 1982 by the--
M i n i s t e r s f o r Foreign A f f a i r s of tlae Ten with regard to the F a l k l a n d Islands 
case, to w'hich the Ambassador of the United Kingdom has j u s t r e f e r r e d . 

The t e x t of the statement by the Ten roads as f o l l o w s : 

"The Foreign M i n i s t e r s of the Ten condemn the armed i n t e r v e n t i o n i n the 
Fal k l a n d Islands by the Government of Argentina, i n defiance of the statement 
issued on 4 A p r i l by the President of the Securitj'" Council of the United Nations, 
which remains seized of the question. 

They urgently appeal to the Government of Argentina to withdraw i t s 
forces immediately and to adliere to the appeal of the United Nations 
S e c u r i t y Council to r e f r a i n from, the u.se of force and to continue the search 
f o r a diplomatic s o l \ i t i o n . " 

The CIIAIIlIii'dT;- I than]: Mr. N o i r f a l i s s e f o r h i s statement and f o r the k i n d words 
he addressed to tlie Chair. 

At the opening of t h i s meeting, I read out the names of those spealcers \iho had 
put t h e i r names on the liüt f o r today. Since then, a number of other delegations 
have approached the S e c r e t a r i a t , or the Chair, to have t h e i r names included. For 
today, I have taken these names do^m. I f e e l , however, that i t might be appropriate 
i n the future that delegations whi.ch v.'ish to speak, i n a d d i t i o n to those whose names 
the Chair has announced a t the outset, should perhaps r a i s e t h e i i " hands when I 
enquire i f there are any other speakers. I t l i i n k that has mainly been the p r a c t i c e 
of t h i s Committee i n the past and f e e l that t h i s might help to prevent p o s s i b l e 
confusion and misunderstanding. I now give the f l o o r to the representative of the 
Netherlands, His Dxcellency Ambassador van Dongen. 

Mr. van DOHGEN (Netherlands): 17ith your permission Mr. Chairman, I should 
l i k e to r e f e r to the issxie r a i s e d by my di s t i n g u i s h e d colleague from the 
United Kingdom.. The Netherlands p o s i t i o n on t h i s issue i s c l e a r and -unambiguous. 
The Netherlands Foreign M i n i s t e r ^jas one of -the s i g n a t o r i e s of the j o i n t d e c l a r a t i o n 
j u s t гегЛ out by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Belg.i-um, the country h o l d i n g 
the presidency of the European Corranunities. That d e c l a r a t i o n loaves no гоогл f o r 
doubt about our f u l l g.greement w i t h S e c u r i t y Council r e s o l u t i o n 502. There lias 
undoubtedly been a broach of i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and the p r i n c i p l e s of the 
United Nations Charter, \rhich we are committed to l i v e by. The Netherla.nds has 
c o n s i s t e n t l y and i n v a r i a b l y held tha.t the uso of force i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s , 
wherever and whenever i t may occur, must be condemned. I t w i l l therefore come as 
no s u r p r i s e that, as the representative of the country that has the honour to have 
been chosen as -the scat of the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Court of J u s t i c e , 1 can bxit repeat what 
we very deeply believe i n , namely, that the r u l e of law must be uplield. V/e therefore 
have no h e s i t a t i o n i n supporting -bhe p o s i t i o n formulated i n Ariibassador Summerha.yes ' 
statement. 
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The CIIA.IHIAI'f; I thamc Ambassador van Dongen f o r his: statomont, Tho 
representa.tive of Argentina h.as askod f o r the f l o o r to Епеак i n exorcise of h i s 
r i g h t of r e p l y . In the meanwhiln, I пал'е r-vccived a p p l i c a t i o n s f o r the f l o o r . 
I have received requests f o r i n c l \ i s i o n i n t]io l i s t nf speakers from the delegations 
o f Prance, I t a l y , Peru, Venezuela, Bra,zil and th.e uniteo- States of / j i i e r i c a . So I 
r e s p e c t f u l l y wish to ask Ambassador Gax^asales when ho v/ould l i k e to t?J:c the f l o o r 
i n exercise of h i s r i g h t of reply? I give the f l o o i ' t-:' ̂ inoassaior Carasales, 

I i r . C7ül¿lSAKJS (Argentina) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Spanish); l i r . Ghaárman, the conduct 
o f the Argentine' delcga.tion over the yca.rs sinco t h i s Coirjiîitteo ' s establishment 
shows t h a i i t has ncvei- brouglit up m.atters th,at a r e not w i t h i n the COTimittee' s 
s p e c i f i c j u r i s d i c t i o n and, on t h i s occasion, i t пая c e r t a i i i l j ' not the Argentine 
delega»tion -idiich provoked t h i s debate. Ac on other occasions, other delegations 
have considered i t anpropriate to r e f e i : i n t h i s Comnittoe to ma.ttors which are 
f o r e i g n to i t . Although the Argentine delegation f i n d s t h i s re£;rettablc, i t i s 
c e r t a i n l y not about to s l i r i n k from consideration of t h i s subject i f moml-îcrs wish 
to discuss i t i n t h i s foriim. 

How h i s t o r y changes i Tho representativo of a covmtry wdiich imposed i t s e l f by 
force on f o u r continents, subjugating peoplec and t e r r i t o r i e s to s a t i s f y i t s 
i n s a t i a b l e appetite f o r new c o l o n i e s , i s noi; complaining tccia^y Ьосаггое a country 
which was u n j u s t i f i a b l y a.tt£icked f i v e times i n i t s h i s t o r y by that great Power has 
dared to recover one of those colonies and restore i t to the t e r r i t o r i a l l i e r i t a g e 
to which i t belongs and from wiiich i t v a s seized by force i n 1 0 5 3 . 

The s i t u a t i o n i n the South A t l a n t i c ма.в not provoked by the Argentine JÎepublic. 
C i v i l i a n s vdio were working p e a c e f u l l y i n South Goorgia, with v a l i d documentation and 
v/ith the knovrledge o f the United Kingdom, and ca.rrying out a comm.erciai operation 
planned more than one year ago v/ore given an Liltimatum to i/ithdrav: ii.nmediately. A 
v/arhsip v/as sent to tlio area, \ri t h КоуеЛ. iïarines on board to expel them by f o r c e ; 
nuclear submarines were dispatched to tho a.rea; i n the B r i t i s h Parliament, the 
Goverrmaent stated tha.,t no means, no means, vrould be spared to ensure that i t s 
p o s i t i o n p r e v a i l e d . Shovild Argevitina, submit meekly to t h i s nevr show of force? 
Tliat p o l i c y of force ha.s been a constant tradi.tJ.on \'ith regard to п!у country. 

¥e wore attacked i n 1006, 1 0 0 7 , I O 5 3 , IG40 and I84O. The Iialvinas were 
occupied by force and the Argentine a d m i n i s t r a t i o n and population wero expelled 
i n 10555 an act of ag¿^ession v/as committed i n 1Û53 and ha.s continued ever since, 
day i n , day out, because the occupation, of a forei^cn t e r r i t o r y b j force i s an act 
of aggression, because that t e r r i t o r y i s Argentine t e r r i t o r y and has ali./ays been 
Argentine t e r r i t o r y and no country can invade i t s owii t e r r i t o r y . The recovery 
operation which took place i n tho l l a i v i n a s v/as one of a very'speciaJ nature. Ho 
act of forc e i s c a r r i e d out v/ithout bloodslied — the shedding of f o r e i g n blood, I 
should say. hot one drop of B r i t i s h Idood was s p i l t , although there were Argentine 
dead and wounded, but the f a c t t l i a t no B r i t l o h blood v.-as s p i l t v.-as not a coincidence, 
the r e s u l t of circuastrncc:; or becauise they, v/er.e B r i t i . s h , t l x y -,/е..:.:е invulnerable. 
I t v/as because there was a s p e c i a l order that every e f f o r t shoiild be made not to 
harm anyone at a l l , even th.e occupying n.rmed f o r c e s . You can imagine hov/ much 
s e l f - r e s t r a i n t the Argentine s o l d i e r s had to si:ov; when they sav; t h e i r comrades f a l l 
and yet they s t i l l endeavoured succesoxally, net to s p i l l a s.inglo drop of B r i t i s h 
blood i n the recovery of our t e r r i t o r y . The people of tlio Argentine Republic have 
nothing against the Goveriiment and tnc people of B r i t a i n . On the centrar;;-, they 
v/ould nice to have the bcc;t r e l a t i o n s v/ith then, but thio w i l l never be possible whj.ls 
any p a r t of Argentine t e r r i t o r y i s occupied by pecplc vdio took i t from us by f o r c e . 
I repeat once again that i t i s Argentine territorj'-, and i t i s not only the 
Argentine Ropui:lic x/'iich says tlia.t i t i s . 

file:///rith


CD/PV . 170 
32 

( l l r . Carasales, Argentina) 

The non-aligncd movement, irhich has been i n the f o r e f r o n t ' o f a l l decolonization 
e f f o r t s , has a l s o considered t h i s question. I could r e c a l l many of the movement's 
de c l a r a t i o n s , but i t i s enough to quote "-aly two or three. The Declara.tion of 
îlinisters f o r Poroign A f f a i r s of ITon-Aligncd Ccvjitrieo i n Lima stated that the non-
a l i g n e d c o i m t r i e s , "without prejudice to r a t i f y i n g the v a l i d i t y of the p r i n c i p l e 
of s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n a.s a general p r i n c i p l e f o r other t e r r i t o r i e s , s trongly support 
i n the s p e c i a l and p a r t i c u l a r case of the ífelvinas Island s , the j t i s t claim of the 
A-rgentine Piepublic and urge the United Kingdom a c t i v e l y to continue the negotiations 
recommended by the United llations i n order to restore the s a i d t e r r i t o r y to 
Argentine sovereignty and thus put an end to that i l l e g a l s i t u a t i o n " , I repeat 
"to that i l l e g a l s i t u a t i o n , which s t i l l p e r s i s t s i n the southern part of the 
American continent". The Conference of Heads of State or Government of Hon-Aligned 
Countries, held i n S r i Lanlca i n 1976 , expressly stated that; "In the s p e c i a l and 
p a r t i c u l a r case of the l l a l v i n a s ( F a l k l a n d I s l a n d s ) , the Conference f i r m l y supported 
the j u s t claim of tlie Argentine Republic and urged the United Kingdom a c t i v e l y to 
piarsue the negotiations recommended by the United Nations f o r the purpose of 
r e s t o r i n g that t e r r i t o r y to Argentine sovereignty, thus ending that i l l e g a l s i t u a t i o n 
that s t i l l p r e v a i l s i n the extreme southern part cf the Am.erican continent" and the 
movement's r e s o l u t i o n s contimie i n the same v e i n , the most recent being the one 
adopted when the M i n i s t e r s f o r Pore i g i i A f f a i r s of non-aligned countries attended 
the l a t e s t General Assembly of the United Nations and i t was stated that the meeting 
f i i m l y r e i t e r a t e d i t s support f o r the r i g h t of the Argentine Republic to obtain the 
r e s t o r a t i o n of the F a l k l a n d Islands and exercise i t s t e r r i t o r i a l sovereignty over 
them. 

The Argentine Republic has negotiated the problem unsuc c e s s f u l l y f o r over 
15 years and i t has spent more than 13O years t i y i n g i n v a i n to s e t t l e the dispute, 
w i t h no r e p l y from the United Kingdom. The Ai-gentine Republic i s s t i l l ready to 
negotiate, however, as the M i n i s t e r f o r Foreign A f f a i r s of the Argentine Republic 
r e c e n t l y stated: "The Argentine Republic i s not threatening anyone, the 
Argentine Republic i s not engaged i n h o s t i l i t i e s against anyone, we are not 
i n t e r e s t e d i n an a,rmed confrontation with anyone and we arc ready to negotiate 
d i p l o m a t i c a l l y a l l the problems we ha,ve w i t h the United Kingdom, except sovereignty, 
because that i s not negotiable". 

That i o and continues to be my country's p o s i t i o n and, i n t h i s context, we 
see the threat of very serious c o n f l i c t s . Today Her Majesty's f l e e t i s s a i l i n g 
south, as i t d i d I 50 years ago, ready once again to attack the Argentine Republic 
1 0 , 000 kilometres from i t s bases, i n yet another attempt to impose the c o l o n i a l 
yoke on a p a r t of Argentine t e r r i t o r y , to seek to r e t a i n by force one of the l a s t 
remnants of i t s Empire, and t h i s i s not the f i r s t time i t has t r i e d to do so i n 
recent decades. In short, i t i s going to t r y to repeat i t s " e x p l o i t " of 1 8 3 3 . 
I can assure you that, t h i s time, i t i s not going to f i n d i t so easy. 

I l r . do BEAUSSE (France) ( t r a n s l a t e d from French); Mr. de La Gorce will 
undoubtedly want to congratulate you himself on your assumption of the chairmanship 
and to thanli the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of I t a l y f o r the way i n which he 
performed the duties of Chairman during the month of March. 
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Ргалсе condenmeà Argentina's m i l i t a r y aggression against the F a l k l a n d Islands 
archipelago from the outset. I t d i d so i n the Se c u r i t y Council and when i t 
pa!rticipated i n the d r a f t i n g of the statement which the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative 
of Belgium lias j u s t read out to the Coriimittee. France considers that t h i s armed 
attack c o n s t i t u t e s a c l e a r v i o l a t i o n of the p r o v i s i o n s of A r t i c l e 2, paragraph 4» 
of the Cha,rtcr of the United Nations, v/hich f o r b i d s the threat or use of force i n 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s . Such a v i o l a t i o n cannot but undermine the climate of 
confidence bet\-7een States which must be maintained i f the work of our Committee 
i s to run smoothly. That i s why m.y delegation endorses tlie appeal made by the 
United Kingdom delegation to the Argentine Govorrmient requesting i t f u l l y to 
implement the r e s o l u t i o n adopted on t h i s matter by the S e c u r i t y Council. 

The СНАТШ-Ш'Г; I tha.nk I-Ir. de Beausse f o r h i s statement and f o r the k i n d i/ords. 
he addressed to the Chair. 

I give the f l o o r to Ambassa^dor A l e s s i of I t a l y . 

I-Ir. ALESSI ( I t a l y ) ( t r a n s l a t e d from French); I woxda f i r s t l i k e to repeat 
my delegation's congratulations and s i n c e r e s t vrishes, vdiich I had the. pleaaurc of 
extending to you v h e n I handed the "chainnanship over to you. Having l i s t e n e d to 
the statements made b y the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of the United Kingdom and 
subseqtxent speakers, I would l i k e to r e c a l l that my Government, which deplored the 
i n t e r v e n t i o n by Argentina's armed forces i n the F a l k l a n d Islands and renewed the 
appe.al to negotiate made by the S e c u r i t y Council of the United Nations, f u l l y shares 
the p o s i t i o n of the ten member cotmtries of the European Economic Community j u s t 
stated by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Belgium, iiy Govcmmient's a t t i t u d e 
r e f l e c t a an assessment of the s i t i i a t i o n which, while t a k i n g i n t o accotmt the 
t r a d i t i o n a l t i e s of f r i e n d s h i p that linJc the I t a l i a n and Argentine peoples, cannot 
ignore the p r i n c i p l e s of i n t e r n a t i o n a l l e g a l i t y or concerns a-bout the consequences 
which a serious d e t e r i o r a t i o n i n r e l a t i o n s b e t w e e n the United Kingdom and Argentina 
might have f o r peace and s t a b i l i t y i n the world and, therefore, f o r the cause of 
disarmament. 

The CHAIM'IAN; I thanlc the representative of I t a l y , Ambassador A l e s s i , f o r h i s 
statement and. f o r the k i n d words he addressed t c the Chair. 

Иг. BENAVIDESde l a SOTTA (Peru) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Spanish): l l r . Chairman, 
the head of my delegation \ i i l l s h o r t l y inform you of the s a t i s f a c t i o n which i t s 
members f e e l a t seeing you i n charge of the worl; of our Committee. 

Permit me now to m.alce a short statement concerning a matter that was brought 
up unexî)ectedly and at the l a s t minute i n t h i s meeting. 

I-Iy delegation has always maintained, as a matter of p r i n c i p l e , that our 
Committee should i n no case bo used to r a i s e matters of p a r t i c u l a r p o l i t i c a l 
i n t e r e s t that have nothing to do w i t h i t s f u n c t i o n s , b u t , ra,ther, tend to reduce 
i t s e f f e c t i v e n e s s as the s i n g l e m t i l t i l a t e r a l forvuu f o r disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s . 
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I t i s a l s o on p r i n c i p l e that my delegation has opposed attem.pts a r t i f i c i a l l y 
to i nvolve the Committee i n matters which are extraneous to i t s purpose and which, 
while they may bo l e g i t i m a t e i n other p r r c i n c t s , can, i n t h i s Committee, only 
provoke — as wo have j u s t soen — imneccssary polemics that cannot but cause 
consternation among delegations v/hich, l i k e my o\m, maintain normal and f r i e n d l y 
r e l a t i o n s w i t h the p a r t i e s d i r e c t l y concerned i n the a f f a i r i n question, an a f f a i r 
whose prompt s o l u t i o n , by peaceful means, i s deserving of the most i n t e n s i v e and ' 
d i s i n t e r e s t e d e f f o r t s of the e n t i r e i n t e r n a t i o n a l community. ¥e are opposed to 
the settlement of i n t e r n a t i o n a l disputes through the use or the threat of f o r c e . 

My Government issued an o f f i c i a l statement on t h i s matter a fevi daj^s ago, 
but we do not b e l i e v e the,t i t i s e i t h e r necessary or f i t t i n g to repeat i t i n the 
Committee. For that reason, we r e g r e t that other delegations should have 
considered i t appropriate to taice such a c t i o n v/ith regard to t h e i r ov/n statements. 

The СНАШ-1А1Т; I would l i k e to thanlc Mr. Benavides f o r h i s statement and also 
f o r the k i n d words he addressed to m̂ e. 

Mr. AGUILAR PAEDO (Venezuela) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Spanish); F i r s t l y , S i r , 
permit me to congratulate you on behalf of our delegation on your assumption of 
the chairmanship of the Committee on Disarmament. 

Our delegation has alvrays been opposed to the d i s c u s s i o n i n t h i s or any 
other forum, of matters that are not vrithin i t s competence. Hovrever, the statements 
made i n t h i s forum compel our delegation to read out the t e x t of the statement 
issued by the Venezuelan M i n i s t r y of Foreign A f f a i r s on 2 A p r i l of t h i s year, and 
I quotes 

"The Venezuelan M i n i s t r y of Foreign A f f a i r s i s f o l l o v r i n g vrith the 
greatest i n t e r e s t the development of the s i t u a t i o n i n the Malvinas and i s 
i n permanent contact vrith the Venezrr^lan diplomatic missions vrhich ^ r e 
able to provide the most accurate information. 

The Venezuelan p o s i t i o n as regards the attainment of peace and the 
struggle against the vestiges of c o l o n i a l i s m i s 1-cnovm to a l l . I t i s to be 
noted that serious e f f o r t s must be made to ensure the peaceful r e s o l u t i o n 
of s i t u a t i o n s of h i s t o r i c a l i n j u s t i c e i n l i e r i t e d from previous generations, 
since intransigence or i n d i f f e r e n c e may lead to a dangerous exacerbation 
of f e e l i n g s and s i t u a t i o n s that no one vrants. 

I t i s not appropriate at t h i s time to adopt d e f i n i t e p o s i t i e n s or to 
pronounce value judgments u n t i l more extensive and p r e c i s e information on 
a l l the circumstances i s a v a i l a b l e . In keeping with i t s t r a d i t i o n , 
Venezuela n a t u r a l l y regrets any occurrence that may l e a d to bloodshed 
and hopes that the problem v i i l l u l t i m a t e l y be p e a c e f u l l y and f a i r l y 
solved. At tho same time, i t e a r n e s t l y hopes that calm and a s p i r i t 
of mderstanding v r i l l p r e v a i l so that there w i l l be no aggravation of 
the s i t u a t i o n " . 
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The Са\1Е№Ш-. I would l i k e t c thank the represente t i v e of Venezuela f o r h i s 
statement and f o r the k i n d words he addressed to the Chair. 

Mr. de SCUZl̂ v e S I L V A ( B r a z i l ) ; îîr.• Chairman, some of the statements we-have 
heard t h i s morning prompt my delegation to m^ke the follov/ing statement; 

The h i s t o r i c a l baokground of the B r a z i l i a n p o s i t i o n with regard to the question 
of the MaTvinas Islands dates back to 1833, when the Government of B r a z i l gave an 
a f f i r m a t i v e answer to the appeal made by the Argentine Government about B r i t i s h a c t i o n 
i n the archipelago. In h i s r e p l y to the M i n i s t r y of Foreign A f f a i r s of Argentina, 
the B r a z i l i a n M i n i s t e r f o r Foreign A f f a i r s stated that i t would give i n s t r u c t i o n s to 
the B r a z i l i a n r epresentative i n London to render assistance to the M i n i s t e r f o r 
Foreign A f f a i r s of Argentina i n h i s representations to the B r i t i s h Government and to 
exert h i s good o f f i c e s to the extent p o s s i b l e . 

Last Tuesday, 6 A p r i l , i n B r a s i l i a , the M i n i s t e r of Foreign A f f a i r s of B r a z i l 
summoned the Ambassadors of the Argentine Republic and of the United Kingdom and handed 
each of them an i d e n t i c a l diplomatic note, i n which B r a z i l , i n s p i r e d by the steadfast 
f r i e n d s h i p that unites i t to both nations, formulates a f o r c e f u l appeal to both 
Governments to make every e f f o r t to achieve a peaceful settlement of the dispute and 
expresses the confidence of the B r a z i l i a n Government that the two countries w i l l f i n d 
a s o l u t i o n to the question d i v i d i n g them, i n accordance with the best i n t e r e s t s of 
t h e i r peoples and of peace. 

Mr. BUSBY (United States of America); Mr. Chairman, having l i s t e n e d to the 
statements of other spealters on t h i s p a r t i c u l a r subject, I would l i k e to make a b r i e f 
statement.' The United States Government i s f i r m l y on record as deploring the use of 
force t resolve i n t e r n a t i o n a l disputes. That i s a f i r m and continuing view held by 
my Government and i t i s c e r t a i n l y a p p l i c a b l e i n t h i s s i t u a t i o n . The United States 
voted f o r and st r o n g l y supports the Security Council r e s o l u t i o n which was adopted 
l a s t Saturday and demands an immediate cessation of h o s t i l i t i e s and an immediate 
withdrawal of Argentine forces from the F a l k l a n d Islands and - a l l s upon the Governments 
of Argentin^, and the United Kingdom to resolve t h e i r d i f f e r e n c e s through the achievement 
of a diplomatic s o l u t i o n . As i s w e l l knovm, the United States has offered i t s good 
o f f i c e s to both p a r t i e s i n an attempt to reach a peaceful settlement of the dispute. 
As some delegations may be e.v/are, Secretary of Stage Haig, at the i n v i t a t i o n of both 
Governments, i s v i s i t i n g London and Buenos A i r e s . The United States has stated i n 
various bodies, i n c l u d i n g t h i s Committee, i t s f i r m view that progress i n arms c o n t r o l 
and disarmament negotiations cannot be made i n an atmosphere of i n t e r n a t i o n a l tension. 
We have also stated on repeated occasions our view that A r t i c l e 24 of the United Nations 
Charter requires a l l States to b u i l d the i n t e r n a t i o n a l confidence necessary f o r 
achievement of the goals we a l l seek. The unfortunate s i t u a t i o n which e x i s t s today 
regarding the F a l k l a n d Islands underscores t h i s f a c t . We are hopeful that a peaceful 
s o l u t i o n w i l l be found and I can pledge the f u l l support of my Government to that end. 

i'^-l-J"!?^'^^'^ (Federal Republic of Germany); Mr. Chairman, with your permission, 
I w i l l restirve my comments on your assumption of the Chairmanship f o r another occasion. 

The views expressed by the delegation c f Argentina make i t doubly important f o r my 
delegation to speak i n support of the statement made e a r l i e r by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
representative of the United Kingdom. As one c f the co-authors, my country also f u l l y 
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i d e n t i f i e s w i t h the d e c l a r a t i o n of the Foreign M i n i s t e r s of the ten countries of the 
European Community, as j u s t read out by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Belgium. 
In the d e c i s i o n i t took on 7 A p r i l , the Cabinet of the Government of the Federal Republic 
of Germany, presided over by Chancellor Sihniidt, again condcrmed the invasion of the 
F a l k l a n d Islands by Argentina and has o.haracterized i t as a f l a g r a n t v i o l a t i o n of 
Argentina's o b l i g a t i o n under i n t e r n a t i o n a l law to s e t t l e i n t e r n a t i o n a l disputes 
p e a c e f u l l y and to renounce the use of f o r c e i n r e l a t i o n s between States. The Cabinet 
confirmed the f a c t that the Federal Republic.of Germany, j o i n t l y with i t s European 
partners, w i l l continue to give strong support to the United Kingdom, a f r i e n d and 
a l l y , i n i t s endeavours to reach a peaceful settlement of the c o n f l i c t . In a d d i t i o n , 
the Cabinet decided to suspend a l l arms d e l i v e r i e s t c a country whii;h continues to 
commit an act of agression and a v i o l a t i o n of i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and refuses to a l i g n 
i t s e l f w i t h the mandatory r e s o l u t i o n of the United Nations S e c u r i t y Council. ¥sy 
delegation f e r v e n t l y hopes that e f f o r t s at negotiations w i l l lead to a peaceful 
settlement and v r i l l undo the attack and abuse of i n t e r n a t i o n a l law, which we deplore. 

Î br. DON NANJIILA (Kenya); Mr. Chairman, my delegation would f i r s t of a l l l i k e to 
welcome you to the chairmanship of t h i s Comm.ittee f o r the month of A p r i l . I a l s o 
extend our appreciation and g r a t i t u d e to Ambassador A l e s s i of I t a l y f o r the e x c e l l e n t 
leadership and guidance he gave the Committee l a s t month. 

The d i s c u s s i o n vre are having on the question of the F a l k l a n d Islands i s an 
unforeseen development and I have no i n s t r u o t i o n s on i t at t h i s time. But as the 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of a country whose .rtresident i s the ourrent Chairman of the 
Organization of A f r i o a n Unity, I vrish to r e s t a t e the v/ell-knovm and consistent p o l i c y 
of my Government and, iiideed, of a l l the countries of A f r i c a , on the question c f 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y and the settle.ment of i n t e r n a t i o n a l disputes, namely, 
that the use of force should be a,voided i n the settlement of disputes among a l l States. 
In t h i s regard, we would str o n g l y urge the two p a r t i e s to t h i s dispute to resolve 
t h e i r differenoes by peaceful means. We hope that peaceful means w i l l be resorted to 
and that g mutxially acceptable settlement w i l l soon be reaohed by the two Governments. 

The CHAITd-mN; 1 thank M r . Don N a n j i r a f o r h i s statement and f o r the k i n d words 
he addressed to the Chair. I nov/ give the f l o o r tc the r e p i e s e n t a t i v e of Cuba. 

Mr. SOLA VILA (Cuba) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Spanish); Mr. Chairman, you explained t h a t , 
f o l l o w i n g the closure of the l i s t of spealcers, a number of delegations put .dovm t h e i r 
names to speak, but that was a rjatura.1 c;onsequence of the f a c t thv-.t a matter was r a i s e d 
i n our Committee v/hich does not f a l l v/ithin i t s mandate and v/hich surprised many of the 
delegations here. 

Ctir delegation has always spoken cut against-the idea that the Committee should 
devote i t s e l f to questions outside i t s terms of reference sini.c that i s a way of 
d i v e r t i n g a t t e n t i o n from our work and of attempting to l i n k a supposed i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
s i t u a t i o n w i t h disarm.ament e f f o r t s . 

With regard to the situât ton i n the Ma.l vinas, the movement of non-aligned countries 
has c o n s i s t e n t l y supported Argentina's r i g h t to exercise sovereignty over that part of 
i t s t e r r i t o r y . We are struck by the f a c t that t h i s question has been r a i s e d at a 
time vrhen i t i s not j u s t i n the Southern A t l a n t i c , as a r e s u l t of a c t i o n by Argentina 
or by the United Kingdom, that the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n i s tense, but that no acooimt 
has been t a k e n — and v;e could b r i n g t h i s point up ourselves at the next session — of 
the South A f r i c a n regime's continuing acts of agression against the population of Angola, 
the s i t u a t i o n created by I s r a e l ' s annexation of the Gola.n Heights, the s i t u a t i o n i n 
wflich the P a l e s t i n i a n s now f i n d themselves i n Gaza and the West Bank, the s i t u a t i o n i n 
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the Caribbean, concerning which the veto v a s r e c e n t l y used i n the S e c u r i t y Council to 
block a c a l l f o r peace and n e g o t i a t i o n s — and yet matters are r a i s e d that are a l i e n to 
огиг Committee, Our delegation i s opposed to these p o s i t i o n s and we reserve the r i g h t , 
should such s i t u a t i o n s continue, to b r i n g before the Committee matters which are f o r e i g n 
to our Committee and a l s o represent threats to i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y , 

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Spanish); Mr. Chairman, permit"Ше to 
reserve the expression o-f our s a t i s f a c t i o n at seeing you i n the Chair f o r when we deal 
w i t h one of the items on the Committee's agenda. 

Ify delegation's p o s i t i o n concerning the Committee's functions i s well-known. Ve 
stated i t i n I58O and i n I98I and i t i s not to deal now vrith a s i t u a t i o n that we 
deeply regret and that i s , i n geographical terms, taking place i n the western hemisphere 
that we are going to change i t . 

For those who may be i n t e r e s t e d , the p o s i t i o n of the Government of Mexico concerning 
the question of the lyialvinas was s t a t e d i n considerable d e t a i l by the Secretary f o r 
Foreign A f f a i r s the day before yesterday i n a Press r e l e a s e ; i t i s thus p u b l i c and 
well-knovm. Permit me to say only t h a t , i n keeping w i t h our p o s i t i o n of p r i n c i p l e , 
emphasis was placed i n that statement on the Mexican Government's b e l i e f that a l l 
States must make every p o s s i b l e e f f o r t to s e t t l e t h e i r disputes by the peaceful means 
made a v a i l a b l e to them by the-Charter of the United Nations and that they must do so 
w i t h the aim of reaching a s o l u t i o n w i t h i n a reasonable period of time. 

Mr. SADLEIR ( A u s t r a l i a ) { íír. Chairman, I intervene i n view of the present 
d i s c u s s i o n concerning the F a l k l a n d Islands and, i n p a r t i c u l a r , i n the l i g h t of the 
statement made by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Argentina. I have l i s t e n e d 
to and considered most c a r e f u l l y what the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative had to say 
and f e e l that I should make some comment on that although I do not intend to say 
much, as very l i t t l e needs to be s a i d . There i s nothing i n that statement that 
j u s t i f i e s , or could p o s s i b l y j u s t i f y , the act of naked and unprovoked aggression i n 
which the State which he represents has f o r some days now been engaged. To the extent 
that there was an attempt at j u s t i f i c a t i o n , i t seemed to be '..hat we should a l l be 
a c t i n g not on the p r i n c i p l e s of the 1980s — the p r i n c i p l e s on which we base our work 
i n t h i s Committee — but on those of an e a r l i e r and darker age, namely, the eighteenth 
and nineteenth c e n t u r i e s . A u s t r a l i a condemns i n the strongest p o s s i b l e terms the invasic 
and occupation of the F a l k l a n d I s l a n d s . I t i s an act which cares nothing f o r the 

• p r i n c i p l e of s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n and the wishes of a small and i s o l a t e d population without 
the means to defend i t s e l f . I t i s an act of contempt f o r A r t i c l e 3 , paragraphs 3 and 4 , 
of the United Nations Charter, which condemn coercion and the use of f o r c e as a means 
of s e t t l i n g i n t e r n a t i o n a l disputes. I t i s an act that defies the basis of mandatory 
r e s o l u t i o n s of the S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l , I t i s an act that ensigns to cynicism the 
p r i n c i p l e s , indeed the very reason of being, of t h i s Committee, 

There has been, from several speakers, the argument that matters extraneous to 
the work of t h i s Committee and to i t s mandate should not be r a i s e d . How should We 
define matters which are d i r e c t l y r e l a t e d to the work of the Committee? Last year, 
mention was made i n t h i s Committee—and most of us s t r o n g l y condemned the a t t a c k — o f 
the nuclear f a c i l i t i e s of one State by another. Neither State was a member of the 
Committee. The s i t u a t i o n now before us — as on that o c c a s i o n — t h r e a t e n s not only 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s t a b i l i t y , but the climate i n which we are to negotiate arms 
c o n t r o l and disarmament. Since the p a r t i e s to the dispute over the F a l k l a n d Islands 
are both members of the Committee on Disarmament, the relevance, 1 should have thought, 
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was p a i n f u l l y obvious. The s i t u a t i o n which one State has created by i t s own 
single-handed e f f o r t s i s a most dangerous one. In that l i g h t , I c a l l upon the Argentine 
Government to r e f l e c t most c a r e f u l l y on the consequences of i t s actions and, while 
there i s s t i l l time, to withdraw at gnce i t s armed forces from the t e r r i t o r y that i t so 
wantonly occupied, 

Mr. VEHKATESVARAH ( I n d i a ) : I would l i k e to r e a f f i r m the support of India f o r the 
cons i s t e n t p o s i t i o n of the non-aligned movement that the Malvinas, otherwise known as 
the F a l k l a n d I s l a n d s , should be restored to Argentine sovereig-nty. I'iy delegation 
expresses the sincere hope t h a t , even at t h i s stage, f u r t h e r c o n f l i c t and c l a s h of arms 
can be avoided. We t r u s t that b e t t e r counsel w i l l p r e v a i l and that a peaceful 
diplomatic s o u l a t i o n can be found f o r t h i s i s s u e , 

Mr. CARASALES (Argentina) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Spanish); Mr. Chairman, I s h a l l be 
very b r i e f because i t i s not my wish to prolong discussions extraneous to t h i s Committee. 
I should simply l i k e to say two things: on the one hand, there have been repeated 
invocations of the p r i n c i p l e s of the Charter of the United N a t i o n s — w h i c h my delegation 
values and e s t e e m s — b u t I cannot f a i l to point out that i t i s strange that those 
p r i n c i p l e s should be invoked to prolong i n d e f i n i t e l y a c o l o n i a l s i t u a t i o n that has 
been an a f f r o n t to the deepest f e e l i n g s of the Argentine people f o r more than 150 years. 
And t h i s w i l l be the consequence of the i n v o c a t i o n c f such p r i n c i p l e s , an i n v o c a t i o n 
whose only purpose i s to-safeguard or defend the United Kingdom i n i t s present s i t u a t i o n 
i n one of i t s l a s t c o l o n i a l redoubts. The argument of self-determination has a l s o been 
invoked. I have already read out what the movement of non-aligned c o u n t r i e s , which i s 
unquestionably the most ardent defender of t h i s p r i n c i p l e i n the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community, 
thinks of the i n v o c a t i o n of t h i s p r i n c i p l e . To give t h i s r i g h t to c o l o n i s t s who were 
brought i n b j the occupying Power and who replaced the o r i g i n a l population i s -a -
s o l u t i o n that would have extraordinary repercussions i n the present circumstances. 

As I r e c a l l e d a moment ago, the Argentine Republic has, through the person of i t s 
Foreign M i n i s t e r , manifested i t s com.plete w i l l i n g n e s s to negotiate and i t i s , and 
always has been, the o b j e c t i v e of my country to f i n d f o r t h i s question a peaceful 
s o l u t i o n having as i t s only consequence the r e s t i t u t i o n of my country's sovereignty 
over t h i s part of i t s t e r r i t o r y . And that i s what my country has been doing f o r 
150 years. V/e cannot be accused of having lacked patience. The countriee of the NATO 
a l l i a n c e that now advocate the course of n e g o t i a t i o n are the ones which, when, i n 
1965, the United Nations adopted i t s f i r s t r e s o l u t i o n urging the p a r t i e s to negotiate 
t h e i r dispute, put up the most stubborn opposition to the conduct of any form of 
n e g o t i a t i o n . Perhaps i f they had at that time subscribed to the d e s i r e of the great 
majority of the Members of the United Nations and urged the p a r t i e s to negotiate t h i s 
dispute, t a k i n g i n t o account the i n t e r e s t s and not the v/ishes of the Islands' i n h a b i t a n i s . 
the United Kingdom would have displayed a d i f f e r e n t a t t i t u d e during the negotiations 
that we have been conducting f o r the past 1;3 years without making the s l i g h t e s t progresE 
on the substantive is s u e . That i s a l l , S i r . 

Mr. SKINNER (Canada): Mr. Chairm.an, I regret taking the f l o o r at t h i s l a t e hour, 
but I f e e l obliged to add the name of Canada to those countries which have condemned, 
i n the strongest p o s s i b l e terms, t h i s unconscionable act of aggression by Argentina 
i n the-southern A t l a n t i c . We are unaware of any r e s c l u t i o n by the non-aligned 
movement i n any part of the world which has ever supported t h i s k i nd c f act of aggression. 
That being s a i d , we rep;ard. t h i s act as a v i o l a t i o n of the u n i t e d Nations Charter, as 
w e l l as i n defiance of the appropriate S e c u r i t y Council r e s o l u t i o n . V/e have, i n compary 
w i t h a number of other c o u n t r i e s , •'rfitiidi-awn our Ambassador. I would also l i k e to say 
that we are s t i l l hopeful that there i s a p o s s i b i l i t y f o r a peaceful settlement to 
t h i s — and the vrord that I have w r i t t e n down here i s "dispute" — b u t i t should probably 
be a d i f f e r e n t wcrd. 

http://com.pl
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]У!г. SÏÏTEESNA (indonesia); Ш. Chairman, I , too, apologize f o r talcing the f l o o r at 
t h i s l a t e hour, but 1 thihlc that i t i s my duty to convey my delegation's f e e l i n g of 
regret at the turn of events i n the Committee t h i s morning. Frankly, my delegation 
has been taken by s u r p r i s e by the matter which i s under di s c u s s i o n and i s now developing 
i n the Committee. Indonesia's p o s i t i o n on decolonization i s well-known and I do not 
think i t i s appropriate to repeat and to r e s t a t e i t here i n t h i s forum. However, permit 
me to convey the appeal of Indonesia to both p a r t i e s to the dispute, with which 
Indonesia has enjoyed, and continues to enjoy, excellent r e l a t i o n s , that those p a r t i e s 
to the dispute, should do t h e i r best to r e f r a i n from any a c t i o n which might f u r t h e r 
d e t e r i o r a t e r e l a t i o n s between them. I t i s with t h i s appeal that we, the Indonesian 
delegation here, wish to express the hope that those countries w i l l do t h e i r best to 
achieve a peaceful s o l u t i o n to the problem. 

К А Ж Ъ М Т ! (Ir a n ) ; 1 would l i l c e to apologize to the Committee f o r taking i t s 
time at t h i s l a t e hour and to congratulate you, îfr. Chairm.an, on your assumption of 
the chairmanship. You have already shown your competence and a b i l i t y i n .presiding over 
us i n t h i s forum. I would also l i k e to express my congratulations and g r a t i t u d e to 
your predecessor, Ambassador A l e s s i , f o r h i s f r u i t f u l chairmanship during the month of 
ïferch. 

I f t h i s Comjnittee i s a proper forum to discuss the question of one country's use 
of f o r c e against another, then, I b e l i e v e the m.atter of the b r u t a l invasion of my 
country by the I r a q i régime which has r e s u l t e d i n the occupation of the t e r r i t o r y of 
the Islamic Republic of Iran and has caused tremendous economic and human l o s s on 
both s i d e s , has p r i o r i t y f o r consideration i n t h i s Committee. Regarding the question 
of the F a l k l a n d Islands, I would l i k e to s t a t e that my delegation has always condemned 
any act of c o l o n i z a t i o n . 

The CHAIRMW; I thank Ambassador î-îahallati f o r h i s statement and a l s o f o r the 
k i n d words he addressed to the Chair. Are there any other delegations who would wish 
to take the f l o o r at t h i s stage? Since that does not seem to be the case, I thanlc 
you f o r your c o n t r i b u t i o n s . I have counted 29 speakers t h i s morning and that i s quite 
a record number of spealcers f o r t h i s Committee. 

I wish to r e c a l l , f o r the b e n e f i t of those representatives who were not here at 
the beginning of t h i s meeting, that I stated there would be no plenary meeting on 
Tuesday, 13 A p r i l . There w i l l instead be an informal meeting of the Committee at 
10 a.m. to consider item 7 of the agenda and V/orking Paper No. 62 on new types of 
weapons of mass de s t r u c t i o n and new systems of such weapons. That meeting w i l l be 
followed by a meeting of a d r a f t i n g g r o u p — a n open-ended d r a f t i n g group that w i l l 
consider the d r a f t of the s p e c i a l report to the second s p e c i a l session. 

The next plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament w i l l be held on 
Thursday, 15 A p r i l at 10 a.m. I have one announcement to malee, at the request of the 
Chairman of the Ad Hoc Vfcrlcing Group on Negative S e c u r i t y Assurances. The Working Group 
on Negative S e c u r i t y Assurances w i l l hold an informal meeting at 3 p.m. t h i s afternoon 
i n Conference Room V. 

Mr. AI-IMAD (Pakistan): Mr. Chairman, I merely wish to state that the meeting of the 
Ad Hoc V/orking Group w i l l be a formal meeting, not an informal one. 

The GHAIF1'I¿.N; I wish to co r r e c t myself: the meeting to be held at 3 p.m. i n 
Conference Room V t h i s afternoon w i l l be a formal meeting of the Ad Hoc Working Group 
on Negative S e c u r i t y Assurances which w i l l have i n t e r p r e t a t i o n and f u l l s e r v i c e s . 

The plenary meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 1.15 p.m. 





E J X T L I S I I 

PIIt ' iL 11БС0Ш) Ü P Ï IE üilE IÍÜIIDÍÍKL) AIID S E V E Í J T Y - P I U S T ИЕГиШУ I-EEÏIIÎG 

held at the P a l a i s des îïationc, Geneva, 
on Thursday, 15 A p r i l 1902, at 10 a.m. 

Chairman; M r , Yoohio 01Ш/А (Japan) 

( 3 3 . 8 2 - 6 2 1 6 8 



CD/PV . 171 
2 • 

PRESHilT Aï ÏPIE TA3LC 

A l g e r i a ; 

Argentina! 

A u s t r a l i a ! 

Belgium; 

B r a z i l ; 

B u l g a r i a : 

Burma: 

С з л а а а : 

China: 

Il r . 11. IblTI 
Mr. M. ВЕЫСП) 
Ih:. A. TAbFAil 

i l r . J.C. CAPA-S/VIEL] 
Hiss IT. ILiaCIIBElTE 

I'tr. В.П. S ; J3L G I R 

Ihr. R . 5TEELD 

l l r . J.M. liOIRI ' A L I S S E 

l b . C.A. do SOUZA e SILVA 
l l r . S. de QUEIROZ DUARÏE 

Mr. K. TELLALOV 
Mr.- Б. GRIÎIBERG 
Mr. I . SOTIROV 
I-b?. К. PPAIIOV 

и HílUlTG Mí.miG GYI 

и ТШи-Т TUIT 

Mr. D.S. McPffiilL 
Ihr, G.R. siamiER 
Il r . J . G/iDDPJiliVU 

Mi-. TL\H JIIT 

I l r . YTJ MEITGJL'V 
Mr. YAiT MIIIG LI/JTG 

Ih-. iro XLVODI 

Cuba: Mr. P. iTUÏÏEZ II0SQUER(V 
Mr. J . LUIS GARCIiV 



C D / P V . 1 7 1 

Czechoslovalcia s 

E t h i o p i a ; 

Р г а л с е : 

Î-Ir. M. WJVODA 

Mr. J . GTnUCM 
Mr. Л. СП1Л. 

Mr. J . J I R U S E K 

Mr. I.A. H/ISSAII 
Mr. M.ïï. РА1Ж 

Mise \J. BASSni 

Hr. T. Т Е П П Е И З 

Mr. P. YOMbllŒS 

Mr. F . de lA GOnCE 
Hr. J . de BEJVUSSE 

Mr. M. С0иТ1ДШЕ5 

Mr. И . V I L L S T T E 

German Democratic Republic; 

Germany, Federal Republic of; 

Нтдппагу; 

Mr. G. HEPDER 
l i r . II. THIELICICE 
Mr. J . MOEPERT 

Mr. H. IffiGEilER 
Mr. V.E. von dem HAGEIT 
Il r . U. ROIIR 
Mr. E. ВА1Ш 
№ . P. 1 Ш Ш 1 Ш 
l l r . A. I-3ERTES 
Mr. II. SCHâFER 
Mr. U. l/EISIŒRCII 
Ih-, R.D. von oCHUBERJ 

Mr. I . K0IIIVE3 
Mr, C. GYORFFY 

I n d i a ; Mr. A. VEinü̂ íESl/ARAlI 
Mr. S. SAIÎAN 



CD/PV .171 
4 

Indonesias 

Iran s 

I t a l y s 

Japans 

Kenya s 

Ilexicos 

l i o n g o l i a s 

Iloroccos 

Hctherlandos 

III-. IÍ. SUTPJDSIIÍ. 
Il r . Б. IlâUII/i. 
lîr. I . Ш'ШШС 

l i r . 3. оПЫитаИАК 
Il r . А. ВА1Ш1Т 

Il r . II.J. IIAIIALMTI 
I-Ir. J . ZAIIIiTLi 

l i r , B. С/ШРЛЗ 
i l r . C.Ii, OLI Vis. 
I l r , E. d i ClOWUnil 

l i r , Y. OKÂ Ûi 
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The CHAIRMAN; I declare open the 171st 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 i s chaired by former Federal M i n i s t e r Egon Bahr and i s composed 
of members of a l l parliamentary groups. They have come to f o l l o w the work of the 
Committee, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n view of the forthcoming second s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. I thank them f o r t h e i r i n t e r e s t i n our 
a c t i v i t i e s and I wish them a suc c e s s f u l v i s i t to Geneva. 

The Committee should consider today the reports of sub s i d i a r y bodies and i t s 
s p e c i a l report to the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly of the 
United Nations devoted to disarmament. However, the reports of subsidiary bodies 
are not yet a v a i l a b l e f o r consideration by the plenary of the Committee and 
members may therefore wish to make use of r u l e 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 l i s t of speakers f o r today the representatives of the Federal 
Republic of Germany, Pakistan, Poland and E t h i o p i a . I now give the f l o o r to the 
f i r s t speaker on.my l i s t , the representative of 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 i s here today 
from my country and I should l i k e , on t h e i r behalf, to thank you most c o r d i a l l y 
f o r the warm welcome you have extended to them. 

During your chairmanship t h i s month, I have had occasion to make a number 
of i n t e r v e n t i o n s and at that time I reperve my comments on your assumption of the 
chairmanship. Now that I am making a d e c l a r a t i o n of substance, I should l i k e to 
express the pleasure of my delegation at seeing you i n the Chair, For me, a 
ju n i o r member of t h i s Committee, i t i s a p a r t i c u l a r matter of g r a t i f i c a t i o n to 
see you here. I admire the a r t f u l n e s s , the su b t l e t y and the vast amount of 
experience w i t h which you preside over our d e l i b e r a t i o n s . I t i s experience from 
which we can only l e a r n . 

I would have l i k e d a l s o to say a word to your d i s t i n g u i s h e d predecessor, 
Ambassador A l e s s i , but I know that he i s absent f o r a very sad personal reason. 

Now that the spring session of our Committee draws to a c l o s e , I should l i k e 
to f o l l o w the example of other delegations and o f f e r a b r i e f assessment of some 
of the major aspects of our work. 

Obviously, my approach w i l l be a s e l e c t i v e one. 

V/hen t h i s Committee convened i n ear.ly February, two and one-half months ago, 
many delegations r e a l i z e d that the p o l i t i c a l environment i n which our 
negotiations would have to be pursued was not p r o p i t i o u s . At that time, my 
delegation joined others i n expressing grave concern about the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
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Sec u r i t y s i t u a t i o n and the continued v i o l a t i o n of the United Nations Charter i n 
many parts of the world. I also voiced concern about the d e t e r i o r a t i n g balance 
of forces i n Europe. Like others, my delegation pointed out that the chances f o r 
s u b s t a n t i a l progress towards arms c o n t r o l and disarmament were impaired by such 
developments and c a l l e d upon those causing these grave disturbances to return to 
a p o l i c y of r e s t r a i n t and moderation i n the pursuit of e x t e r n a l i n t e r e s t s . 

We a l l know that i t i s d i f f i c u l t f o r disarmament to f l o u r i s h i n such a 
p o l i t i c a l environment. And yet, t h i s u n s a t i s f a c t o r y s i t u a t i o n makes i t even more 
imperative that we explore every chance, every niche of p o t e n t i a l progress. I t 
i s a matter,of l i m i t e d g r a t i f i c a t i o n to my delegation that the Committee on 
Disarmament has had a r e l a t i v e l y good season even under these d i s c o n c e r t i n g 
circumstances. 

In f a c t , we must note that negotiations i n several f i e l d s have progressed 
markedly i n these l a s t few weeks. In several areas, stagnation has been 
overcome. Our considération of the chemical weapons issue has reached the stage 
of a f u l l - f l e d g e d n e gotiation and the establishment of a s u b s i d i a r y body of the 
Committee on v i t a l issues allowing progress towards a comprehensive t e s t ban, a 
cherished objective of many delegations i n t h i s room, i s imminent. In large 
measure, t h i s progress i s due to the determination and sense of realism of one 
major delegation and I f o r one would l i k e to pay a t r i b u t e to i t . ïou w i l l 
f o r g i v e me i f I also l i s t the f i e l d of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons as one where some 
progress has been p o s s i b l e . 

F i n a l l y , the Committee has, f o r the f i r s t time i n many years, undertaken to 
deal i n earnest with the problems of a possible arms race i n space and some new 
important v i s t a s have opened up i n t h i s f i e l d . 

A l l these steps have taken place i n a sober, c o n s t r u c t i v e atmosphere which 
has l e d us, f i n a l l y , to approach some o f the r e a l problems involved i n the issues 
at hand. While v e r i f i c a t i o n can never be a s u b s t i t u t e f o r disarmament, j u s t as 
l i t t l e as confidence-building measures alone can play t h i s r o l e , my delegation 
continues to believe that v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance are the centre-pieces on 
which the ultimate success c f disarmament negotiations depend. We therefore 
consider i t l o g i c a l and indeed a token of the progress achieved that on many 
subjects simultaneously, we have now come to look i n t o v e r i f i c a t i o n problems i n 
concrete terms and that t h i s session of the Committee, l i k e few others before, 
has been marked by a wealth of new working papers on t h i s important and complex 
subject. 

A f t e r these more general remarks, l e t me turn to some of our concrete 
problem areas. I intend to touch, i n that order, upon chemical weapons, problems 
of outer space, the comprehensive programme of disarmament and r a d i o l o g i c a l 
weapons. 

Let me f i r s t turn to the problem of chemical weapons. My delegation has 
attempted to provide a s p e c i f i c input r e l a t i n g to the t e c h n i c a l aspects of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n procedures and supplementing the d e t a i l e d e f f o r t s undertaken i n the 
same d i r e c t i o n by other delegations, p a r t i c u l a r l y the delegation of the 
United Kingdom. We are g r a t i f i e d by the, i n t e r e s t which the Working Paper 
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contained i n document CD/265 has aroused among a l l regional groups. The method of 
c a s t i n g l o t s as a means of random s e l e c t i o n of chemical i n s t a l l a t i o n s f o r regular 
on-site inspections has met with p a r t i c u l a r i n t e r e s t and has been recognized by 
many delegations as a possible way of providing a comprehensive v e r i f i c a t i o n 
régime and s t i l l maintaining a low personnel input and cost e f f e c t i v e n e s s . The 
mere prospect that any chemical i n s t a l l a t i o n , even one inspected only a short 
while ago, could be designated by l o t f o r inspection would act as a powerful 
d i s i n c e n t i v e to any breach of the future convention. 

Many delegations have asked how the system of c a s t i n g l o t s would work i n 
p r a c t i c e and I am pleased to use t h i s i n t e r v e n t i o n to r e p l y to a c e r t a i n number 
of these questions,, thereby c l a r i f y i n g our approach. While our long-standing 
experience with the i n s p e c t i o n system of the Western European Union has prompted 
us to make our general experience a v a i l a b l e to others, the system of random 
s e l e c t i o n by c a s t i n g l o t s has not been part of t h i s p a r t i c u l a r v e r i f i c a t i o n régime. 
I t has rather been developed independently with the assistance of computer-based 
s t u d i e s . 

The subjects of the regular random-selection inspections would be a l l the 
stocks and production u n i t s declared as such by States p a r t i e s . Declarations 
would cover e x i s t i n g stocks and production f a c i l i t i e s of supertoxic chemical 
weapon agents, the general i n d u s t r i a l production of phosphor-organic compounds, 
as w e l l as the l i m i t e d q u a n t i t i e s of supertoxic warfare agents permitted by the 
future convention. A l l declared substances and f a c i l i t i e s would, viithout 
exception, be subject to the l o t - c a s t i n g procedure. 

The number of l o t s to be drawn would depend on the general percentage to be 
set i n advance by the c o n s u l t a t i v e Committee of Experts. This percentage could 
vary from year to year, f o r instance because of a sudden increase i n the t o t a l 
number of objects to be inspected r e s u l t i n g from an increase i n the number of 
States P a r t i e s . 

Vihile a l l States would, from'a l e g a l point of view, be r a d i c a l l y equal 
before the l o t - c a s t i n g a u t h o r i t y , there might be v a r i a t i o n s i n f a c t . States 
P a r t i e s which have no i n d u s t r i a l production of phosphor-organic compounds and 
may therefore not have any object to declare vrould of course be exempted from 
i n s p e c t i o n s . A country which chose t o conceal stocks or production f a c i l i t i e s 
would, f o r the moment, be exempted from on-site i n s p e c t i o n . However, i f doubts 
arose as to the existence of such undeclared stocks or u n i t s , the on-challenge 
procedure would apply. 

I t has been asked how several r e l a t e d production u n i t s i n one country should 
be t r e a t e d , f o r instance i f they were spread over a distance, but were 
nevertheless a d m i n i s t r a t i v e l y connected. Here we would recommend a c r i t e r i o n of 
l o c a l propinquity. A l l production u n i t s s i t u a t e d w i t h i n a c e r t a i n l o c a l 
perimeter, s u f f i c i e n t l y c l u s t e r e d to permit one s i n g l e i n s p e c t i o n , would be 
counted as one u n i t , while production u n i t s dispersed over several l o c a l i t i e s 
would have to be counted separately, even i f they were administered by the same 
managerial a u t h o r i t y . I t i s , however, obvious that the duration and i n t e n s i t y 
of the i n s p e c t i o n and the number of inspectors needed would depend on the 
dimensions and s o p h i s t i c a t i o n of the p l a n t . 
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In the questions put to wi, preoccupation with the safeguarding of i n d u s t r i a l 
secrets and property rights.has played a s u b s t a n t i a l r o l e . I would therefore l i k e 
to emphasize that, whenever ..̂ â nples were to be dr--.wn, thoy viould, according to 
our conception, be taken by employees of the production u n i t s inspected. A l l 
chemical analyses would be conducted on the spot, a procedure made possible by the 
l i m i t e d range of chemical substances i n d i c a t i v e of compliance with or breach of 
the convention. Mo samples would be taken out of the country. The precise • 
composition of the substances examined could therefore not be detected by the 
i n s p e c t o r s . 

In r e p l y to some other questions put to my delegation, I should l i k e to 
s t r e s s that our procedure would not envisage n a t i o n a l quotas for the t o t a l number 
of inspections to take place i n each country. I d e n t i c a l treatment of a l l i s 
guaranteed by the o b j e c t i v i t y of c r i t e r i a and the u n p r e d i c t a b i l i t y of the l o t -
c a s t i n g method. 

My delegation has followed the debate on problems of outer space with great 
i n t e r e s t . In our view, the Committee has made a good beginning i n approaching 
t h i s t o p i c i n response to the relevant r e s o l u t i o n s adopted at the l a s t session of 
the General Assembly, one of which v/as co-sponsored by my delegation. The debate 
has quite c l e a r l y shown that there i s a considerable d i f f e r e n c e of views 
concerning the method to be used i n future work.' Many delegations have subscribed 
to a pragmatic, gradual approach by which concrete negotiating steps would, i n 
a f i r s t phase, be taken to deal e f f e c t i v e l y with the most threatening and 
d e s t a b i l i z i n g v/eapons systems, i . e . a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapons, e s p e c i a l l y since such 
systems have already been tested and made operational by at l e a s t one country; 
a n t i - s a t e l l i t e technology i s a v a i l a b l e and deployment may already' have taken place. 
There i s another approach v/hich aims at a purpctedly broader, n o n - s p e c i f i c ban 
on a l l arms i n outer space, but places very l i t t l e emphasis on r e a l e f f e c t i v e n e s s . 
I t i s a l s o d i f f i c u l t to see i n what order of p r i o r i t y the various complex issues 
involved would be treated under t h i s aporoach. While my delegation i s i n favour 
of every possible step designed to exclude non-peaceful uses of outer space, i t 
v/ould appear l o g i c a l and appropriate to us to adopt a step~by-step approach and 
to b u i l d upon the e x i s t i n g body of i n t e r n a t i o n a l regulations i n t h i s f i e l d . The 
establishment.of a v/orking group to take t h i s work i n hand i n the coming summer 
session of the Committee would be welcomed by my delegation, i f the mandate 
r e f l e c t s t h i s approach. I would l i k e to remind the Committee i n t h i s respect 
that General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 36/97 С s p e c i f i c a l l y requests the Committee on 
Disaramement to consider, as a matter of p r i o r i t y , the question of n e g o t i a t i n g 
an e f f e c t i v e and v e r i f i a b l e agreement to p r o h i b i t a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems.. The 
mandate of a future working group would have to r e f l o c t t h i s and, i n our view, 
the Committee, a c t i n g accordingly, w i l l have to avoid clogging the agenda of a 
working group with broad and hazy projects which would not allow the Committee 
to deal with concrete problems i n a l i m i t e d time and not aim at a r e a l l y 
e f f e c t i v e peaceful space régime. i , 

My delegation has already given i t s view on outer space problems i n ' a more 
comprehensive manner during one of the informal meetings devoted to the subjeet; 
the t e x t of our statement has been made a v a i l a b l e to delegations i n an informal 
manner. Now that I have the opportunity to speak on the subject i n a formal 
meeting, allow me to r e a f f i r m one c l a r i f i c a t i o n . The d r a f t t r e a t y of 
10 August 19З1 contained i n document Л/36/192 and r e f e r r e d to i n General Assembly 
r e s o l u t i o n 36/99 does not appear to my delegation to be a s u i t a b l e basis f o r 
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ne g o t i a t i o n i n t h i s Committee. We have already pointed out the many c o n t r a d i c t i o n s 
and i n c o n s i s t e n c i e s which t h i s d r a f t t r e a t y d i s p l a y s . In t h i s connection, my 
delegation has asked a c e r t a i n number of questions which so f a r have found no 
r e p l y . We, l i k e the I t a l i a n and the Dutch delegations, s t i l l wait f o r the 
necessary e l u c i d a t i o n from the authors of that d r a f t . In a d d i t i o n to the lacunae 
and ambiguities of the d r a f t to which we have already drawn a t t e n t i o n l e t me 
b r i e f l y mention two others. A r t i c l e I I I of the d r a f t makes i t l e g i t i m a t e to 
i n t e r c e p t space objects i f these are not operated f o r peaceful purposes. 
However, the determination and d e c i s i o n whether i n t e r c e p t i o n should take place 
l i e s with the i n t e r c e p t o r alone, who would thus take on the r o l e of a s e l f -
appointed space p o l i c e . In the absence of f i r m c r i t e r i a and of any objective 
determination of p r e r e q u i s i t e s f o r such a p o l i c e r o l e , t h i s d r a f t p r o v i s i o n 
would seem to pave the way f o r misuse and serve, r a t h e r , as an i n c e n t i v e f o r the 
development and t e s t i n g of a d d i t i o n a l a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems. Secondly, the 
r u l e s on v e r i f i c a t i o n contained i n a r t i c l e IV appear to be i n s u f f i c i e n t even i n 
the l i g h t of other e x i s t i n g m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament agreements and c e r t a i n l y i n 
r e l a t i o n to the purposes of the d r a f t t r e a t y . In the view of my delegation i t 
would be indispensable to have a s u b s t a n t i a l l y more d e t a i l e d v e r i f i c a t i o n régime, 
with at l e a s t an independent i n v e s t i g a t i n g a u t h o r i t y , such as a Consultative 
Committee, l e s t the desired p r e s c r i p t i o n remain t o t a l l y i n e f f e c t i v e i n terms of 
the prevention of an arms race i n outer space. In the l i g h t of a l l these 
arguments and i n conjunction with those already advanced, my delegation must 
confirm i t s view that the d r a f t t r e a t y i n question iè s e r i o u s l y flawed and 
p a r t i c u l a r l y unsuitable as a basis f o r negotiations i n t h i s Committee. 

I w i l l r e s i s t the temptation to speak on the comprehensive programme of 
disarmament at great length. Despite the enormous e f f o r t s and time that have 
gone i n t o the negotiations since January l a s t , my delegation i s s t i l l at a l o s s 
to assess present accomplishments. Is i t that the representatives i n the 
Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament have become i n c r e a s i n g l y 
knowledgeable about an extremely complex to p i c and have succumbed to the danger 
of l o s i n g sight of the f i n a l o b j ective? In any event, the n o n - i n i t i a t e d , t r y i n g 
to digest the stacks of paper that we see before us as the ultimate product of 
the Group for the season, f a i l to see how t h i s instrument, even a f t e r a d d i t i o n a l 
n e g o t i a t i o n s , could provide the momentum fo r the i n t e r n a t i o n a l disarmament 
process which we a l l expect and the impact on public opinion which i t would need. 
We cannot close our eyes to the f a c t that a l l the o v e r r i d i n g issues of the 
comprehensive programme of disarmament remain unresolved. The mere 
j u x t a p o s i t i o n of delegations' views i s not a n e g o t i a t i o n . Laudable e f f o r t s have 
been made, e s p e c i a l l y i n the l a s t few days, to streamline the various papers 
and make them more palatable to the readev^. That i s perhaps a l l that can be 
accomplished at t h i s time and c e r t a i n l y the impossible cannot be attempted i n the 
few remaining days of our session. To my delegation, i t would therefore seem 
more u s e f u l to give some thought to how negotiating s t r u c t u r e s f o r the 
forthcoming process of e l a b o r a t i n g a comprehensive programme of disarmament i n 
Nevi York can be optimized. 

I t would c e r t a i n l y be inappropriate f o r us to e f f e c t a simple change of 
venue and continue where we have l e f t o f f i n Geneva. VJhat i s now needed i s for 
delegations to address the o v e r r i d i n g issues of the comprehensive programme of 
disarmament — time-frames, p e r i o d i c i t y of review, l e g a l nature — at an 
a p p r o p r i a t e l y high l e v e l of a b s t r a c t i o n and of rank of p a r t i c i p a n t s and to a r r i v e 
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at a generally'shared perception of how these major issuoa should be resolved. 
Needless t o sa , there must be some give and take, b u i l d i n g on the i n c i p i e n t 
compromises whi^h we have seen i n Geneva. Л расЧадз аса] should, i f p o s s i b l e , 
be achieved. Once the f i n a l i t y of the comprehensive programme of disarmament 
has become c l e a r e r , the work accomplished i n Geneva w i l l then take on new and 
important meaning and many of the papers elaborated here may f i t more e a s i l y i n t o 
the agreed s t r u c t u r e . I t might also be a u s e f u l idea to allow delegations a 
short period of r e f l e x i o n a f t e r the i n t e n s i v e negotiations which we have held 
^nd which may have led some, as the saying goes, to lose s i g h t of the f o r e s t and 
see only t r e e s . 

In conclusion, I should l i k e to touch upon the question of r a d i o l o g i c a l 
weapons. I should make i t quite c l e a r that my comments are offered from the 
viewpoint of my delegation and that I am not n e c e s s a r i l y speaking as the Chairman 
of the Working Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l Weapons. That Group has worked i n t e n s i v e l y 
and has shown undisputed progress, e s p e c i a l l y i n the e a r l i e r parts of t h i s 
s ession. Stagnation and disenchantment with the subject were overcome and a 
procedural compromise made i t possible f o r the Working Group to postpone the 
consideration of c e r t a i n complex problems of l e g a l form i n order to achieve 
progress on substance. The convenient device of a temporary p a r a l l e l n e g o t i a t i o n 
on the two main items under consideration — the s o - c a l l e d " t r a d i t i o n a l " 
r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons question and the question of a possible ban on attacks on 
nuclear f a c i l i t i e s — has l e d to a s e r i e s of f r u i t f u l and dense meetings. In the 
" t r a d i t i o n a l " r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons f i e l d , the number of c o n t r o v e r s i a l issues has 
been s u b s t a n t i a l l y reduced and compromise formulations have had i n c r e a s i n g 
appeal f o r delegations. Negotiations went on i n a s p i r i t of mutual understanding 
where a l l proposals were given c a r e f u l and bona f i d e consideration by delegations. 
I t i s therefore simply not true, as one delegation r e c e n t l y proclaimed i n plenary, 
that c e r t a i n suggestions put forward by the Group of 21 have met with " f i e r c e 
o p p o s i t i o n " from the o r i g i n a l proponents of a r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons t r e a t y . 
Rather, there appears to have been general w i l l i n g n e s s to accommodate tho three 
notions so imp^^rtant f o r the Group of 21 a commitment to promote the peaceful 
uses of r a d i o a c t i v e m a t e r i a l s ; a restatement of commitments i n the general sphere 
of nuclear disarmament; and the i n c l u s i o n of a ban on attacks on nuclear 
f a c i l i t i e s — i n a manner vjhich preserves the e s s e n t i a l impetus of these notions. 
However, despite the seriousness of the work and'the deadline set by the 
forthcoming s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly and General Assembly 
r e s o l u t i o n 36/97 B, success has eluded us. In the f i n a l stages of the Working 
Groupes a c t i v i t i e s , the spectre of stagnation again appeared and delegations 
seemed i n c r e a s i n g l y u n w i l l i n g to move from established p o s i t i o n s towards tho 
necessary compromise. This i s a grave disappointment and, more, a matter of 
considerable concern- I t may very w e l l r a i s e the question of what n e g o t i a t i o n 
i n t h i s Committee i s a l l about. At some point — a f t e r years of d i s c u s s i o n and 
consideration — the moment must come when a l l delegations appear ready to 
depart from i n i t i a l p o s i t i o n s and i n s t r u c t i o n s and to a l i g n themselves on the 
median l i n e of general compromise. I t v;ould be the view of my delegation that 
t h i s time has come, at l e a s t for the question of " t r a d i t i o n a l " r a d i o l o g i c a l 
weapons. One cannot interminably negotiate on a disarmament proposal of such 
l i m i t e d dimensions. Yet, i n the l a s t few days, we have seen a c e r t a i n number of 
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i n f l a t e d demands by some delegations which do not seem to take the p o s s i b i l i t i e s 
of compromise i n t o account. I t i s r e g r e t t a b l e , i f not i r o n i c , that these are 
often the same delegations that so r e a d i l y c a s t i g a t e c e r t a i n other delegations 
i n t h i s room f o r the lack of " p o l i t i c a l w i l l " . I f the Committee on Disarmament 
appears — i n t h i s f i e l d as i n so many others — nearly empty-handed before the 
s p e c i a l s e s s i o n , these delegations would do w e l l to do a l i t t l e soul-searching 
of t h e i r own. 

At l e a s t when the Working Group reconvenes l a t e r t h i s summer, i t would appear 
e s s e n t i a l f o r some of the basic issues i n the r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons f i e l d to be 
decided on q u i c k l y . I see no reason why a s u i t a b l e compromise s o l u t i o n to the 
question of linkage between the t r a d i t i o n a l r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons question and the 
issue of a ban on attacks on nuclear f a c i l i t i e s should not be found i n the near 
f u t u r e . A model which r e a d i l y comes to mind would be a r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons 
convention of general scope, as suggested by the o r i g i n a l proponents, and an 
a d d i t i o n a l f a c u l t a t i v e protocol governing the ban on c e r t a i n relevant nuclear 
f a c i l i t i e s . Both instruments would be i n t r i n s i c a l l y l i n k e d and would come up 
f o r signature at the same time. However, there would be an option f o r States 
s i g n a t o r i e s to subscribe to the main convention i n a f i r s t phase, while l e a v i n g 
accession to the f a c u l t a t i v e a d d i t i o n a l protocol open, at l e a s t during a period 
of r e f l e c t i o n . 

The CHAIRMAN; I thank the representative of the Federal Republic of Germany 
for h i s statement and f o r the kind words he addressed to the Chair. I now give 
the f l o o r to the representative of E t h i o p i a , His Excellency Ambassador Terrefe, 
who w i l l speak i n h i s capacity as co-ordinator of the Group of 21 . 

Mr. TERREFE ( E t h i o p i a ) : Mr. Chairman, i t gives me great pleasure to see you 
i n the Chair during the c r u c i a l month of A p r i l , when the Committee on Disarmament 
i s not only winding up i t s work f o r the f i r s t part of the 1982 session, but also 
reviewing the work of the past four years i n view of the forthcoming second 
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. I t i s therefore f i t t i n g 
that a man of your c a l i b r e and experience should preside over t h i s important 
phase of our work. 

My a p p r e c i a t i o n a l s o goes to M i n i s t e r A l e s s i of I t a l y f o r h i s d i l i g e n t and 
wise leadership of the Committee during the month of March. 

I would a l s o l i k e to associate my delegation with the appreciation and 
thanks you expressed i n welcoming the parliamentary delegation from the 
Federal Republic of Germany. 

The purpose of my statement today i s to introduce document CD/280, which 
contains the f o l l o w i n g points and represents the common denominator of the 
p o s i t i o n s of the members of the Group of 21 on the question of e f f e c t i v e 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the 
use or t h r e a t of use of nuclear weapons: 
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"1, The Group of 21 helieves that the most effeütive assurances of s e c u r i t y 
sigainst this use- or threat of •'ose of nuijlear weapons i s nuclear âisaïmament and 
p r o h i b i t i o n of the use of nuclear weapons. The nuclear weapon States should 
r e f r a i n fvom a n y - a c t i v i t y i n the nuclear f i e l d which wculd jecpardize the 
s e c t i r i t y and w e l l - b e i n g of the peoples of non-nuclear weapon States. The 
nuclear weapcn States' have an o b l i g a t i o n to g\iarantee that the non-nuclear 
weapon States w i l l not be threatened or attacked w i t h nnclear weapons. The • 
Group of 21, therefore, welcomed the establishment of an ad hoc Working Group 
to reach agreement on ' e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l arrangements to assure non-nuclear 
weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons'. 

2. M<>et r e g r e t t a b l y , three years of negotiations i n the ad hoc Working Group 
have produced only marginal progress. This i s due p r i n c i p a l l y to the i n f l e x i b l e 
p o s i t i o n s taken by some nuclear weapon States. 

3. • The Group of 21 i s f i r m l y convinced that the l i m i t a t i o n s , conditions and 
exceptions contained i n the u n i l a t e r a l d e c l a r a t i o n s of some nuclear weapon States 
r e f l e c t t h e i r s u b j e c t i v e approach and that these d e c l a r a t i o n s are based on the 
d e c t r i n e of nuclear deterrence. Taken together, these c o n d i t i o n s , l i m i t a t i o n s 
and exceptions have the e f f e c t of severely r e s t r i c t i n g such p o s i t i v e ' features as 
may be contained i n these u n i l a t e r a l d e c l a r a t i o n s and they are, therefore, 
unacceptable to members of the Group of 21. The d e c l a r a t i o n s do not o f f e r a 
c r e d i b l e assurance to non-aligned, n e u t r a l and other non-nuclear-weapon States 
that they w i l l not be threatened or attacked w i t h nuclear weapons; 

4. The Group of 21 notes that i n accordance with paragraph 62 of the F i n a l 
Document, the nuclear weapon States have given undertakings to r e f r a i n from the 
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons against States which are members of the 
e x i s t i n g nuclear weapon f r e e zone. Besides these States, other neutral,-,, 
non-aligned and developing countries outside the two major m i l i t a r y a l l i a n c e s 
are committed not to acquire or manirfacture nuclear weapons. There i s therefore 
every reason f o r these States being covered by the same l e g a l l y b i n d i n g assurances, 
e s p e c i a l l y i f one takes i n t o account thax the nuclear weapcn States were urged i n 
paragraph 59 to conclude, as appropriate, e f f e c t i v e arrangements to assure 
non-nuclear weapon States against the use or threat c f use of nuclear weapons, 

5. The Group of 21 emphasizes that an agreement on the question nf • 'e f f e c t i v e 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l arrangements to assure non-nuclear weapon States against the use 
or threat of гдзе of nuclear wea.pons' should be based on the f o l l o w i n g p r i n c i p l e s : 

( i ) The nuclear weapon States have an o b l i g a t i o n to assure the 
non-nuclear wea.pon States against the use or threat of use of 
nuclear weapons °, 

( i i ) Non-nuclear weapon States have the r i ^ t to be assured by the 
nuclear weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear 
weapons ; 

( i i i ) Such assurances should be provided i n a l e g a l l y b i n d i n g and 
m u l t i l a t e r a l l y negotiated i n t e r n a t i o n a l instrument. The Group of 2 1 
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notes with s a t i s f a c t i o n that there i s no ob j e c t i o n , i n 
p r i n c i p l e , w i t h i n the Committee on Disarmament to the idea 
of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l convention; 

(iv ) A common formula or common approach to be included i n an 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l instrument on t h i s question should "be c l e a r and 
c r e d i b l e , and respond both to the l e g i t i m a t e s e c u r i t y concerns 
of the non-aligned, n e u t r a l and other non-nuclear weapon States 
as w e l l as to the views of the Group of 21 stated above; 

(v) The agreement on t h i s question should encompass commitments by the 
nuclear v/eapon States to achieve nuclear disarmament and pending the 
achievement of nuclear disarmament to p r o h i b i t the use or threat of use of 
nuclear weapons. 

6. The Group of 21 considers that f u r t h e r negotiations i n the ad hoc working 
group on t h i s item are u n l i k e l y to be f r u i t f u l so long as the nuclear weapon 
States do not e x h i b i t a genuine p o l i t i c a l w i l l to reach a s a t i s f a c t o r y agreement. 
The Group, therefore, urges the nuclear weapon States concerned to review t h e i r 
p o l i c i e s and to present revised p o s i t i o n s on the subject to the second s p e c i a l 
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament which s h a l l f u l l y take 
i n t o account the p o s i t i o n of the non-aligned, n e u t r a l and other non-nuclear 
weapon States. Such an undertaking would f a c i l i t a t e the task of ela b o r a t i n g an 
agreed i n t e r n a t i o n a l instrument on e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l arrangements to assure 
non-nuclear weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. 
I t would a l s o contribute towards progress i n achieving an i n t e r n a t i o n a l agreement 
on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the use or threat of use of nuclear vjeapons pending nuclear 
disarmament." 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Eth i o p i a f o r h i s statement and fo r 
the kind words he addressed to the Chair. I now give the f l o o r to the representative 
of Poland, His Excellency Ambassador Sujka, who w i l l address the Committee i n h i s 
capacity as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Vieapons. 

Mr. SUJKA (Poland): Mr. Chairman, permit me f i r s t of a l l , as t h i s i s my f i r s t , 
o f f i c i a l statement t h i s month, to begin by o f f e r i n g you my most sincere and h e a r t f e l t 
congratulations on your assumption of the chairmanship of the Committee on Disarmament 
for the month of A p r i l . I am deeply convinced t h a t , under your able and experienced 
leadership, t h i s Committee w i l l f u l l y and p e r f e c t l y discharge i t s reporting tasks i n 
preparing the s p e c i a l report to the second s p e c i a l session devoted to disarmament. 

In my capacity as Chairman of the Viorking Group on Chemical Weapons and 
i n f u l l c o n s u l t a t i o n with the Group, I wish to present to the Committee on 
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risarmament my o r a l report concerning consultaticno held d-'oring the f i r n t 
p a r t of the 1982 session and to inform the Committee c f the adoption o f the 
s p e c i a l report of the Group to the Committee prepared i n view o f the 
s p e c i a l session devoted to disarmament. 

At i t s 6th meeting, the V/orking Group on Chem-ical V/eapcns took note of 
the Chairman's report on issues r e l a t i n g to t o x i c i t y determinations and 
contained i n document CD/C\//\/P.30 and C o r r . l . The Chairman was asked to 
inforni the Committee on Disai'mament c f the r e s u l t s o f these consultations 
and e s p e c i a l l y c f the recommendations f o r standardized operating procedures 
f o r acute subcutaneous and i n l i a l a t i o n t o x i c i t y c r i t e r i a contained i n the 
report and to ask the Committee to take note o f the report, as vrell as of 
the recommended procedures annexed thereto. 

On the basis of t h i s r e p o r t , the Group agreed that i t s Chairman should 
hold consultations w i t h delegations on t e c h n i c a l questions i n -fche week of 
2 to 6 August of t h i s year, unless the Committee decides otherv^ise at the 
beginning of the second h a l f of i t s 1982 session. The .Working Grovip agreed 
to suggest to the Committee on Disarmament that i t devote the week f o l l o w i n g 
the t e c h n i c a l consultations to the consideration of the item "chemical weapons" 
i n i t s plenary meetings. In order to allow f o r adequate preparations, the 
Working Group's Chairman should continue h i s consultations o.n the t e c h n i c a l 
questions to be discussed during the consultations envisaged f o r the week from 
2 to 6 August 1982. 

Taking i n t o account the report contained i n document CD/CW/WP.30,.the 
information obtained from delegations and the outcome of h i s informal contacts 
w i t h delegations on t h i s subject, the Chairman w i l l announce, at the very 
beginning of the second h a l f of the 1982 session, which t e c h n i c a l questions 
he recommends f o r these c o n s u l t a t i o n s . 

I take pleasure i n informing you that l a s t n i g h t , the V/orking Group 
on Chemical Weapons adopted the te x t of the s p e c i a l report to the Committee 
on Disarmament i t has prepared i n view c f the second s p e c i a l session devoted 
to disarmament. This report i s now being processed by the S e c r e t a r i a t and 
should he a v a i l a b l e i n a l l languages i n tñne f o r the Committee's next 
r e g u l a r meeting. 

The СНА1ЕМАИ; I thank the Chairman of the Working Group on Chemical 
Weapons f o r h i s statement and f o r the kind words he addressed to the Chair, 
I have taken note of h i s request and, at the same time, I wish to congratulate 
him on the. s u c c e s s f u l conclusion of the a c t i v i t i e s of h i s Working Group, which 
adopted i t s report yesterday afternoon. 

I now give the f l o o r to the representative of Pa k i s t a n , His Excellency 
Ambassador Ahmed, 
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Mr. АШ-Ш) (Palcistan) ; lîr. Chaiman, I t oeems to 1115' delegation e n t i r e l y 
appropriate that a d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Japan should presido over t h i s 
Committee as i t prepares i t s c o n t r i h u t i o n to the second s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. There i s hardly a p a r a l l e l to Japan's 
deep-rooted and sincere devotion to the cause of disarmament. Your diplomatic 
acumen and aclmov/ledged a b i l i t y v.'ill ensure that the Committee on Disarmament maíces 
an optimum c o n t r i b u t i o n to the success of the speciaJ session. 

I v7ould l i k e to talte t h i s opportxmity t o express our a p p r e c i a t i o n to 
Ambassador A l e s s i of I t a l y f o r h i s patient and dedicated e f f o r t s as our Chairman 
during the preceding month. 

The s p r i n g session of the Committee on Disairaaraent has been uninxxe i n many 
respects. \7hile the p o l i t i c a . 1 climate f o r dissirraament has remained as a,dverae as a.t 
our two previous sessions, there has been, I b e l i e v e , a genuine endeavour on the part 
of delegations to r e g i s t e r some progress to show to the second s p e c i a l session. I t 
i s unfortunate that the censo of iirgency which has infused толу of our negotiations 
t h i s s p r i n g was not evoked o a r l i e r . This may have resul t e d i n the conclusion of at 
l e a s t some substantive agreements i n time f o r the second s p e c i a l session. As 
matters stand, a jtidgement on the Committee's performance since 1979 must be harsh. 
C l e a r l y , the Committee has not l i v e d up to i t s potentia,l and p o s s i b i l i t i e s . Our 
f a i l u r e r e f l e c t s , b a s i c a l l y , the absence of p o l i t i c a l w i l l on the part of the major 
m i l i t a r y Powers and t h e i r a l l i a n c e s to commit themselves u n c o n d i t i o n a l l y to the 
process of m u l t i l a t e r a l n e gotiations on disa,rmajnent. By aiid l a r g e , t h i s Committee 
has been treated by those States as merely another forum where t h o i r narro\;ly 
conceived p o s i t i o n s can bo e x t o l l e d . The heated exchanges which we have heard at 
t h i s session demonstrate tlia.t, despite the concensus adopted at the f i r s t s p e c i a l 
session devoted to disarmament, there seems to be ол almost complete absence of 
agreed premises between the Uest and tho East on wa.ys and means of promoting a 
concerted process of disarmament. Mere i t not f o r the p e r s i s t e n t endeavours of the 
non-aligned and n e u t r a l States, v o r l z i n t h i s body would not r e f l e c t evon that minimum 
momentum v/hich v/e s h a l l no doubt seek to h i g h l i g h t i n o u r ' s p e c i a l report to the 
General Assembly. 

The f a i l u r e of the Committee on Disa,rmament to a.gree on a ms.ndate f o r an ad hoc 
working group on the item v;hich has the highest p r i o r i t y on our agenda, a nuclear 
t e s t ban, cannot bo coxmted as a c o l l e c t i v e f a i l u r e , \/liat \;as and i s required i s 
greater f l e x i b i l i t y on the part of those delegations v/hich have sought to erode the 
urgency and to l i m i t the scope of t h i s Committee's r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s on t h i s item. 
The Committee's f a i l u r e oven to open negotiations on a nuclear t e s t ban v / i l l , i t 
seems, f i g u r e at the s p e c i a l session as a symbol of the stalemate i n m u l t i l a t e r a l 
disarmament negotiations впй the impotence of t h i s body when confronted -i.'ith the 
a r b i t r a r y i m p o s i t i o n of the r u l e of consensus. Yet, the r e a l i m p l i c a t i o n s of 
fTirther delay i n concluding a nuclear test-ban t r e a t y ' . r i l l be f a r - r e a c h i n g f o r the 
nuclear and non-nuclear-^/eapon Sto,tes snd f o r fixture n e gotiations on nuclear 
disarmament. 

file:///7hile
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My delegation also considers that a greater dononstration of p o l i t i c a l w i l l 
on the part of the major nuclear Рот/егз might have made i t p o s s i b l e to achieve 
some progress i n the negotiations concerning s e c u r i t y assurances to non-nuclear-
ггеароп States. Unfortuneiely, most of the nuclear-'.;eapon States have remained 
e n t i r e l y i n f l e x i b l e about contemplating the changes i n t h e i r u n i l a t e r a l 
d e c l a r a t i o n s uhich are c l e a r l y necessary to promote an agreement on the question. 
The p o s i t i o n of my delegation has been stated on previous occasions and I u i l l 
not repeat i t . I uould l i l c e , however, to underline the s i g n i f i c a n c e of tho 
statement made by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d ilmbassador of E t h i o p i a on behalf of the 
Group of 21 t h i s morning on the subject. Ue hope that the nuclear-uea,pon States 
w i l l heed the c a l l to review t h e i r ba,sic p o s i t i o n s at the second s p e c i a l session. 
The dememd by the iietitra.l, non-alig'.iod and other developing countries outside the 
tvo major mili t a ^ r j ' a l l i a n c e s that they be given l e g a l l y binding assurances 
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons should not be ignored. 
V/e look fori/ard to a genuine response at the speciaJ session from the nucleo.r-
\.'eapon States concerned. 

V/e admire the courageous e f f o r t s теЛе by the Chairman of the V/orking Group 
on R a d i o l o g i c a l V/eapons, ilmbassador i/egener of the Federal Republic of Germany, 
to evolve the text of a t r e a t y on t h i s subject. I t has been clea,r from the 
outset, however, that aii agreement on t h i s issue must respond to the ba,sic 
questions r a i s e d , i n p a r t i c u l a r , by the non-aligned and n e u t r a l countries 
regarding, i n t e r a l i a , the d e f i n i t i o n of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons and the commitment 
of the nuclear Po\.'ers to pursue nuclear disarmcjaent and to promote the peaceful 
uses of nuclear energ;^'. Above a l l , agreement on on Ш convention should be 
accompanied by an agreement regarding tho p r o h i b i t i o n of attacks against miclear 
f a c i l i t i e s — \/hich i s , i n our view, tho only f e a s i b l e way i n г/hich r a d i a t i o n con 
be used, at present, f o r h o s t i l e purposes. The Prl: i s t a n delegation remains open 
about the p r e c i s e manner i n which t h i s issue should be resolved, i . e . i/hether 
under the RV/ convention i t s e l f , i n an atta,ched p r o t o c o l or through an e n t i r e l y 
separate i n t e r n a t i o n a l instrument. 

Ver^r b r i e f l y , i n response to the remarles made by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
Ambassador of the Federal Republic of Germany on the subject, I \70uld submit with 
great respect that soul-searching i s required f i r s t and foremost by those 
delegations i/hich taice the v i c i ; tha/t the Conmitteo should adopt a v i r t u a l l y 
meaningless convention on r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, but cock to open the option to 
attack nuclear f a c i l i t i e s causing ma.ss d e s t r u c t i o n that would be no d i f f e r e n t 
from the e f f e c t of the use of nuclear i/ea-pons. I t i s the view of my delegation 
and of s e v e r a l other members of the Group of 21 t h a i the p r o h i b i t i o n of attacks 
on nuclear f a c i l i t i e s should bo as comprehonsive as p o s s i b l e . Since the basic 
o b j e c t i v e i s to prevent mass d e s t r u c t i o n , thei-c can be no j u s t i f i c a t i o n f o r 
d i f f e r e n t i a t i n g beti./een c i v i l i a n aiid m i l i t a r y f a c i l i t i e s . Mass d e s t r u c t i o n 
would r e s u l t from attacks on e i t h e r kind of f a c i l i t ; / . However, mass dostrniction 
i s not the only c r i t e r i o n relevant to t h i s i s s u e . My delegation sees an 
important o b j e c t i v e of the proposed instrument as being to r e s t o r e confidence 
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among the developing coimtries regarding t h e i r nascent nnclear prograMnes. This 
confidence has been severely eroded i n the i/al:e of the I s r a e l i attack on the I r a q i 
nuclear f a c i l i t i e s l a s t June. Therefore, the scope of the p r o h i b i t i o n should 
include not only l a r g e r nuclear f u e l cycle f a c i l i t i e s , but also smaller r e s e a r c h 
r e a c t o r s and other f a c i l i t i e s . To exclude tho l a t t e r would c o n s t i t u t e g r o s s 
d i s c r i m i n a t i o n against the developing countries. 

Palcistan has submitted a concrete proposal regarding the scope o f the p r o h i b i t i o n 
of attacks against nuclear f a c i l i t i e s on the basis of the c r i t e r i a and considerations 
I have mentioned. V/e hope that the important p o l i t i c a l issues involved i n t h i s 
matter \:±11 be discussed i n the near f u t u r e , 

Tho negotiations cn ;i convention on chemical vreapons c u r r e n t l y being pursued 
under the sagacious guidance of ilmbassa^dor Sujka of Polaaid have assumed g r e a t e r 
xvcgency i n v i e i ; of recent dovelopments. Repeated a l l e g a t i o n s of the use of chemical 
weapons i n various parts of the world hcive not boon co n c l u s i v e l y disproven. The 
acrimony surrounding the i s s u e , however, a t t e s t s to the o v e r r i d i n g need to a f f i r m i n 
the C\J convention that the use of chemicai weapons i s t o t a l l y p r o h i b i t e d and to 
provide f o r adequate and c r e d i b l e means by which such a l l e g a t i o n s сал be o b j e c t i v e l y 
i n v e s t i g a t e d i n the future. l^y delegation has made no t e c h n i c a l determination as to 
whether the development of binary chemical weapons w i l l fu.rther complicate the 
n e g o t i a t i o n of a С1/ convention, p a r t i c u l a r l y i t s v e r i f i c a t i o n procedures. 
Nevertheless, the current e s c a l a t i o n of the a.rms race i n chemical v e r r o n s , the 
implied r e l i a n c e on those i7eapons i n the "balcUice of t e r r o r " and p e r s i s t e n t r e p o r t s 
about the use of chomlcal \/ea.pons are ominous portents, e s p e c i a l l y i f one bears i n 
mind that the c a p a l u l i t y to produce these '..'eapons of m.ass d e s t r u c t i o n i s , u n l i k e 
nuclear v/eapons, not l i m i t e d to a handful of States. These d i s t u r b i n g dimensions of 
the problem must be addressed squarely at the forthcoming s p e c i a l session and i n our 
subsequent n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

As was to be expected, the most i n t e n s i v e гюгк ha,s been dono a.t t M s session on 
the e l a b o r a t i o n of the conprohonsive prograimnc of disarmaraont. Despite the p o l i t i c a l 
and conceptual d i f f i c t i l t i o s encountered, oonoidenable progress has been made i n t h i s 
task under the eiq^erioncod and d e d i c i t e d leadership of Amba.ssr^or Garcia Robles of 
Mexico. Unfortunately, s i g n i f i c a n t portions of the text remain i n square brackets. 
My delegation b e l i e v e s that f u r t h e r progress i n n e g o t i a t i n g the comprehensive 
programme of disarmament depends on arppropriate p o l i t i c a l d e c i sions being taJcen 
e s p e c i a l l y by the ma.jor Powei-s. Before rosiuning '.югк on tlic com]prohonsive pz'ogramme 
of disarmament, i t i s e s s e n t i a l to reach some imderstajiding on tho fundajnental 
conceptual issues involved. There seems to be de f a c t o agreement that the . 
programme should bo elaborated i n three stages. This agreement seems l o g i c a l and 
n a t u r a l and i t should be formalized, Some members continue to e n t e r t a i n 
r e s e r v a t i o n s about the concept of "time-frames" f o r the implementation of the 
programme and i t s stages. I t i s p o s s i b l e to l i n l c the notion of i n d i c a t i v e 
time-frames \.'ith the procedure foi- tlio review of the implemontation of the prograjmne. 
The Group of 21 has made s p e c i f i c proposals i n t h i s regard. Ify delegation i s 
f l e x i b l e on the kind of linkage that uiay eventually bo e s t a b l i s h e d . But the review 
mechaiiism i n i t s e l f cannot serve as a s u b s t i t u t e f o r a p o l i t i c a l i n d i c a t i o n that 
c e r t a i n disarmament negotiations would be undertalœn i n good f a i t h by the States 
concerned w i t h i n a c e r t a i n period of tiiao. l'y delegation continiies to regard the 
end of the century as a s y i a b o l i c a l l y a t t r a c t i v e and p o l i t i c a l l y f e a s i b l e target date f 
the completion of the comprehensive prograjurae. 
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The value of the comprehensive programme \ 7 i l l depend to a large degree on the 
nature of the commitment of States to implement i t s p r o v i s i o n s . In a sense, t h i s 
commitment u i l l be represented by the extent to which States agree to include 
s p e c i f i c disarmament m.easures i n the programme. Another i n d i c a t i o n of commitment 
would bo the acceptance of time-frames f o r the implementation of the measures 
included i n the programme. ilost importantly, the nature of the commitment to the 
prograjiime v i l l depend on the manner and form i n which i t i s adopted. Tho consistent 
p o s i t i o n of my delegation has been that the comprehensive prograjiime of disarmament 
should be a l e g a l l y binding instnunent. Зотйе delegations ai-e, however, not i n a 
p o s i t i o n to accept t h i s concept of tho comprehensive prograjmao. I t i s our 
iinderstanding, nevertheless, t h a i there i s an i m p l i c i t understanding that the 
comprehensive programme should be more than another recommendatory docujnent. In 
order to promote a compromise, perhaps the f o l l o w i n g procedure f o r the adoption of 
the comprehensive prograjTirae cotild bo considerod. F i r s t , the programme could be 
adopted by the General Assembly i n a solemn decla-ration i n which Sta-tes v/ould commit 
themselves to implement i t s p r o v i s i o n s . A f t e r adoption, the d e c l a r a t i o n and the 
comprehensive prograjmne could be transmitted by tho General Assembly to the Hea.ds of 
State or Governnient of a l l llombor States of the United Ilations f o r t h e i r signature. 
These signed documents could t h e r e a f t e r be deposited with the United ITaiions 
Secretary-General. F i n a l l y , the d e c l a r a t i o n and the comprehensive programrae, 
together with the signatures of a required minimum number of States, could be 
submitted by the Secretary-GeneraJ to tho S e c u r i t y Council, which could note them i n 
a r e s o l u t i o n adopted under tho p r o v i s i o n s of tîie Chavrter that are designed to create 
o b l i g a t i o n s f o r Sta-tes. Me hone t h i s approach \ / i l l be a„ccorded f u r t h e r 
consideration at the second speciaJ session. 

In conclusion, the Pajcista.n delegation ^;ould l i k e to express the hope tha,t the 
second s p e c i a i session -,/111 be vie\.'ed by Sta,tes and, e s p c c i a J l y , by the major Pov/ers 
not only as a p o l i t i c a l challenge, but also as a h i s t o r i c opportimity. The 
a n t i c i p a t e d p a r t i c i p a t i o n by several States at the highest l e v e l engenders a 
corresponding expectation about t h e i r c o n t r i o i i t i o n to the ca.tise of disarmament and 
peace. Me hope that the ma.jcr Ро\/сго w i l l bo a.ble to defuse current foars about the 
danger of a nuclear c o n f l i c t and t h a t they w i l l demonstrate i n a s p e c i f i c and 
tangible May t h e i r commitment to tho noble goals whioh they espoused i n 197G and to 
•\;hich they profess continued алЬегопсе. JHqually, wo hope t h a i a sincere e f f o r t u i l l 
be deployed by a i l concerned to resolve thoso outstanding disputos and c o n f l i c t \;hich 
are the main cause of the present climate of i n t e r n a t i o n a l tension and i n s e c u r i t y , 

P akistan, f o r i t s p a r t , s i l l continue to mal:e a, constructive and p o s i t i v e 
c o n t r i b u t i o n to the ouccess o f the forthconiuQ' Geco:id s p e c i a l cession of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmajnent. 

The CH/̂ IFĴ IAIT: I thajü: the representative of P a l i o t a n f o r h i s staiem.ent and 
f o r the ]:ind \;ords that he addrossed to the Chair. 

Does any other delegation --.ish to take tho f l o o r ? 
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I4r. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Spanish); Mr. Chairman, although 
I have, on two occasions during inform.al meetings, expressed my delegation's sincere 
s a t i s f a c t i o n at seeing you preside over our work t h i s month — one of the most 
important i n our 1982 session — t h i s i s tlie f i r s t time I have had an opportunity 
to do so i n a plenary meeting and I would therefoi^e l i k e to repeat those words so 
that they appear i n the record of today's meeting. 

When I asked f o r the f l o o r , i n other words, when I sent a message through one 
of the memhers of my delegation to the Chair i n d i c a t i n g that I would l i k e to speak, 
the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Pakistan ha.d not yet spoken. Much of what he 
s a i d makes i t unnecessary f o r me to repeat the points I wished to malee i n my 
statement and I s h a l l therefore he very b r i e f . 

The reason I asked f o r the f l o o r was to make a few comments on the statement 
by Ambassador Wegener, the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of the Federal Republic of 
Geiraany, concerning the work of the Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme.of 
Disarmament. I thought that my b r i e f comments should appear i n the same record as 
the statement made by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of the Federal Republic of 
-Germany because, otherwise, readers of the record would, i n ray view, be l e f t w i t h 
an u n f a i r impression of the industriousness of the members of the Working Group and 
the r e s u l t s of t h e i r e f f o r t s . 

When I come to speak a.s Chai rmàn о f^the iAÍorkiñgilTOUp ,^ I s h a l l have an opportunity 
to describe i n greater d e t a i l the r e s u l t s as I see them. For the time being, I would 
l i k e to r e f e r to three points only. The d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of the 
Federal Republic of Germany t o l d us that he was a f r a i d — and I am going to read 
h i s statement i n E n g l i s h , since the t e x t i s i n English — that the members 
of the Working Group had and I quote: "succumbed to the danger of l o s i n g sight of 
the f i n a l o b j e c t i v e . " I can assure you that that v/as not the case and that a l l the 
p a r t i c i p a n t s i n the Group — i n c l u d i n g , i n fa.ct, the representative of the Federal 
Republic of Germany himself, and I am. r e f e r r i n g to Mr.. Rohr, who played a, very active 
and e f f e c t i v e r o l e — a l l of them., I repeat, constantly bore i n mind the f i n a l 
o b j e c t i v e . Then, a.nd t h i s i s my second point. Ambassador Wegener t o l d us that he 
f e l t unable to digest "the stacks of paper", i n h i s own words, 'the stacks of paper 
that we see before us as the ultimate product of the Group f o r the session". I thinlc 
i t i s somewhat exaggerated to spealc of stacks of paper. Stacks of paper have 
r e s u l t e d from two years' work, during which, on the one hand, delegations made very 
u s e f u l c o n t r i b u t i o n s and, on the other, the S e c r e t a r i a t prepa^red long and 
p a i n s t a k i n g l y d e t a i l e d working papers. I f t h i s i s what iimbassador Wegener i s 
r e f e r r i n g t o , there have been stacks of рз.рег; but i f , as he s a i d , he i s r e f e r r i n g 
to the "ultimate product" of that work, i t represents only 60 or 70 double-spaced 
pages. Furthermore, i f , as we a l l hope, we manage, i n New York, to eliminate many 
of the a l t e r n a t i v e s that appea.r i n brackets, the documentation w i l l be only some 
40 or 45 pages long — fa,r shorter than the Fina,! Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l 
session of the General Assembly. 

L a s t l y , I would l i k e to r e f e r to another point and, i n t h i s connection, state 
that I f u l l y share the viev/ expressed by Ambassador V/egener when he drew a t t e n t i o n 
to the need, and again I quote h i s vrords, to " a r r i v e at a generally shared perception 
of how these major is s u e s should be resolved". The "major i s s u e s " to which he 
r e f e r r e d were c a r e f u l l y considered on s e v e r a l occasions. At l e a s t h a l f a dozen 
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meetings of the V/orking Group _weK.e. .de.yote.d e x c l u s i v e l y to them, hut,- p r e c i s e l y because 
they are d i f f i c u l t , t h e i r s o l u t i o n has u n t i l now eluded us, э-s the saying goes i n 
E n g l i s h . I hope — and, here again, I sha.re the Ambassa^dor' s wish — that the 
s i t u a t i o n w i l l be d i f f e r e n t ^ i n New York. But, as he s a i d , to that end, we s h a l l 
have to be very much aware of the f a c t t h a i "there must be some give and take"; 
there w i l l have to be equal política,! v r i l l on the part of 3.11 those who have 
p a r t i c i p a t e d i n the discussions to date and no one should claim that the comprehensive 
programme of disarmament i s not a step forward compared to the P i n a l Document or th a t , 
as has unfortunately been sa,id, the comprehensive programme i s , i n some respects, 
a step backwards compared to the P i n a l Document. 

Therefore, to conclude on an o p t i m i s t i c note, l e t us hope that Ambassador V/egener's 
wish, v/hich, I repeat, I share, w i l l f i n d f u l f i l m e n t i n New York and that a l l the 
p a r t i e s w i l l have t h i s s p i r i t of "gave and takie". 

The CHAIRMAN; I thank Ambassador Garcia Robles f o r his statement and also f o r 
the k i n d words he addressed to the Chair. 

V/ould any other delegation l i k e to taice the f l o o r ? 

That does not seem to be the case. 

Members v / i l l r e c a l l that, at our informal meeting on Tuesday, the Committee 
considered a d r a f t d e c i s i o n submitted by the delegation of Hungary. As a r e s u l t of 
an exchange of views on that dra.ft d e c i s i o n , i t v/as decided that the plenary of the 
Committee would taice up t h i s matter toda.j'-. The S e c r e t a r i a t has c i r c u l a t e d 
V/orking Paper No, 62/Rev,l 1/' contaJLning a d r a f t d e c i s i o n under item 5 of the agenda 
of the Committee, I suggest that we now proceed to consider and adopt t h i s 
d r a f t d e c i s i o n . 

I f there i s no o b j e c t i o n , - I w i l l consider that the Commáttee adopts the d r a f t 
d e c i s i o n . 

I t was so decided. 

l/ "The Committee decides to hold informai meetings during the second part of 
i t s 1982 session under item 5 of i t s agenda, 'New types of V/eapons of Mass D e s t r u c t i o n 
and new Systems of such V/eapons' , with a viev/ to examine proposals and suggestions 
p e r t a i n i n g ' t o t h i s i s s u e . P a r t i c i p a t i o n of experts w i l l be welcome i n these 
proceedings. 

The informal meetings w i l l be open to States non-members of the Committee and 
to t h e i r respective experts. 

The -number and dates of these informal meetings w i l l be decided upon as appropriate 
when the programme of work f o r the second part of the Committee's 1982 session w i l l 
be under consideration". 
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The CHÁIH'LtlI; I have received a l e t t e r from His Excellency Amhassador N e t t e l , 
the representative of A u s t r i a , stating- that A u s t r i a vrould l i k e to be considered as 
a candidate f o r raerabership of the Coramitteo on Disarmament. This i s by way of 
advance info r m a t i o n i the l e t t e r v r i l l be c i r c u l a t e d to a l l members of the Committee. 

I now give the f l o o r to the Secretary of the Committee and Personal Representative 
of the Secretary-General, iimbassador J a i p a l . 

Vix. JAIPAL (Secretary of the Committee on Disarmament) s I wish to inform the 
members that we i n the S e c r e t a r i a t ha,ve received several communications addressed to 
the Committee on Disarmament by non-governmental organizations and private groups and 
persons on to p i c s r e l a t i n g to disarmament. For example, 286 persons belonging to 
the C h r i s t i a n Community of i i l b e r t v i l l e i n Prance have w r i t t e n to express support f o r 
t h i s Committee's disaornament e f f o r t s . The 75 members of the Women f o r Peace 
organizations i n Bern and Basel have declared t h e i r opposition to nuclear v/ar. 
S i m i l a r communications — about 20 — d e c l a r i n g that ''the Eej?th should be f o r L i f e " 
have come from Denmark, I t a l y , N i g e r i a , Norway, Spain and the United Kingdom. These 
communications are a v a i l a b l e i n ray o f f i c e f o r i n s p e c t i o n by i n t e r e s t e d members. 

The CHAIRI'IAN; I wish to thank iimbassador J a i p a l f o r that information. 

As m.embers know, we u s u a l l y c i r c u l a t e at the plenary meetings on Thursdays an 
info r m a l paper co n t a i n i n g a timetable f o r meetings of the Committee to be held during 
the f o l l o w i n g week. Hovrever, we have set as a t0,rget date f o r the completion of our 
work next Tuesday, 20 A p r i l , when we should tidcpt the specia,! report to the second 
s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. Under the 
circumstances, I would l i k e to urge the vrorking groups to conclude t h e i r wrork not 
l a t e r than tomorrow, Frid a y , and I suggest that we should hold an informal meeting 
of the Committee on Monday at 3,30 p.m, i n order to consider those sections of the 
d r a f t report adopted by the d r a f t i n g group. 

I suggest that , i n p r i n c i p l e , we should schedule the plenary m.eeting f o r Tuesday, 
20 A p r i l , at 3 p.m., on the understanding that i t might be ad-vanced or postponed by 
n o t i f i c a t i o n made by the S e c r e t a r i a t to the members of the Committee. I do not thinlc 
t h a t , at t h i s stage, we сэл foresee how our work w i l l proceed from now u n t i l next 
Tuesday, 

I f there i s no ob j e c t i o n , we w i l l adopt t l i i s procedure. 

I t was so decided. 

The CHAIRIliJT; Before adjourning the meeting, I v/ish to announce that, as foreseen 
i n the timetable, the open-ended working group to consider the d r a f t report to the 
s p e c i a l session w i l l begin i n Room I i n f i v e minutes' time and at that meeting we w i l l 
s t a r t w i t h tho con s i d e r a t i o n of Working Paper No, 6 l / R e v . 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 
s t a r t s today i t s consideration of reports of subsidiary bodies, as w e l l as of i t s 
s p e c i a l report to the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament. As usual, i n conformity with r u l e 50 of our r u l e s 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 s t a r t with our business f o r today, I would l i k e to inform the 
Committee that I have received a communication from the Permanent Representative of 
Turkey, dated l6 A p r i l 1902, in- which the Permanent Representative of Turkey r e i t e r a t e s 
the keen i n t e r e s t of h i s Government i n becoming a f u l l member of t h i s 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 s p e c i a l session 
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament'". I believe copies of t h i s 
communication have already been c i r c u l a t e d to members of t h i s Committee. I would 
a l s o l i k e to inform members how I envisage proceeding from now on. I t i s nov; c l e a r 
that our target date of 20 April-, which happens to be today, f o r the conclusion of 
the f i r s t part of our 1982 session, cannot be met. Ue should, than, continue at 
l e a s t u n t i l tomorrow, provided that^ we can work speedily today as w e l l as tomorrow, 
and I emphasize that proviso. The s e c r e t a r i a t i s making every e f f o r t to c i r c u l a t e 
t h i s afternoon, at 4 .30 p.m., Working Paper No. 58/Rev.2, which w i l l contain the text 
of the report as agreed upon by the d r a f t i n g group entrusted with that task, and 
since we concluded our work i n the d r a f t i n g group at 1 o'clock, or rather, a f t e r 
1 o'clock t h i s afternoon, the d r a f t report you w i l l be r e c e i v i n g at 4.ЗО w i l l be 
c i r c u l a t e d only i n En g l i s h . 

I intend, therefore, to proceed as f o l l o w s : f i r s t l y , t h i s afternoon the 
plenary meeting w i l l be mainly devoted to the i n t r o d u c t i o n of reports of working 
groups f o r consideration by the Committee. Secondly, a f t e r t h i s meeting of the 
plenary, an informal meeting w i l l be convened to consider V/orking Paper No. 58/Rev.2 
which I have j u s t r e f e r r e d to and which w i l l be a v a i l a b l e i n English.. . I would 
appeal to a l l members to agree- to the use of the text i n English during the 
discussions i n the informal meeting. In the meantime, the versions of Working 
Paper No. 58/r?ev.2 i n the other languages w i l l be processed and w i l l be made 
a v a i l a b l e i n the delegations' boxas at 11 a.m. tomorrow morning f o r your co n s i d e r a t i o n . 
For that purpose, and as v i c l l as to give som-¿ time f o r the s e c r e t a r i a t to prepare 
the l a s t papers, ws w i l l not meet tomorrow morning. I t i s c l e a r , however, that i f 
Vie wish to adjourn the f i r s t part of the session tomorrow, wo w i l l need to conclude 
our consideration of Working Paper No. 58/Rev.2 today and consequently, I have 
planned f o r an extended informal mooting t h i s afternoon. I envisage the l a s t 
plenary meeting of t h i s part of our session to bo held tomorrow afternoon at 3-30 p.m. 

Any changes suggested i n connection with the t r a n s l a t i o n s of the d r a f t report 
i n the other languages should bo given d i r e c t l y to the s e c r e t a r i a t , since I do not 
thi n k we need to deal with them at our meetings. 

I have on my l i s t of spcaker-s f o r today tho representatives of Czechoslovakia, 
iíGxico, Poland, the Federal Republic of Germany, Pakistan and France. 

I now give the f l o o r to the., f i r s t speaker on my l i s t , the representative of 
Czechoslovakia, His Excollency Ambassador Vejvoda. 
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Mr. VEJVQDA (Czechoslovakia): Mr. Chairman, taking i n t o consideration the 
exchange of views during tho informal meeting yesterday afternoon, the group of 
s o c i a l i s t countries wants to s t r e s s again that i t docs not want to stand i n the 
way of the establishment of a working group on item 1 of our agenda, namely, on 
a nuclear t e s t ban. In order to express our w i l l i n g n e s s to agreo to immediate 
ac t i o n and an immediate s o l u t i o n of tho problem, the delegations of B u l g a r i a , 
Czechoslovakia, the German Democratic Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland and 
the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics wish to present the working paper i n 
document CD/287, which bears the t i t l e "Proposal f o r the establishment of an 
ad hoc working group under item 1 of the agenda e n t i t l e d , 'Nuclear t e s t ban'". 
Allow me to read the f u l l t e x t of our proposal: 

"In the exercise of i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s as the m u l t i l a t e r a l n e gotiating 
forum, i n accordance with paragraph 120 of tho F i n a l Document of tho SSOD I, 
the Committee on Disarmament decides to e s t a b l i s h an ad hoc working group 
under item 1 of i t s agenda, e n t i t l e d 'Nuclear t e s t ban'. 

"The elaboration of the mandate of the working group w i l l be completed 
at the very beginning of the summer session of the Committee, taking i n t o 
account the r e s u l t s of tho SSOD I I . 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank Ambassador Vejvoda f o r h i s statement. The next 
speaker on my l i s t i s the representative of Mexico, Ambassador Garcia Robles, who 
w i l l introduce the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme 
of Disarmament which i s contained i n document CD/283. 

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Chairman, Ad Hoc Working Group on a Comprehensive 
Programme of Disarmament): I have the honour to prosent to the Committee on 
Disarmament the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme 
of Disarmament, which I have had the p r i v i l e g e of p r e s i d i n g over during the 
Committoe's I98I session and the present oart of i t s 1982 session ¡ together with a 
d r a f t comprehensive programme of disarmarenb which i s annexed to the report. 

Since the content of the report i s what i s customarily termed s e l f - e x p l a n a t o r y , 
I s h a l l confine myself to making a few comments on i t . F i r s t , I should l i k e to 
say that t h i s has been one of the most in d u s t r i o u s working groups of what the 
United Nations General Assembly has described as the ''single m u l t i l a t e r a l 
n e g o t i a t i n g body on disarmamont", f o r as you know, i t began i t s work t h i s year 
by holding d a i l y ueetings during tho l a s t three wetiks of January before the I 
Committee met, and, a f t e r the resumption of the Committoe's work on 2 February, 
i t hold an average of three meetings a week, without counting the vary frequent 
meetings of i t s s u b s i d i a r y bodies. As a r e s u l t , the Group has been able to 
complete the task which was entrusted to i t , a l b e i t with the i n e v i t a b l e l i m i t a t i o n s 
imposed by circumstances which are f a m i l i a r to you a l l . 

In the report to vihich I am r e f e r r i n g , there already appear the names of 
those who merit s p e c i a l mention f o r the valuable c o n t r i b u t i o n which they made 
to tho Group's work: Ambassador Olu A d e n i j i of N i g e r i a , who presided over tho 
f i r s t 10 of the 59 meetings held, Ambassador François de l a Gorce of France, 
Ambassador Gerhard Herder of the Democratic Republic of Germany and 
Ambassador Celso Antonio de Souza с S i l v a of B r a z i l , who co-ordinated the work of 
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t h e i r r e s p e c t i v e contact groups, and ¡re. ïartq A l t a f of Pakistan, who acted as 
co-ordinator of avi informal d r a f t i n g g r o u , I should simply luce, therefore, to 
record my e s p e c i a l gratitude to someone who, as a •^esult of having underta'.cen to 
d r a f t the report i n c o n s u l t a t i o n with the Chairman^ \ias obviously unable to лака 
an appropriate reference i n the report to her p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n tlie Group as i t s 
Secretary. In the lij'iht of the e;cperience which has enabled me to observe her 
at work at very close quarters and to r e l y on her u n t i r i n r ^ co-operation f o r 
approximately a year and a h a l f , I consider i t only j u s t to take t h i s opportunity of 
p l a c i n g on record my view that rl i s s Aida Levin can serve as a model f o r the discharge 
of any o f f i c e such as that which she has held i n t h i s G.-oup, by v i r t u e of her 
absolute o b j e c t i v i t y , her knowledgje of disarAiament matters, her outstanding drafting; 
a b i l i t i e s and her l i v e l y i n t e l l i g e n c e , which has so frequently produced formulas 
that have gained general acceptance. 

V/ith regard to the d r a f t comprehensive programme of disarmament v;hich the 
Working Group transmits to the Committee as an annex to i t s report and which, i n 
accordance with the provisions of r e s o l u t i o n 56/92 F adopted by the Assembly on 
9 December 193l, has to be submitted ''in time f o r consideration and adoption by the 
General Assembly at i t s second s p e c i a l session devoted to disarmament''", I do f e e l 
that i t i s my duty on t h i s occasion to make a few comments on the basis of my 
lengthy and intimate connection v;ith the e f f o r t s made to prepare the programme. 

I s h a l l begin by emphasizing that the s t r u c t u r e of the document which the Group 
i s submitting to the Committee corresponds to that which has been approved since 
19ЗО and which, as indicated i n paragraph 63 {''() of the Committee's report to 
the t h i r t y - f i f t h session of the General Assembly, should comprise i n a d d i t i o n 
to an i n t r o d u c t i o n or preamble which would be prepared l a s t of a l l s i x chapters 
d e a l i n g with o b j e c t i v e s , p r i n c i p l e s , p r i o r i t i e s , measures, stages of implementation, 
and machinery and procedures, r e s o e c t i v e l y . The only change that has been made 
i n t h i s s t r u c t u r e i s t'nat, f o r reasons which would appear obvious,' two of these 
headings have been merged to serve as a t i t l e f or tho f i f t h chapter, which deals 
with both "measures and stages of implemer.tation''„ 

As f o r the contents of the огодгаште, the Working Group has endeavoured to 
keep as f a i t h f u l l y as possible to the mandate c l e a r l y defined i n paragraph 109 
of the F i n a l Document, i n which i t was s t i p u l a t e d that the programme should encompass 
" a l l measures thought to be advisable i n order to ensure that the goal of general 
and complete disarmament under e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l becomes a r e a l i t y 
i n a world i n which i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y p r e v a i l and i n which the new 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l economic order i s strengthened and consolidated'', r e i t e r a t e d word 
fo r word i n paragraph 7 (b) of the "elements" approved, also by consensus, by the 
Committee on Disarmament i n 1979, endorsed by the General Assembly i n 
r e s o l u t i o n 34/З3 H of 11 December of the same year, and confirmed by the Committee on 
Disarmament when i t adopted the report which the './orking Group submitted to i t i n 
1980, i n paragraph 10 of which i t v/as e>;pressly agreed that "the comprehensive 
programme w i l l have to be self-contained''. 

The f a c t that a considerable number of the p r o v i s i o n s of the programme are 
s t i l l between square brackets should not be a reason for discouragement but, on the 
contrary, should serve as a spur f o r e f f o r t s to f i n d t e x t s capable of gaining 
general approval. To t h i s end, i t should not be forgotten that the d r a f t F i n a l 
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Document which the Preparatory Committee f o r the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament transmitted to the Assembly as a r e s u l t of 
f i v e meetings — three of which were held i n 1977 and the l a s t two i n the f i r s t 
h a l f of 1978 — had a l s o been r i d d l e d with square brackets but that that d i d not 
prevent the Assembly from f i n a l l y approving by consensus a document which was 
completely free of those symbols of d i f f e r e n c e s of opinion. 

However d i f f i c u l t the e f f o r t s required to achieve t h i s purpose may be, t h i s 
w i l l probably not be one of the most d i f f i c u l t tasks that has eVer been brought to 
f r u i t i o n , e s p e c i a l l y i f no delegation t r i e s to renege on the commitments undertaken 
i n the F i n a l Document i n 1978. I t would also seem that i t w i l l be by no means 
impossible to reach an agreement on the number of stages that the programme should 
comprise, i n the l i g h t of the f l e x i b i l i t y that has been evidenced by many of the 
delegations that have formulated the main working papers submitted to the Group, 
s i n c e , with general acceptance, the Group has been able to channel i t s d e l i b e r a t i o n s , 
as i t were i n the nature of "working hypotheses", f i r s t l y on the basis of four 
stages and subsequently on the basis of three. A s i m i l a r comment might be made 
concerning the r e v i s i o n machinery or procedure, i n respect of which too there 
already appears to be a more or l e s s general acceptance of a f i v e - y e a r l y régime 
and of the f a c t that such r e v i s i o n or examination should be undertaken through 
s p e c i f i c s p e c i a l sessions of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

I f the foregoing i s taken i n t o account, there would appear to be some 
J u s t i f i c a t i o n f o r concluding that the two most d i f f i c u l t problems s t i l l outstanding 
are that of determining whether or not the programme should have a timetable f o r 
i t s implementation and that of determining the extent to which the programme should be 
of a binding nature. I f i t i s agreed, as we think i t reasonable to do, that a l l 
the States p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the second s p e c i a l session of the Assembly devoted to 
disarmament may be expected to give evidence of goodwill and good f a i t h i n the 
formal and informal negotiations t a k i n g place at that session, there w i l l be a 
s o l i d b a s i s f o r expecting that a s a t i s f a c t o r y s o l u t i o n to these problems w i l l be 
found. 

With regard to the question of dates to be included i n a p o s s i b l e timetable, 
i t should f i r s t of a l l be pointed out t h a t , f o r the moment, no one i s t h i n k i n g of 
r i g i d t i m e - l i m i t s l i k e those which appeared i n the two d r a f t t r e a t i e s on general and 
complete disarmament submitted to the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament i n 
1962 by the Soviet Union and the United States r e s p e c t i v e l y . In t h i s connection, 
i t i s a l s o encouraging to note that reference was made i n the d e l i b e r a t i o n s on t h i s 
subject — and i t i s the more encouraging i n that the reference was made by the 
representative of one of the most important members of the group knovm as the 
group of western European and other countries — as an example of terminology 
that might be followed — to that used i n the Declaration of the 1980s as the 
Second Disarmament Decade, i n which tho time f a c t o r undoubtedly occupies a prominent 
place. 

With regard to the nature of the programme, although, on the one hand, i t would 
seem that there i s now no longer hope of winning a consensus i n favour of g i v i n g 
the programme the l e g a l status of a m u l t i l a t e r a l t r e a t y , i t i s c l e a r l y apparent 
on the other hand, from the comments made at the various meetings which the Group 
devoted to consideration of t h i s subject, that there i s a general trend towards 
f i n d i n g formulas which w i l l enable the programme to be placed at a l e v e l f a r above 
that of the r e s o l u t i o n s annually adopted by the General Assembly, This w i l l 
undoubtedly require the i n c l u s i o n i n the programme of p r o v i s i o n s s i m i l a r to those 
contained i n paragraph 126 of the F i n a l Document, i n which the States that 
p a r t i c i p a t e d i n the f i r s t s p e c i a l session "solemnly" reaffirmed, i n t e r a l i a . 
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" t h e i r determination to v/crk f o r general and complete disarmament and to make furt'ier 
c o l l e c t i v e e f f o r t s aimed at strengthening peace and i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y ; e l i m i n a t i n g 
the threat of war, p a r t i c u l a r l y nuclear УЛГ;"' and ''implementing p r a c t i c a l measures 
aimed at h a l t i n g and reversing tiib arms race". iV.is w i l l c e r t a i n l y require a l s o that 
the Programme make an express p r o v i s i o n along the l i n e s of the statement i n 
paragraph 17 of the F i n a l Document emphasizing the pressing need to ''translate i n t o 
p r a c t i c a l terms" the provisions adopted and to "proceed along the road of binding and 
e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l ag;reetnents i n the f i e l d of disarmament''^ Furthermore, i n view 
of the f a c t that, unfortunately, the F i n a l Document has oeen to a considerable extent 
treated by the nuclear Powers as a dead l e t t e r , consideration must be given to the 
p o s s i b i l i t y of i n c l u d i n g i n the i n t r o d u c t i o n and f i n a l paragraphs a l i k e of the 
Comprehensive Programme, pro v i s i o n s which both p o l i t i c a l l y and morally impart the 
greatest p o s s i b l e , though f r e e l y accepted, binding character to the t e x t , a binding 
character which, i t i s to be hoped, w i l l be greater than that achieved i n 1978. 

In t h i s connection, i t i s a l s o worth rememberin'? that , at the Group's meetings, 
representatives submitted a number of valuable suggestions aimed at h i g h l i g h t i n g , 
through symbolic a c t s , both the importance of the programme and, more p a r t i c u l a r l y , 
the p o l i t i c a l commitment of Governments to execute i t s p r o v i s i o n s . Among these 
suggestions, pride of place i n view of i t s o r i g i n a l i t y and p o t e n t i a l e f f e c t i v e n e s s — 
should perhaps go to the suggestion that the programme should be signed by the Heads of 
State or Government of a l l the States Members of the United Nations. In my opinion, 
the f a c t that most i f not a l l of them w i l l almost c e r t a i n l y not be i n New York at the 
closure of the Assembly's session should not be an obstacle to an acceptance of t h i s 
suggestion; q u i t e the contrary, i n f a c t . A s p e c i a l representative of the 
Secretary-General of the United Nations might very w e l l be given the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
of t a k i n g the o r i g i n a l t e x t of the programme to a l l the c a p i t a l s of those States f o r 
the purpose of c o l l e c t i n g the signatures of t h e i r respective Heads of State or 
Government. This could, at the same time, help to ensure that p u b l i c opinion i n 
each of those countries has a true awareness of the s i g n i f i c a n c e of the programme. 

Recently, p a r t i c u l a r l y during the l a s t year or so, there has been throughout the 
world an i n c r e a s i n g number of acts of a l l kinds which reveal the concern that the 
nuclear arms race and the' emergence of doctrines such as the c r e d i b l e p o s s i b i l i t y of a 
l i m i t e d nuclear war or the i l l u s o r y hypothesis of a nuclear v i c t o r y , have aroused 
throughout mankind. I f , as the Assembly stated i n 1978, a l l peoples have a v i t a l 
i n t e r e s t i n the success of the negotiations on disarmament, i t may be asserted without 
any exaggeration that the thousands of m i l l i o n s of human beings'who make up these 
peoples w i l l f o l l o w very c l o s e l y the work of the s p e c i a l session of the Assembly 
devoted to disarmament which i s to be held at United Nations Headquarters" from 
7 June to 9 J u l y 1982. This may very w e l l be the d e c i s i v e element i n making the 
representatives of those peoples d e l i b e r a t i n g i n Now York realizé the need t o approve 
by consensus a comprehensive programme-of disarinamont, which, s t a r t i n g from the text 
which the Ad Hoc Working Group i s today'submitting to the Committee, may give new l i f e 
to the pressing- o b j e c t i v e s which, f o r four years, have been set out i n paragraph I09 of 
the Assembly's F i n a l Document. I t must never be forgotten t h a t , as stated i n the F i n a l 
Document i t s e l f , the most acute and urgent task of the present day i s to remove the 
threat of a nuclear war, since t h i s threat has confronted mankind with a choice between 
proceeding to disarmament or f a c i n g a n n i h i l a t i o n . 

. The CHAIRMAN ; I thank Ambassador. Garcia Robles, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc 
Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme, of Disarmament, f o r h i s statement and f o r 
i n t r o d u c i n g h i s report. I now give t h e . f l o o r to the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working 
Group on Chemical Weapons., the representative of Poland, His Excellency 
Ambassador Sujka, who w i l l introduce the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group contained 
i n document CD/28I. 
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Mr. SïïJKA (Chairman, Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons): Mr. Chairman, 
i n my capacity as Chairman of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons, I have the 
honour to introduce a s p e c i a l report of t h i s Group to the Committee on Disarmament 
prepared i n view of the second s p e c i a l session of the United Nations General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament. The t e x t of the report i s contained i n document CD/281 
which, I hope, i s a v a i l a b l e to a l l the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s ' i n t h i s 
Committee. 

I would l i k e to be as b r i e f as p o s s i b l e , as I have always been during our 
meetings. F i r s t of a l l , I wish to s t a t e that i n accordance w i t h operative 
paragraph 5 of United Nations General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n number 56/92 F, t h i s 
Committee has been requested to submit to the second s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament "a s p e c i a l report on the s t a t e of 
negotiations on various questions under consideration by the Committee". In 
a s i m i l a r way, a s p e c i f i c requirement by the General Assembly has been stated 
i n paragraph 4 of Ifnited Nations General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n number 5б/9б A, as 
f a r as chemical weapons are concerned. I hope that the r e p o r t , as contained i n 
document CD/281, does r e f l e c t the present s t a t e of negotiations i n the Committee's 
Working Group on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons. 

The report i t s e l f being s e l f - e x p l a n a t o r y , I would l i k e to share b r i e f l y w i t h 
the Committee some important points of the d i s c u s s i o n i n the Working Group which 
le d to the e l a b o r a t i o n and adoption of t h i s r e p o r t . Thus, i n i t s i n t r o d u c t o r y p a r t , 
the Group wished to r e f e r d i r e c t l y to paragraph 75 of the F i n a l Document of the 
f i r s t s p e c i a l session devoted to disarmament which, l e t me r e c a l l , stresses the 
importance and urgency of negotiations on the complete and e f f e c t i v e p r o h i b i t i o n 
of the development, production and s t o c k p i l i n g of a l l chemical weapons and t h e i r 
d e s t r u c t i o n . On the other hand, the Group wished to r e f e r , r a t h e r g e n e r a l l y , to 
a l l other proposals and 'documents on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons which i n 
the past had been presented w i t h i n the framework of the Conference of the Committee 
on Disarmament and the Committee i t s e l f , assuming that merely l i s t i n g them a l l would 
be a space-taking and not vejpy productive task, e s p e c i a l l y i n view of the second 
second s p e c i a l session. 

The same approach has been displayed by the Group i n e l a b o r a t i n g the other 
parts of the report. Without going i n t o d e t a i l s of i t s discussions i n 1980 and 
i n 1981, under i t s previous mandate, the Group emphasized the most s i g n i f i c a n t 
p o i nts discussed i n those two years as they, indeed, mark very important stages 
of negotiations on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons. As f a r as the present 
s t a t e of the work i s concerned, the Group has underlined the importance of a new 
mandate which allows the elaboration of a convention and s u c c i n c t l y described the 
t o p i c s of discussions f o r the f i r s t h a l f of i t s 1982 session and the main di f f e r e n c e s 
of views and problems which emerged i n the d i s c u s s i o n i n the past two months or so. 

There i s one t h i n g I would l i k e to make as c l e a r as p o s s i b l e : the Group v/ished 
to avoid r e p e a t i n g i n t h i s r e p o r t , a l l over again, a l l the various views of p a r t i c u l a r 
delegations or groups of delegations on coimtless smaller and/or bigger problems that 
emerged during the more than three-year-long d i s c u s s i o n s . These are s u f f i c i e n t l y 
r e f l e c t e d i n the Working Group's report of 1980 contained i n document C D / l J l / R e v . l , 
and i t s report of 1981 i n document CD/220. Both those reports are s p e c i f i c a l l y 
mentioned i n the present report of the Group. 

I n my concluding statement to the Group, I described i n considerable d e t a i l 
a p o s s i b l e course of a c t i o n f o r the Group during the second h a l f of the 1982 session. 
I n t h i s connection, I appealed to the members of the Group asking them to do 
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s p e c i f i c preparatory work f o r the summer session i f we are to approach as c l o s e l y 
as p o s s i b l e to the stage of d r a f t i n g the provisions of the convent i o n , T ' d o not 
want to repeat myself because that statement, i n view of the i n t e r e s t shown by 
members of the Group, has been c i r c u l a t e d by the s e c r e t a r i a t as a working paper 
of the Group on Chemical Weapons, But w i t h your permission, Î4r, Chairman, I would 
l i k e to appeal again f o r a d i s p l a y of serious e f f o r t s by a l l delegations during 
the summer session so th a t we can t r a n s l a t e as many d i s s e n t i n g views as p o s s i b l e 
i n t o the a l t e r n a t i v e elements and then elaborate compromise elements. A compilation 
of d r a f t elements and proposed new texts has al s o been made a v a i l a b l e to a l l 
delegations to f a c i l i t a t e the k i n d of exercise I am appealing f o r . 

I would l i k e to apologize to m j predecessors, Ambassador Okawa and 
Ambassador Lidgard, f o r not mentioning t h e i r names as chairmen c f the Group 
i n I98O and i n I98I r e s p e c t i v e l y , i n the introd u c t o r y part of the report. I 
per s o n a l l y was of the opinion that that kind of i n t r o d u c t i o n should not contain 
a l l the d e t a i l s I have noticed i n the reports of other working groups. But 
c e r t a i n l y I am f o r the u n i f o r m i t y of the reports of a l l the working groups i n 
t h i s respect, and I hope that the Committee w i l l agree to cover these problems 
i n paragraphs 6I and 6 2 of i t s own re p o r t . The same procedure could also be 
applied as to the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of non-member States i n the work of the 
Working Group. 

F i n a l l y , l e t me r e f e r to some recent discussions i n the Committee's d r a f t i n g 
group, Ify r e p l y i s b r i e f s the Working Group, indeed, has not been d i r e c t l y 
r e f l e c t i n g i n i t s a o t i v i t i e s the Committee's plenary d i s c u s s i o n s . I t has 
conducted i t s work on the basis of a new, I repeat, new mandate which was adopted 
w i t h thé consent of a l l delegations. On the basis of that mandate and the 
programme of work, al s o adopted by consensus, the group has acted and i t s 
a c t i v i t i e s have been r e f l e c t e d i n t h i s r e p o r t . Let me al s o say that, e x a c t l y , . 
t h i s the the p r i n c i p a l aim of the Committee's report — to r e f l e c t the course and 
trends, of discussions that have been t a k i n g place i n p l e n a r i e s . The Group's r e p o r t , 
i n my view, had to be l i m i t e d to the discussions i n the Working Group i t s e l f . 
References to tho discussions i n plenary have, of course, been r e f l e c t e d i n 
the Group's work, when such discussions contained s p e c i f i c proposals relevant 
to the subjects of negotiations i n the Group. 

As the d i s t i n g u i s h e d members of the Committee are w e l l aware, the Working Group 
on Chemical Weapons has entered, w i t h a nevr mandate, another, s e n s i t i v e phase of i t s 
work. We ha.ve held another s e r i e s of thorough examinations of d i f f i c u l t and complex 
problems. I wish to emphasize, as Chairman of t h i s Group, that despite the great 
s e n s i t i v i t y and complexity of our negot i a t i o n s , the work has been conducted i n a 
s p i r i t of mutual understanding, respect and co-operation. For t h i s understanding, 
mutual respect and co-operation I shotild l i k e at t h i s moment once more c o r d i a l l y 
to thank a l l the members of the Group, 

I would l i k e to ask you Mr. Chairman, that t h i s statement be d i s t r i b u t e d as an 
o f f i c i a l document of the Committee on Disarmament i n the same way as document CD/286, 
which contains the statement of the di s t i n g u i s h e d Chairman of the CPD V/orking Group, 
Ambassador Garcia Robles, 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank Ambassador Sujka, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working 
Group on Chemical Weapons f o r h i s statement and f o r i n t r o d u c i n g h i s r e p o r t , I am 
sure the request f o r h i s statement to be c i r c u l a t e d as an o f f i c i a l document w i l l 
be duly taken care of, I now give the f l o o r to the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working 
Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l Vieapons, the representative c f the Federal Republic of Germany, 
His excellency Ambassador V/egener, who w i l l introduce the report of the Ad Hoc 
Working Group contained i n document CD/284. 
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Mr. УШЕИЕЕ (Chairman, Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiological Weapons):' 
Mr. Chairman, indeed 1 have the honour to introduce the Report which you JTist 
mentioned. 

The Working Group had chosen to make use of i t s 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 d i f f i c u l t circmstances, and I should like 
to thank them on behalf of the Working Group. 

However, i t 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 w i l l help to c l a r i f y i t . None of the amendments adds to the 
text a sentence or thovight that was not already part of the V/orking 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 5, in paragranh 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 27i there is a mere printing 
езггог: please replace the words "points of view" by "differences". And on 
the last page i t has become necessary to clarify that some of the sentences 
written here are quotations from what delegations said. In paragraph 52, 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, i n 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 w i l l recognize, while taking note of the contents of the 
report, the record of the Working Group is far from b r i l l i a n t . V/hile 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 В had i n i t i a l l y i n s t i l l e d 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 s t i l l faced with some of the same problems that made i t s 
work d i f f i c u l t in the preceding year. The willingness of delegations to consider 
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compromise formulation and to j o i n i n a common e f f o r t to reach consensus r e s u l t s 
faded away, at l e a s t when the time came to d r a f t t h i s r e p ort. Instead of proudly 
going on record w i t h the measure of progress achieved, delegations preferred to 
r e s t a t e t h e i r e a r l i e r p o s i t i o n s , i n a c l e a r attempt to keep t h e i r stance i n t a c t 
f o r the next round of n e g o t i a t i o n s . Some delegations even used the opportunity 
to phrase t h e i r demands w i t h new v i g o u r , although i t must have been abundantly 
c l e a r to them that t h e i r proposals" harboured no promise of adoption by the 
Working Group, The Chairman, i n various instances, attempted to put forward 
t e x t s which i n h i s view took a maximum number of p o s i t i o n s i n t o account, but he 
g e n e r a l l y remained unsuccessful. V/hen, i n the c l o s i n g stages of the session 
he offered to submit an i n t e g r a l d r a f t text of a fut-ure r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons 
t r e a t y , covering the " t r a d i t i o n a l " r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons subject-matter, a d r a f t 
which, i n h i s perception, could have served as a s u i t a b l e basis f o r a compromise 
on which a l l delegations could eventually agree, he was given to understand that 
Such an i n i t i a t i v e was xmwelcomej he thus abstained from c i r c u l a t i n g the t e x t . 

The several p a r a l l e l meetings on questions r e l a t i n g to the p r o h i b i t i o n of 
attacks on nuclear f a c i l i t i e s provided an opportunity f o r d i s c u s s i o n i n depth 
of some h i g h l y relevant i s s u e s . A number of delegations contributed to an 
e l u c i d a t i o n of the t e c h n i c a l problems involved, and i t i s f a i r to say that the 
Working Group as a whole gained considerable i n s i g h t s i n t o the problems at hand. 
However, major divergencies as to the scope of p o s s i b l e p r o h i b i t i o n appeared at 
an e a r l y p o i n t , and proved to be so considerable as to impede f u r t h e r progress 
even on the l e v e l of i n i t i a l d i s c u s s i o n . 

While the Working Group's session has c e r t a i n l y contributed to p r o v i d i n g a 
c l e a r e r perspective to a l l delegations on the issues and on c e r t a i n options f o r 
s o l u t i o n , the f i e l d i s s t i l l wide open. Once again, the Working Group, d e a l i n g 
w i t h a subj-ect matter of only l i m i t e d s i g n i f i c a n c e f o r the g l o b a l disarmament 
process, has been unable to l i v e up f u l l y to i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s . That 
c o n s t i t u t e s a serious challenge f o r the forthcoming summer session. I t w i l l 
s t i l l be my«privilège to preside over the work at that time. When work i s 
resijmed, I w i l l urge a l l delegations to renevr t h e i r e f f o r t s to come to g r i p s 
w i t h the s t i l l unresolved problems, and I vrould already ask them now to c l e a r 
t h e i r minds and to use the intermediate period f o r r e f l e c t i o n about how some of 
the outstanding problems of p r i n c i p l e can be t a c k l e d without undue l o s s of 
time. 

While then, the s p r i n g session v/as d i s a p p o i n t i n g i n i t s r e s u l t s , I yet 
have to acknowledge that many delegations, and many colleagues p e r s o n a l l y , offered 
the Chairman an e x c e p t i o n a l l y f i n e co-operation and bore w i t h him i n the search 
f o r r e s u l t s and compromise. I should l i k e to express my g r a t i t u d e to them, j u s t 
as I thank the s e c r e t a r i a t and the i n t e r p r e t e r s f o r t h e i r f i n e work. 

Should a mode be adopted according to which a l l the i n t r o d u c t o r y statements 
by Working Groups' Chairmen were to be c i r c u l a t e d , I would not want to be 
excluded. However, I would think that i n my s p e c i a l case a rendering i n the 
verbatim record v/ould be s u f f i c i e n t . 

The CHAIBMAN; I thanlc .kibassador Wegener, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc 
Working Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l Weapons, f o r h i s statement and f o r i n t r o d u c i n g 
h i s r e p o r t . I now give the f l o o r to the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group 
on S e c u r i t y Assvirances, the representative of P a k i s t a n , His Excellency 
Ambassador Ahmad, who w i l l introduce the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group 
contained i n document CD/285. 



i-'lr. AHHAD (Chairman, Ad Hoc Uorking Group on S s c u r i t y Assurances): Mr. Chairman, 
i t i s my honour to present to the Coraraitte'^ on Disarmament t'^e s p e c i a l report of the 
Ad Hoc Uorking Group on E f f e c t i v e I n t e r n a t i o n a l Arrangements to assure Wpn-Muclear-
Ueapon States Against, the Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons contained i n 
document CD/2Û5. 

In accordance with the Committee's d e c i s i o n , the s p e c i a l report contains a 
reference to the o r i g i n of negotiations on t h i s item and covers the \-югк done during 
the previous three sessions of the Committee on Disarmament, besides d e s c r i b i n g the 
present s t a t e of negotiations on the subject"and o u t l i n i n g c e r t a i n conclusions and 
recommendations. 

The subject of "negative s e c u r i t y assurances" has a f a i r l y long h i s t o r y which 
includes the u n i l a t e r a l d e c l a r a t i o n s made by the nuclear-v/eapon States i n 1.978. and 
the consensus reached at the f i r s t s p e c i a l session to conclude e f f e c t i v e 
arrangements on t h i s question. At i t s f i r s t session, i n 1979, the Vtorking Group agreed 
that negotiations on the subject would need to cover both the form and the substance of 
the arrangements. At i t s sessions i n 1980 and 19OI, the Uorking Group concentrated 
mainly on an examination of the substance of the subject, on the understanding that an 
agreement on the substance could f a c i l i t a t e an agreement on the form. During the 
f i n a l stages of i t s vrork, l a s t year, the Viorking Group concentrated i t s e f f o r t s on 
evolving a "common formula" f o r s e c u r i t y assurances containing such elements as' 
might be ra i s e d i n the negotiations and agreed upon by a l l concerned, or a "common 
formula" which could r e c o n c i l e the elements contained i n the e x i s t i n g u n i l a t e r a l 
undertakings of the nuclear-vjeapon States. 

At the beginning of i t s vrork during the present session, the \Jerking Group 
decided to continue these e f f o r t s , taking i n t o account, i n t e r a l i a , previous 
recommendations as w e l l as r e s o l u t i o n s 36/94 and 3^/95 of the General Assembly. The 
general p o s i t i o n s of delegations remained unchanged, although some new ideas and. 
suggestions v:jere advanced. Apart from hearing the r e i t e r a t i o n s of such general 
p o s i t i o n s , the Viorking Grouo f u r t h e r considered proposals submitted to i t f o r a 
possible "common formula" or "common approach" i-;hich could be included i n an 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l instrument of a l e g a l l y binding character. As i n the past, there was 
once again no objection i n p r i n c i p l e to the idea of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l convention; 
however, the d i f f i c u l t i e s involved were also pointed out. Subsequently, the VJorking 
Group considered proposals f o r i n t e r i m measures, p a r t i c u l a r l y a possible r e s o l u t i o n of 
the S e c u r i t y Council on the subject. Furthermore, other courses of 
a c t i o n which could be taken i n the context of the forthcoming second s p e c i a l session 
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament were a l s o examined. Some nuclear-weapon 
States reaffirmed that t h e i r d e c l a r a t i o n s were c r e d i b l e and responsive to the s e c u r i t y 
concerns of the non-nuclear-weapon States, while some other delegations suggested that 
these should be appropriately reviewed and revised at the forthcoming s p e c i a l session. 

The conclusions of the VJorking Group speak f o r themselves. There i s consensus 
that non-nuclear-weapon States should be e f f e c t i v e l y assured against the use or 
threat of use of nuclear weapons and that agreement on t h i s item should be reached 
urgently. Hovjever, the evident divergence i n the perceptions of nuclear and non-
nuclear-weapon States continue to p e r s i s t . And although many of the issues involved 
have been c l a r i f i e d , the Uorking Group has bean unable to f u l f i l i t s mandate. The 
Working Group was able to recommend, i n the context of the forthcoming second s p e c i a l 
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, that ways and means should be 
explored to overcome the d i f f i c u l t i e s encountered i n the negotiations on t h i s item. 

On a personal note, I am constrained to express my disappointment and concern at 
the f a i l u r e of the Committee on Disarmament to make any substantive progress towards 
evolving an agreement on t h i s question which i s s a t i s f a c t o r y to a l l concerned and 
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p a r t i c u l a r l y to the non-nuclear-weapon States. May I take t h i s occasion to appeal to 
a l l States, and i n p a r t i c u l a r to the nuclear-v-jeapon States, to demonstrate the 
p o l i t i c a l w i l l necessary to reach an agreement on t h i s question. I hope that t h i s 
p o l i t i c a l w i l l s h a l l be evident at the forthcoming second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . 

In conclusion, I ijould l i k e to express my gratitude to the members of the 
l/orking Group f o r t h e i r co-operation which vjas indispensable f o r the work of the Group. 
1 would a l s o l i k e on behalf of the Ad Hoc Uorking Group, to express our deep 
appreciation f o r the very able assistance provided to the Working Group by 
iJr. L i n ;\uo~Chung, the; Secretary of the Uorking Group, as vjell as the e n t i r e s e c r e t a r i a t 
s t a f f , throughout the session and p a r t i c u l a r l y i n preparing t h i s s p e c i a l report. 

The CHAIfiiMN; I thank Ambassador Ahmad, Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on 
Se c u r i t y Assurances, f o r h i s statement and f o r introducing h i s report. Distinguished 
delegates, I think that i t might be u s e f u l i f we request the s e c r e t a r i a t to reproduce 
tho o r a l statements of both the Chairman of the R a d i o l o g i c a l VJeapons Working Group 
and the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Security Assurances as ive did i n the 
case of the other two working groups. I give the f l o o r to Ambassador Vejvoda. 

i-lr. VEJ\/ODA (Czechoslovakia): Since the Chairman ,of the VJorking Group on -
Chemical Weapons, the d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador of Poland, Ambassador Sujka suggested 
that the names of the previous Chairmen of that Group be included i n the report, I 
would a l s o l i k e to suggest t h a t , as f a r as the Ad Hoc Working Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l 
U'eapons i s concerned, the name of the d i s t i n g u i s h e d delegate of Hungary, 
Ambassador Komives, v/ho headed the Group before Ambassador Wegener, should l i k e w i s e 
be included i n the report. 

The CHAIRiiAM: I thank Ambassador Vejvoda. The l a s t speaker on my l i s t f o r 
today i s the representative of France, and I give the f l o o r to His Excellency 
Ambassador de l a Gorce. 

l i r . de l a GORCE (France) ( t r a n s l a t e d from French): i'ir. Chairman, we are going 
to close the f i r s t part of our annual session tomorrow...On t h i s occasion, the French 
delegation would l i k e to draw a few conclusions from our work. 

As was the case l a s t year, t h i s work has been conducted i n p o l i t i c a l l y 
unfavourable c o n d i t i o n s . We know that negotiations on disarmament cannot progress 
independently of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n . Furthermore, the basic d i f f e r e n c e s 
which we know e x i s t on the conditions of and approach to disarmament have i n e v i t a b l y , 
a f f e c t e d the progress of the d i s c u s s i o n s . Thus, despite the imminence of the second 
s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, a f a c t which ought to 
have stimulated our e f f o r t s , the r e s u l t s we have to show are extremely modest. We 
note, however, c e r t a i n p o s i t i v e decisions aimed at extending the sphere of our work. 

With regard to item 1 of our agenda, on a "Nuclear t e s t ban", the French 
delegation would l i k e to r e c a l l i t s p o s i t i o n i n view of the i n i t i a t i v e f o r the 
s e t t i n g up of a working group on matters of v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance with a 
p r o h i b i t i o n agreement. I t w i l l not object to a consensus on t h i s proposal, .subject 
to the terms of the mandate. But i t vrould l i k e to r e c a l l that i n the words of the 
F i n a l Document, the cessation of t e s t i n g should take place "within the framework of 
an e f f e c t i v e nuclear disarmament process". I t ought not therefore, to be a 
preliminary measure, independent of t h i s process. I vrould also l i k e to r e c a l l the 
r e s e r v a t i o n made by the representative of France at the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly with respect to a r t i c l e 30 of the F i n a l Document. 
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Item 2 of our agencia, "Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament", 
has not'heen thoroughly examined during the f i r s t part of oi^r session, f o r lack of 
time. Iiy delegation p a r t i c i p a t e d a c t i v e l y i n tho discussions held l a s t year at 
informal meetings. I t attaches groat value to such discussions on these basic aspects 
of disarmament. I t i s prepared to continue i t s c o n t r i b u t i o n to seeking and d e f i n i n g 
conditions \jhich may lead to progress. 

Tor the f i r s t time since our f i r s t annual session, the Committee has added a now 
item of substance to i t s agenda: "rrovontion of an arms race i n outer space". This 
item has already formed the subject of a number of s u b s t a n t i a l statements and I should 
l i k e to make a fe\T remarks on i t at t h i s point. \!c attach tho greatest importance to 
the d e s t a b i l i z i n g e f f e c t s -idtich attacks against s a t e l l i t e s vrould have. This i s \rhy v/c 
f e e l that examination of t h i s question should be undertaken without delay. During our 
debates, the merits and also the inadoqiiacies of the I967 Treaty on outer space vexc 
c l e a r l y brought out. The r e s u l t i n g s i t u a t i o n i n s p i r e d the proposals which have been 
submitted to us. 

One of them, that of the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics, does not appear to 
us to o f f e r a s a t i s f a c t o r y s o l u t i o n . In e f f e c t i t amounts, p a r a d o x i c a l l y , to making 
each space power i t s o\m judge i n matters of outer space. How aro a r t i c l e s 1 and 3 of 
the d r a f t t r e a t y submitted by the Soviet Union to be i n t e r p r e t e d except as g i v i n g 
every State freedom to destroy a space object which i t decides of i t s o\m accord, 
without c o n s u l t a t i o n ox- reference to any pre-established c r i t e r i o n , i s c a r r y i n g 
л-reapons? Furthermore, the d r a f t treatj"- makes p r o v i s i o n only f o r n a t i o n a l t o c l m i c a l 
means of v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance with i t s p r o v i s i o n s . Iloreover, \je do not b e l i e v e 
that there i s any j u s t i f i c a t i o n f o r b r i n g i n g s p e c i f i c a l l y i n t o the d i s c u s s i o n the 
question of rexisable space v e h i c l e s — the question of space s h u t t l e s . I s i t the 
i n t e n t i o n thus to extend the f i e l d of a p p l i c a t i o n of the t r e a t y to objects vrhose 
t r a j e c t o r y i s npt e x c l u s i v e l y o r b i t a l ? On tho othor hand, there i s no p r o v i s i o n , i t 
seems, f o r r e s o l v i n g the problems irhich may a r i s e from the dual uso — f o r both 
c i v i l i a n and m i l i t a r y piirposes — of o r b i t a l platforms. Furthermore, nothing i s s a i d 
of the p a r t that would be played i n t h i s approach by s a t e l l i t e s which, as France and 
other countries have proposed, could bo used on behalf of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community 
f o r piirposes of v e r i f i c a t i o n of disarmament agreements and c r i s i s c o n t r o l . 

I n f a c t , оггг i n i t i a l discussions on t h i s subject i n tho Committee have amply 
demonstrated that outer space a c t i v i t i e s arc so complex and so r a p i d l y evolving that 
what we mu.st do f i r s t i s , on the one hand, to define more p r e c i s e l y , i n r e l a t i o n to 
otiter space, terms which are often used ambiguously, such as tho word "vreapon", and, 
on the other hand, to determino tho p r i o r i t i e s i n oxamining t h i s problem. In view of 
the largo volume of tho resources at present being invested i n outer space a c t i v i t i e s 
f o r both c i v i l i a n and m i l i t a r y purposes, amounting i n a l l to several b i l l i o n d o l l a r s 
i n o r b i t d a i l y , and of the s t a b i l i z i n g part played by s a t e l l i t e s , as has been 
expressly recognized i n several i n t e r n a t i o n a l documents s t i p u l a t i n g non-interference 
when the s a t e l l i t e s are used f o r purposes of v e r i f i c a t i o n , i t i s e s s e n t i a l f o r the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l community to roach an.agreement to prevent the occurrence of a s i t u a t i o n 
л-rhere a n t i - s a t e l l i t e vreapons or techniques vrould bocome a nevr f a c t o r of i n s t a b i l i t y . 
I n f a c t , i n s p i t e of the protections and reinforcements that might be p o s s i b l e , at 
great cost and vrith a reduction of tho payload, the i n t r i n s i c v u l n e r a b i l i t y of 
s a t e l l i t e s gives the attacker an advantage. . 

\IQ therefore f e e l that the Committee should proceed to a more general examination 
of the problem i n terms of tho s t a b i l i t y of s t r a t e g i c systems and s o c u r i t y . \/hat we 
need to do i s to determine, among the e x i s t i n g or conceivable systems, -vrhich would 
represent p o t e n t i a l f a c t o r s of d e s t a b i l i z a t i o n vrith a vievr to p r o h i b i t i n g them as a 
matter of p r i o r i t y . For example, the development of a n t i - b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e s based on 
space s t a t i o n s vrould, we b e l i e v e , be oxtromoly d e s t a b i l i z i n g . The conclusion of t h i s 
examination vrould a l s o b r i n g ovit tho f a c t that i t would probably not be i n the 
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i n t e r e s t s even of the great Pov/ers, e s p e c i a l l y i n vieij of the c o s t - e f f e c t i v e n e s s r a t i o , 
to keep a l l the options open. For a l l these reasons, we consider i t very important 
f o r the Committee to examine the problem of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e techniques thoroughly when 
i t resumes i t s work. Ue vjould have no o b j e c t i o n to the establishment, f o r t h i s 
purpose, of a working group \.'hich could have the help of experts. 

The other items эп our agenda have been discussed i n working groups, as they 
were l a s t year. 

The Uorking Group on Chemical l/eapons has f i n a l l y been given a mandate appropriate 
to i t s task. Ue are pleased at t h i s and vie appreciated the a t t i t u d e of the 
United States dele'jation i n t h i s connection. However, the u'ork conducted very 
competently by Ambassador Sujka has not shovm any very appreciable progress. In 
t r u t h , there was i n s u f f i c i e n t time. The problem of v e r i f i c a t i o n v;as once more at the 
centre of the d i s c u s s i o n s . This i s a fundamental problem the s o l u t i o n of which w i l l 
l a r g e l y determine whether or not i t w i l l be possible to take decisions on the 
p r o h i b i t i o n s i n question. For a f t e r a l l , vihat vrould be the point of infîtituting 
p r o h i b i t i o n s i f compliance with them could not e f f e c t i v e l y be v e r i f i e d ? Some 
delegations put the accent on i n t e r n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n through purely n a t i o n a l bodies. 
Others, ourselves included, s t r e s s the primary importance of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l system 
of v e r i f i c a t i o n . VJe do not deny that n a t i o n a l a u t h o r i t i e s should be responsible f o r 
supervising the implementation of the convention on t h e i r t e r r i t o r y , i n order, i n 
p a r t i c u l a r to prevent the chemical industry of t h e i r own country from engaging i n 
p r o h i b i t e d a c t i v i t i e s c l a n d e s t i n e l y . But such c o n t r o l i s f a r from meeting the 
requirements of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l convention. I t does not c o n s t i t u t e genuine 
v e r i f i c a t i o n . I f a Government decided, i n defiance of i t s commitments, to keep or to 
b u i l d up stocks of chemical líeapons, a n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l body could hardly prevent i t 
from doing so, and much les.s vrould i t denounce i t . I t i s , however, e s s e n t i a l that 
each State party should have the assurance that the convention i s being f u l l y applied 
by a l l , an assurance that can be given only by an i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n mechanism 
empowered to conduct on-the-spot i n v e s t i g a t i o n s . 

The Ad Hoc Uorking Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l V'eapons, di r e c t e d with a u t h o r i t y and 
competence by Ambassador Wegener, was not able to achieve the progress f o r vjhich we 
had been hoping. The French delegation i s unfortunately obliged to note, that the 
warnings i t voiced vjere vjell-founded. The d i f f i c u l t i e s which have hampered the 
negotiations i n c e r t a i n respects are the r e s u l t of the attempts, of which we are a l l 
aware, to include i n them matters unrelated to t h e i r immediate object. As I said at 
the outset of our session i n my dele.gation's preliminary statement, these involve 
e i t h e r prejudging the s o l u t i o n of other problems, such as the use of nuclear v/eapons 
and nuclear disarmament, or the s o l u t i o n of problems which f a l l w i t h i n another f i e l d 
of i n t e r n a t i o n a l law, such as the p r o h i b i t i o n of attacks against c i v i l i a n nuclear 
i n s t a l l a t i o n s . The French delegation does not deny the importance of these matters, 
but i t believes i t to be e s s e n t i a l that the vrorking groups should keep w i t h i n the 
exact terras of t h e i r mandates. As a demonstration of g o o d w i l l , we did not oppose a 
consensus on the s o l u t i o n offered by the Chairman of the Uorking Group, which consisted 
i n devoting a few meetings of t h i s Group to a preliminary examination of the problems 
presented by the Swedish proposal on the p r o h i b i t i o n of attacks against nuclear 
i n s t a l l a t i o n s . Dut considering that t h i s problem did not f a l l w i t h i n the competence 
of the Committee, and does not, under the terms of i t s mandate, f a l l v/ithin the 
competence of the I'orking Group, the French delegation r e f r a i n e d from p a r t i c i p a t i n g 
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i n those meetings, i t regrets the fa c t that i t proved impossible, i n the circumstances, 
to r e s o l v e the outstanding d i f f i c u l t i e s as regards the terms of the convention i t s e l f , 
and that we were unabis to reach a conclusion under t h i s item on a matter which 
unquestionably f a l l s w i t h i n the-competence of the Committee on Disarmament. . 

Ue c e r t a i n l y attach importance to the work of the Ad Hoc Uorking Group on 
Se c u r i t y Assurances, presided over with much d i s t i n c t i o n by Ambassador Ahmad. Ue are 
aware of the d i f f i c u l t i e s of the problem and we s h a l l not dwell upon those r e l a t i n g 
to the search f o r a common formula, '..'e have seen the proposals submitted by Pakistan 
and the Netherlands and vje are c e r t a i n l y anxious that progress should be made i n t h i s 
matter, but i t i s d i f f i c u l t f o r us to say more on i t at t h i s stage, Ue s h a l l 
obviously maintain our i n t e r e s t i n t h i s question and we are prepared to continue our 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n ex p l o r i n g paths vjhich might lead to a common approach or to any 
formula capable of s a t i s f y i n / j the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community as a whole. 

L a s t l y , I should l i k e to devote my concluding remarks to the e f f o r t s of the 
Ad Hoc Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament. This Group had the 
extremely heavy r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of completing a document i n i t s e l f e x t r a o r d i n a r i l y 
ambitious, and we came up against d i f f i c u l t i e s vjhich i n f a c t we knew beforehand we 
should encounter. I v;ould l i k e to pay a t r i b u t e here to the patience of 
Ambassador Garcia Robles, vího di r e c t e d the very numerous meetings with great 
competence. We must take-note of the r e s u l t , namely, a document which i s no doubt f a r 
from r e f l e c t i n g the unanimous a'^reement we were hoping f o r , but vjhich represents an 
acceptable basis f o r the continuation of the c o n s u l t a t i o n s , and we hope that i t w i l l 
be p o s s i b l e i n Nev ïork to reach an agreement. This i s very important f o r our 
Committee, since t h i s document i s the p r i n c i p a l c o n t r i b u t i o n we were required to make 
to the work of the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament. In t h i s very complex matter, where there are very divergent approaches 
regarding a b s o l u t e l y fundamental problems, such as the l e g a l nature of the programme, 
the formulation of time-frames f o r the implementation of the measures and the 
d i f f e r e n t stages, and the l i n k between nuclear disarmament and conventional disarmament, 
i t i s obvious that i t w i l l be very d i f f i c u l t f o r us to reach common formulas i f we 
p e r s i s t i n t r y i n g s y s t e m a t i c a l l y to reach what i s c a l l e d a compromise, which v/ould 
mean i n f a c t that a l l sides would be required' to make concessions on conditions they 
consider e s s e n t i a l . We therefore consider that what we ought rather to do i s to 
t r y to adopt formulas that are s u f f i c i e n t l y f l e x i b l e to take i n t o account not only 
the views of opposing sides but als o the progress made i n the matter of disarmament. 
The l a t t e r depends on the sta t e of i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s , the maintenance of the 
s e c u r i t y of States during the disarmament process — which i s c r u c i a l — and the 
act u a l conditions of t h i s s e c u r i t y : a balance where i t i s necessary for s e c u r i t y , 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n , consideration of re-'^ional f a c t o r s , etc. I t i s only by 
seeking formulas which meet the needs — the requirements -- of a l l sides that vje 
s h a l l be able to reach a s o l u t i o n . This i s not an exercise i n which vie should t r y 
to win a v i c t o r y over partners vihose ovm needs i n the matter of s e c u r i t y deserve to 
be respected. The way to f i n d a s o l u t i o n i s to seek to overcome the d i f f i c u l t i e s 
through formulas which w i l l s a t i s f y everyone without r e q u i r i n g them to make 
s a c r i f i c e s as regards t h e i r s e c u r i t y and the conditions they can accept i n that 
respect. Vie ear n e s t l y hope that a s o l u t i o n can be found, f o r i t w i l l undoubtedly 
be an extremely important element i n the success of the second s p e c i a l session and 
an equally important element f o r the a u t h o r i t y , the c r e d i t and the- c r e d i b i l i t y of 
the Committee on Disarmament. 
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Mr. GAECIÁ ROBLES (Mexico) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Spanish); Mr. Chairman, I beg your 
indulgence and that of a l l my colleagues i f I venture to ask f o r tho f l o o r a second 
time t h i s afternoon. The few words I have to say novi 1 w i l l say i n my capacity as 
the representative of Mexico and not as the Chairman of any s u b s i d i a r y body of the 
Committee, • Their purpose i s to e x p l a i n the submission, which w i l l have been noted by 
a l l d i s t i n g u i s h e d representatives t h i s afternoon, the submission, I repeat, of 
document GI)/232 e n t i t l e d "I'/orking paper containing- the text of the opinion of the 
Government of Mexico on the prevention of nuclear v m r , transmitted to the 
Secretary-General of tho United Nations i n accordance with the i n v i t a t i o n extended 
by the General Assem.bly i n i t s r e s o l u t i o n 5 6 / 8 I В of 9 December 1 9 3 1 " . 

As we a l l know, on 9 December l a s t , the General Assembly adopted r e s o l u t i o n 36/З1 В 
e n t i t l e d "Prevention of nuclear vrar". The preambular paragraphs of t h i s r e s o l u t i o n 
r e c a l l and reproduce nearly vrord f o r word some of the concepts embodied i n the 
1973 F i n a l Document, such as alarm at "the threat to the very s u r v i v a l of mankind 
posed by the existence of nuclear weapons and the continuing arms race"; the need to 
bear i n mind the f a c t — and again I quote — that "removal of the threat of a world 
war, a nuclear war, i s the most acute and urgent taiù: of the nresent day"; a 
r e i t e r a t i o n of the v i t a l i n t e r e s t of a l l the peoples of the vrorld i n disarmament; and 
a reminder of the s p e c i a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of nuclear-weapon States. 

On the basis of f a c t s such as these, the General Assembly included i n the 
operative p a r t of i t s r e s o l u t i o n an exhortation and an i n v i t a t i o n . The exhortation i s 
addressed to a l l nuclear-vrcapon States, which are urged to «ubmit to the 
Secretary-General by 30 A p r i l 19'3? t h e i r views, proposals and p r a c t i c a l sUiÇ:gestions 
f o r ensuring the prevention of nuclear war so that these views, proposals and p r a c t i c a l 
suggestions may be considered — the r e s o l u t i o n says — at the second s p e c i a l session 
of the General Asssmbly devoted to diGarm.araçnt. The i n v i t a t i o n i s extended to a l l 
other States Mem.bers of the United Nation^, i f they ,-:;o d e s i r e , to do l i k c v ' i s e . 1-
believe that the difference i n the verbs used r e f l e c t s a reco;;nition of the f a c t that 
the degree of r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of the nucloar--v;ea.pon Fov/ers i n t h i s matter i s i n f i n i t e l y 
g reater — and thi;-5 i s vrhy they have been ''urged", vihile other States, ha.ve been 
" i n v i t e d " . The Government of Me;:ic.o, vdiic.h ha.s always been very serious i n c o n t r i b u t i n g 
to the utmost of i t s a b i l i t y to the achievem.ent of disarmament, and e s p e c i a l l y nuolear 
disarmament, r e c e n t l y sent the Secretary-General of the United Kations i t s views and 
p r a c t i c a l suggestions on t h i s matter, and the f u l l t e x t of those vievjs i s reproduced 
i n document CD/282. 

I do not v7is.h to go i n t o great d e t a i l — the text i s s e l f - e x p l a n a t o r y . I merely 
wish to note tha t , as the d.ocument s t a t e s , the C-overnmcnt of Mexico considers that, 
f o r the purpose i n question, nam-ely, the prevention of nuclear war, measures l i k e those 
that are the only ones the nuclcar-v/eapon Powers ha.ve so f a r managed to agree on, f o r 
example, the establishment of dir-.'ct cominunication l i n e s betv/een tho Heads of State 
of the nuclear super-Pov/ers, however laudable they may be, may i n the context of the 
t e r r i f y i n g s i t u a t i o n confronting tho v/orld, be regarded as merely cosmetic. The 
Government of Mexico also states that i t i s convinced that the rooipo f o r the permanent 
removal of the threat of a nuclear war i s very simnle: i t vrould be s u f f i c i e n t to take 
s e r i o u s l y the p r o v i s i o n s vrhich v/ere adopted by consensus i n 197- ¡-nd set f o r t h i n the 
P i n a l Document of the f i r s t s.pecial session of the General Assembly devoted to , 
disarmament. And i f i t were necessary to singTe out any of these measures, tho choice 
would u n h e s i t a t i n g l y go to those contained i n parag-raphs 47 and 50 of the 
P i n a l Document, which I s h a l l not quote here because they are so vvrell-known. As tho 
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communication I have been r e f e r r i n g to st_atc.s,.it has not bee;n the l a c k of c l e a r l y 
defined methods and procedures vrhich has so f a r obstructed, the adoption of e f f e c t i v e 
mea.sures f o r the prevention of a nuclear war. There has simply been-a complete lack 
of p o l i t i c a l w i l l on the part of the States which bear the greatest share of 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r remedying the alarming s i t u a t i o n confronting the vrorld. The 
communication ends vrith these words, vrith vrhich I s h a l l also conclude my statement: 
" I t i s to be hoped that the nuclear-weapon States and, i n p a r t i c u l a r , the tvro nuclear 
super-Powers can reach the same conclusion and b r i n g t h o i r i n t e r n a t i o n a l conduct into 
l i n e with i t . Ve believe t h i s v r i l l not be d i f f i c u l t f o r them i f they consider that 
i t i s absurd to t r y to achieve n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y by increasing u n i v e r s a l i n s e c u r i t y , 
that the nuclear arsenals accumiulated are more than s u f f i c i e n t .to produce, not once 
but many times, t o t a l death on the planet — whether i t be i n s t a n t death or death 
through slow and agonizing d i s i n t e g r a t i o n , and that, as i s stated i n one of the 
conclusions of the Secreta.ry-General ' s l a s t report on nuclear vreapons, i t i s 
inadmissible that the prospect of the a n n i h i l a t i o n of human c i v i l i z a t i o n should be used 
by some States to promote t h e i r s e c u r i t y , vrhich means that the future of mankind i s then 
miade hostage to a few nuclear-vrea.pon States and m,ost notably the two super-Powers". 

btc. DE SOUZA E SUVA ( B r a z i l ) : Mr. Chairman, i n accordance with paragraph 30 of 
our.rules of procedure, I should l i k e to make the follovíing' statemient. 

For three years novr, the Group of 21 has c o n s i s t e n t l y t r i e d to achieve the 
establishment of a vrorking group on item. .1 of our agenda. The group of s o c i a l i s t 
countries supported these e f f o r t s . Yet, our proposals ha.ve been blocked by two 
nuclear—weapon powers of the West, and durirjg that period the e f f o r t s of the Group of 21 
have been to no a v a i l . During t h i s session of the Committee, laborious negotiations 
on the text of a mandate f o r a working group on item 1 vrere i n i t i a t e d . Yesterday, the 
Group of 21 declared i t s readiness to support a text vrhich ga.ve only minimum, 
s a t i s f a c t i o n to i t s stated p o s i t i o n , i n the hope that a. consensus could be achieved. 
But since these e f f o r t s o r i g i n a t e d i n an i n i t i a t i v e from, the opposing side i t was 
the s o c i a l i s t group that blocked i t s approval. Today, document CD/287 has j u s t been 
tabled by a group of s o c i a l i s t c ountries. I t contains a proposal that 'was o r i g i n a l l y 
made i n the d r a f t i n g group f o r the e l a b o r a t i o n of a m.andate f o r a vrorking group on 
item 1 of our agenda. Most c e r t a i n l y , i t v r i l l not obtain consensus i n the Coimnittee 
because i t o r i g i n a t e s from one super-Power, and v r i l l be vetoed by the other. The 
main reason f o r that i s the p r e v a i l i n g state of confrontation between the super-Powers. 
They seem determ.ined to ensure that any i n i t i a t i v e o r i g i n a t i n g i n the opposite camp 
ends i n f a i l u r e . This seems a very e f f e c t i v e way to block any m u l t i l a t e r a l a c t i o n on 
a. nuclear t e s t ban, an objective that both have agreed, to be of the highest p r i o r i t y 
and urgency and vrhich they have commiitted themselves to pursue by v i r t u e of binding 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l instruments. For t h i s reason, my delegation does not see any point i n 
p a r t i c i p a t i n g at t h i s l a t e stage of our work i n the povrer-game of the m.ost h e a v i l y ' 
armed nations i n the world. We v r i l l not j o i n i n t h i s new d i s p l a y of a s p i r i t of 
confrontation which t o t a l l y disregards the i n t e r e s t s and concerns of the greater part 
of mankind. A f t e r the r e s u l t s of the second s p e c i a l session are known and a f t e r the 
e n t i r e i n t e r n a t i o n a l community has had a chance to debate the r e a l reasons f o r the 
f a i l u r e of t h i s Committee to discharge i t s f u n c t i o n s , then vre believe that the 
Committee on Disarmament may again look i n t o the question of e s t a b l i s h i n g a working grou] 
oh item 1 of i t s agenda. 
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Mr. ALESSI ( I t a l y ) ( t r a n s l a t e d from French)! Mr. Chairman, having been a member 
of the d r a f t i n g group which, under your enlightened and a c t i v e chairmanship, 
endeavoured to d r a f t a mandate f o r a sub s i d i a r y body of the Committee on Bisarmament 
on item 1 of the agenda, and having myself had the honour of guiding the group's 
work when I .served as Chairman of the Committee during' the month of March, I would l i k e 
a t t h i s juncture to express my delegation's deep r e g r e t at our f a i l u r e so f a r to 
achieve any r e s u l t s on t h i s item, i n s p i t e of a l l the e f f o r t s we have made. 

I cannot say that the document which has j u s t been submitted to us by the 
Ambassador of Czechoslovakia and bears the symbol CD/2B7 i n i t s e l f o f f e r s any 
p o s s i b i l i t y o f r e s u l t s . The d r a f t i n g group st a r t e d from the premise that a 
working group could have been set up. The r e a l problem was not the establishment of 
a s u b s i d i a r y body but the formulation of i t s . mandate. Furthermore, only yesterday 
vre had another d i s c u s s i o n i n an informal meeting i n the course of which, among the 
other arguments put forward, I heard — I think i t vas Ambassador Herder say that 
there was no point i n our rushing to e s t a b l i s h a working group on the eve of the 
closure o f t h i s session, and that we might j u s t as vf e l l take the matter up again a t 
the s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly or v/hen we resume our work. That i s an 
argument which could, I b e l i e v e , be ap p l i e d even more to the establishment of a 
working group v/ithout a mandate and Vhich would not, therefore, be able-to begin i t s 
work immediately upon the resumption of the Committee's session but would have to wait 
u n t i l the Committee i t s e l f conferred upon i t a mandate agreed on by consensus. 

I must say that during the work of the d r a f t i n g group I vras av/are of the e f f o r t s 
being made by a l l members of the group, as ,we11 as by the other members of the 
Committee who came to take part i n i t s work, to t r y to reach a consensus on t h i s 
question, and I o f t e n had the impression that we were very close' to a p o s i t i v e r e s u l t , 
v/hich i s what I believe a l l delegations very much want. My ovm delegation has, I must 
say, f o r years, been hoping that tho Committee on Disarmament or the ne g o t i a t i n g bodies 
that preceded i t would be able to come to g r i p s w i t h t h i s problem, v/hich i s an e s s e n t i a l 
issue and one of the highest p r i o r i t y . That i s why I v/anted to express my deep 
disappointment. During the l a s t fev/ days, vre have seen Ambassador J a i p a l , the 
Secretary of the Committee on Disarmament, t r y i n g to co-ordinate the e f f o r t s that 
were being made i n the d r a f t i n g group and d r a f t a text which vrould s t r i k e a p o l i t i c a l 
balance between the various p o s i t i o n s — a text which would involve s a c r i f i c e s on a l l 
sides but would not be weighted i n one d i r e c t i o n or i n another, V7ith your permission, 
I would l i k e to read out t h i s t e x t to the Committee; I s h a l l read i t i n E n g l i s h , 
the language i n which i t was d r a f t e d . The text includes i n i t s f i r s t paragraph an 
amendment that was formulated by the delegation of Mexico. I t reads as f o l l o w s : 

"In the exercise of i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s as the m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament 
n e g o t i a t i n g forum i n accordance w i t h paragraph 120 of the F i n a l Document of 
the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, the 
Committee on Disarmament decides to e s t a b l i s h an ad hoc vrorking group under item 1 
of i t s agenda, e n t i t l e d 'Nuclear t e s t ban'. 

Considering that d i s c u s s i o n of s p e c i f i c issues i n the f i r s t instance may 
f a c i l i t a t e progress tovrard n e g o t i a t i o n of a nuclear t e s t ban, the Committee requests 
the ad hoc working group to discuss and define, through substantive examination, 
issues r e l a t i n g to v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance w i t h a view" to making f u r t h e r 
progress toward a nuclear t e s t ban. 
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The ad hoc working group w i l l take i n t o account a l l e x i s t i n g proposals 
and future i n i t i a t i v e s , and w i l l report to the Committee on the progress of 
i t s work before the conclusion of the 1982 session. The Committee ' w i l l 
t h e r e a f t e r taice a d e c i s i o n on subsequent courses of a c t i o n w i t h a vievr to 
f u l f i l l i n g i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s i n t h i s regard," 

VThen I sav; t h i s t e xt and r e a l i z e d that i t had the support of a large number of 
delegations(and i n p a r t i c u l a r of the Group of 21, subject to i t s forming the basis 
of a consensus), I e a r n e s t l y hoped that t h i s session could end w i t h a r e s u l t " which, 
given the d i f f i c u l t y of s e t t i n g up a vrorking group on t h i s t o p i c w i t h a s u i t a b l e 
mandate, would i n i t s e l f represent an important v i c t o r y f o r the Committee on 
Disarmament. The amendments to t h i s t e xt proposed by the group of s o c i a l i s t countries 
n a t u r a l l y r e f l e c t that group's p o s i t i o n , but, i n my view, they add nothing to the 
substance of the text i t s e l f . I vrould r e a l l y l i k e to knovr vrhether the text I have 
j u s t read out places such an important l i m i t a t i o n on the work of the subsidiary body 
we want to e s t a b l i s h that i t j u s t i f i e s — to state e x p l i c i t l y what I consider to be 
already i m p l i c i t i n the text — j e o p a r d i z i n g the e f f o r t s at compromise made by a l l 
delegations, i n c l u d i n g those of the s o c i a l i s t countries, i n order to reach agreement. 
I believe that the text that I read out could give the Committee a chance to undertake 
u s e f u l work, vrithout c o n f i n i n g i t s e l f s t r i c t l y to c e r t a i n aspects of the n e g o t i a t i o n 
of a nuclear t e s t ban — f o r the e n t i r e e f f o r t of compromise was d i r e c t e d p r e c i s e l y at 
rendering i m p l i c i t i n the text what could not, f o r p o l i t i c a l and n e g o t i a t i n g reasons, 
be stated more e x p l i c i t l y . However, I repeat, the amendments proposed by the s o c i a l i s t 
countries can i n no way broaden the working group's p o s s i b i l i t i e s as regards the task 
i t i s to undertake. Thus, a l l that these amendments do at the present stage i s to 
make agreement impossible, while not, i n my view, advancing the i n t e r e s t s of the 
Committee, most of whose members are only too anxious to seize the opportunity offered 
them to embark on genuine substantive work on a matter which i s of great concern to us, 
Vihich i s important and v/hich has f o r years and years been a p r i o r i t y and a source of 
d i f f i c u l t i e s and polemics. 

Mr. SU^MERHAYSS (United Kingdom): Itc, Chairman, i t i s c l e a r that what we have 
i n document CD/287 i s a last-minute manoeuvre v/hich merely d i s t r a c t s the Committee's 
a t t e n t i o n from the outcome of the long and serious negotiations which have been going 
on since February and about v/hich a l l delegations are v/ell informed. In yesterday's 
d i s c u s s i o n , here i n t h i s room, i t c l e a r l y emerged that a m a j o r i t y of delegations were 
prepared to j o i n i n a consensus to accept the d r a f t known as "J-1", Only the 
s o c i a l i s t group declined to agree to t h i s , f o r v/hat appeared to most of us i n s u b s t a n t i a l 
reasons. The procedure now suggested, i n CD/237, that v/e set up a working group 
v/ithout f i r s t agreeing on i t s mandate, seems to my delegation to be unacceptable both 
i n p r i n c i p l e and i n f a c t . Indeed, t h i s idea has already been projected i n the course 
of the negotiations i n the d r a f t i n g group. We are very sorry that the s i t u a t i o n has 
turned out i n t h i s way a f t e r a l l the e f f o r t that has been made to t r y to achieve 
agreement. We hope i t i s s t i l l not too l a t e to adopt "J-1" as the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
representative of I t a l y has j u s t suggested, 

V¡x. de l a GORGE (France) ( t r a n s l a t e d from French): V/ith reference to what I said 
a short while ago about France's p o s i t i o n as regards the d i s c u s s i o n of agenda item 1 
i n a working group, I should l i k e to make i t clear that the proposal contained i n 
document CD/287 i s unacceptable to my delegation. My delegation would be unable 
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i n any c a s i to j o i n i n a conr;ens-UD on suci: a b a s i s s i n c j , i f i t agreed to the 
e r t a l l i s l m e n t o f a v.'orkiri^; group on iter:. 1, t h a t would be s u b j e c t to the group's mandate. 
In o t h ^ r words, v.'e could o n l y agre? to the ^ j r i n c i p l c o f the ; t t i n g up o f a 
workinL.- group i n tho l i g h t o f i t s r.andato. Since t h i s p r o p o s a l does not c o n t a i n any 
mandate and d e f e r s W:. e l a b o r a t i o n of the mandatr to tho openir^g of the summer s e s s i o n , 
i"j i s obvious t h a t the F r e n c h d e l e g a t i o n cannot agreiï to i t . 

Tho СКА1Ш1АК; I f there arc no f u r t h e r statements, I v;ish to thank d e l e g a t i o n s 
f o r t h e i r c o n t r i b u t i o n s t h i s a f t e r n o o n . I nov/ i n t e n d to a d j o u r n t h i s p l e n a r y m.eeting 
and to convene an i n f o r m a l meeting: o f the Committee, i n about 10 minutes' time, to 
consid.er the d r a f t s p e c i a l r e p o r t to the ST^ecial s e s s i o n o f the femoral Assembly. The 
next p l e n a r y m-ieting of the Cour.ittoe on Disarmam .nt. v i l l be h o l d tomorrov/, 
V'ednesday, 21 A p r i l , a t .̂m. The meeting i s adjourned. 

The meeting rose a t 'j»2') p.m. 
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The CHAIRMAN; I declare open tne 17;ird plenary meeting of the Committee on 
Disarmament. 

The Committee continues today i t s consideration of reports of sub s i d i a r y bodies 
as v;ell as of i t s s p e c i a l report to the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament. As usual, i n conformity u i t h r u l e 50 of our ru l e s 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 consider our business f o r today, I wish to put before the Committee f o r 
adoption the d r a f t d e c i s i o n contained i n i/orking Paper No. 6 ? , dated 21 A p r i l 1902. 
This i s on the establishment of an ad hoc working group under item 1 of the 
Committee's agenda. In that connection, I wish to make the f o l l o w i n g statement. 

Distinguished delegates, you u i l l r e c a l l that the small groun that was 
est a b l i s h e d to d r a f t a mandate f o r a СТП vrorking group began i t s vrork on 19 March, 
under the chairmanship of my d i s t i n g u i s h e d predecessor, Ambassador A l e s s i . Since 
then, i n f a c t f o r the past f i v e v^feeks, continued e f f o r t s have been made by members of 
t h i s Committee to d r a f t a mandate that vrould be acceptable to a l l . Our work has been 
long and arduous. This inorninfç our e f f o r t s were crowned with success when we l e a r n t 
that a l l delegates and a l l groups were able to accept t h e text that I noii have the 
honour of p l a c i n g before you. In submitting t h i s t e x t , as contained-in tforking Paper 
No. 67, I have to mention the name of our distin^^uished Secretary, the Personal 
Representative of the Secretary-General, Ambassador J a i p a l , vjho came-to our help when 
many of us, i n c l u d i n g your Chairman, viere beginning to uve up hope. I t ыаз 
Ambassador J a i p a l v̂ rho saved the day f o r us, with the t e x t s which came to be knovm, 
a f f e c t i o n a t e l y i f I may say so, as J - 1 and J - 2 . I wish to thank him f o r the great 
s e r v i c e he has rendered to us a l l . The language of t h i s t e x t , vihile perhaps not 
g i v i n g complete s a t i s f a c t i o n to any of the delegations around t h i s t a b l e , does allov; 
f o r a degree of f l e x i b i l i t y i n i t s i n t e r p r e t a t i o n . The a c t u a l work programme of the 
v\forking group V i i i l l c e r t a i n l y be the subject of d e t a i l e d d i s c u s s i o n i n the working group 
i t s e l f vihen i t convenes at the beginning of the second h a l f of our 19З2 session. And 
once tne substantive discussions s t a r t and delegations bepin — I quote from the 
proposed mandate — "to discuss and define throuT;h substantive examination, issues 
r e l a t i n g to v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance with a view to making f u r t h e r progress toward 
a nuclear t e s t ban", they v / i l l , i n my view, f i n d that there are a great many issues 
Vihich r e l a t e to v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance. Delegations w i l l i n e v i t a b l y f i n d 
themselves d i s c u s s i n g or at l e a s t t r y i n g to discuss such a broad range of subjects 
that the future Chairman of t h i s v-rorking group w i l l indeed have a hard time. But 
that i s f o r our summer session. Today, I wish to express my deep resoect to a l l the 
delegations around t h i s table f o r the great e f f o r t s they have made and f o r the s p i r i t 
of c o n s t r u c t i v e compromise that everyone has shown. Each and ,pvery delegation has 
had problems, d i f f i c u l t problems, not only of language, but also as regards substance, 
or even p r i n c i p l e , and I am sure that they have experienced agonizin-^ moments, 
e s p e c i a l l y i n the course of t h e i r d i s c u s s i o n s , or arguments, r a t h e r , vjith t h e i r 
c a p i t a l s . They have prevailed upon t h e i r Governments, and have enabled us i n the 
Committee to reach a compromise which I consider to be both reasonable and honourable. 
I once again pay my t r i b u t e to a l l delegations, and p a r t i c u l a r l y to Ambassador A l e s s i 
and Ambassador J a i p a l f o r t h e i r e f f o r t s , and submit to the Committee the d r a f t mandate 
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(The Chairman) 
contained i n liorkina Paper No. 67. 1/ May I take i t that t h i s d r a f t mandate i s 
approved by the Committee? 

I t was so decided. 

The CHAIRMAN; I now give the f l o o r to the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Uorking Group 
on Chemical V.'eapons, His Excellency Ambassador Sujka, f o r a statement concerning the 
report of h i s V/orking Group. 

Mr. SUJKA (Poland): Through you, Mr. Chairman, I would l i k e tp inform the 
Committee on Disarmament that the Uorking Group on Chemical Weapons had a fu r t h e r 
meeting l a s t night to discuss some changes i n i t s report. The Working Group then 
adopted i t s report subject to the inc o r p o r a t i o n of the f o l l o w i n g amendments: 

6n page 1, paragraph 1, l i n e 12, a f t e r the word "weapons" i n s e r t the following, i n 
brackets: "(CD/48, CD/112)". 

At the end of paragraph 1, add the f o l l o w i n g sentence ; 

"A l i s t of a l l the documents of the Committee on Disarmament submitted under the 
agenda item e n t i t l e d 'Chemical \Ieapons', as v i e i l as of the documents of the 
Working Group vjhich included working papers and conference room papers, i s 
contained i n the annex to t h i s r e p o r t . " 

On page 5» i n paragraph 8, at the end of l i n e 9, add the follovíing, "and provisions 
on the non-stationing of chemical weapons on the t e r r i t o r i e s of other States". 

In paragraph 3, l i n e 11, betvjeen the words " n a t i o n a l " and "means", add the uorá 
" t e c h n i c a l " . 

At the end of the document CD/281, add an annex l i s t i n g Committee on Disarmament 
plenary documents on chemical weapons as w e l l as the documents of the VJorking Group. 

1̂ / "In the exercise of i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s as the m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament 
ne g o t i a t i n g forum i n accordance with paragraph 120 of the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t 
s p e c i a l session o f the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, the Committee on 
Disarmament decides to e s t a b l i s h an ad hoc v;orking group under item 1 of i t s agenda 
e n t i t l e d 'Nuclear t e s t ban'. 

Considering that d i s c u s s i o n of s p e c i f i c issues i n the f i r s t instance may 
f a c i l i t a t e progress toviard n e g o t i a t i o n of a nuclear t e s t ban, the Committee requests 
the ad hoc v-jorking group to discuss and define, through substantive examination, 
issues r e l a t i n g to v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance with a view to making f u r t h e r progress 
tovfard a nuclear t e s t ban. 

The ad hoc vjorking group w i l l take i n t o account a l l e x i s t i n g proposals and future 
i n i t i a t i v e s , and w i l l report to the Committee on the progress of i t s work before the 
conclusion of the 1982 session. The Committee w i l l t h e r e a f t e r take a d e c i s i o n on 
subsequent courses of a c t i o n with a view to f u l f i l l i n g i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s i n t h i s 
regard." 

file:///Ieapons'
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(Mr. Sujka, Poland) 

The l i s t o f documents has been c i r c u l a t e d i n photocopied form. Should 
d e l e c a t i o n s viish to add to i t , I suf/;er>t t h a t they inform the s e c r e t a r i a t a c c o r d i n g l y . 
Amended i n t h i s vrry, i t i s my undarstandiri-5 t h a t the r e p o r t of the '.'orking Group on 
Chemical Weapons can now be i n c l u d e d i n the s p e c i a l r e p o r t of the Committee on 
Disarmament to the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of tho General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament. 

The CHAIPJMAM; I thank the Chairman of the Ad Hoc l.'orking Group on Chemical 
VJeapons f o r h i s statement. 

I now g i v e the f l o o r to tho Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l 
VJeapons, His E x c e l l e n c y Ambassador 'fe;sner, f o r a statement c o n c e r n i n g the r e p o r t of' 
h i s i'orking Group. 

Mr. WEGENER ( F e d e r a l Republic of Germany): F o l l o w i n g .the precedent of the 
Chemical VJeapons Working Group, a t the request of some d e l e g a t i o n s , the Ad Hoc 
Working Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l Weapons a l s o h e l d a s h o r t , a d d i t i o n a l meeting today t o 
r e c o n s i d e r some p a r t s of the r e p o r t and a c e r t a i n number of t e c h n i c a l e r r o r s were 
c o r r e c t e d and some amendments i n t r o d u c e d . V'ith your p e r m i s s i o n I viould l i k e to read 
out the changes to be made to the p r i n t e d document we have before us, CD/284, i n the 
E n g l i s h v e r s i o n the one viith an a s t e r i s k . 

Yesterday, on i n t r o d u c i n f j tiie r e p o r t , I read out a c e r t a i n number o f amendments, 
but I t h i n k i t vjould be c l e a r e r t o d e l e g a t e s i f I were now to read out a l l the 
amendments t c g e t h e r so t h a t d e l e g a t e s can i n t r o d u c e them i n t o t h e i r documents and 
check on. the e a r l i e r chan.geo. The t i t l e s hould be amended to read, "Spécial r e p o r t 
to the Committee on Disarmament e t c . In paragraph 4, second l i n e , a f t e r 
"Working Group", pl e a s e i n s e r t the vjords "under the Chairmanship of 
Aiabassador Dr. Imre Komives (Hungary)", and then the t e x t c o n t i n u e s as before.' On 
page 2, i n the penultimate l i n e o f paragraph 6, the words " r a d i a t i o n from the decay 
o f " should be d e l e t e d . On pa'^e 3i i n paragraph 16, i n the e i g h t h l i n e , a f t e r the 
wo,rds "from a t t a c k " , a new sentence i s to be i n s e r t e d , r e a d i n g : "Some"'delegations ' 
e x p r e s s l y r e s e r v e d t h e i r p o s i t i o n as to the c o i o e t e n c e of the Committee t o d e a l with 
t h i s matter." In the f o o t n o t e on the same pa;;e, a f t e r the f i f t h word, the vrords " f o r 
the purposes of t h i s r e p o r t " should be i n s e r t e d . Thers are no changes on page 4» 

On page .5, the word a t the end of the f i r s t l i n e of paragraph 26 should be i n the 
p l u r a l , and read " p r o v i s i o n s " . 

Paragraph 28 has been s u b s t a n t i a l l y amended, and the t e x t now reads: "The view 
Vías w i d e l y h e l d t h a t the t r e a t y should e n t e r i n t o f o r c e upon the d e p o s i t of the 
i n s t r u m e n t s of r a t i f i c a t i o n by a lovror number than tho 25 h i t h e r t o d i s c u s s e d , and the 
number o f 15 v;as advanced i n t h i s c o n t e x t , while some d e l e g a t i o n s r e a f f i r m e d t h e i r 
p o s i t i o n t h a t the t r e a t y should e n t e r i n t o f o r c e unon i t s r a t i f i c a t i o n by 
25 Governments, i n c l u d i n g the nuclear-vroapon S t a t e s . " 

In paragraph 27, s t i l l on pa.'̂ e 5, the l a s t t h r e e vrords o f the penultimate l i n e , 
" p o i n t s o f view", should be r e p l a c e d by " d i f f e r e n c e s " . In paragraph 50, i n the second 
l i n e , b efore tlie l a s t word, "centered", the word "and" should be i n s e r t e d , and i n 
paragraph 51, f i v e l i n e s f r o n the bottom, a f t e r " I t vjas p o i n t e d out t h a t " , the v^fords 
" a t t a c k s on such f a c i l i t i e s c o u l d " should be i n s e r t e d . 



CD/PV.1Y3 
9 

(Иг. Sujka, Polanc') 

In oaragraph ]j2, a number of зда11 i n s e r t s vms agreed upon to make the lan^uago 
c l e a r e r , and. I think i t vfould be viise f o r пз, with your permission, ¡ir. Chairman, to 
read tho e n t i r e para'rraph: "Some delegations proposed that the p r o h i b i t i o n of attacks 
on nuclear f a c i l i t i e s should be as comprehonsive as oo-ssible. Since the basic 
o b j e c t i v e was, i n t h e i r view, to prevent mass d e s t r u c t i o n , there could be no 
J u s t i f i c a t i o n to d i f f e r e n t i a t e hetvosn c i v i l i a n and m i l i t a r y f a c i l i t i o s . Thsy al s o 
believed that viass d e s t r u c t i o n woulo r e s u l t , from attacks on e i t h e r kind of f a c i l i t i e s . 
However, i n thi-'ii' view Mass de s t r u c t i o n was no'c the only c r i t e r i o n relevant to t h i s 
i s s u e . They argued that an imoortant o b j e c t i v e of the proposed instru..ient was to 
restore confidence ai,ion:; tho countries re-^ardinn; t h e i r peaceful nuclear programmes. 
This confidence had, i n t h e i r o p i n i o n , beon severely eroded i n the v/акэ of the 
I s r a e l i attack on the peaceful nuclear f a c i l i t i e s of a developing country. 
Therefore, they згдиэа that the scooe of the o r o h i b i t i o n should include not only the 
la r g e r nuclear f u e l c y c l e faciliti.'îs but a l s o the smaller research reactors and other 
f a c i l i t i e s . To exclude the l a t t e r , i n t h e i r viev;, viould c o n s t i t u t e "^ross 
d i s c r i n i n a t i o n against the develooin'T c o u n t r i e s . " The l a s t sentence of the paragraph 
stays as p r i n t e d . 

In nara.graph 3:J, i n the four t h l i n e , the "ord "affect-' i s to be rcnlaced by 
"poxrer'''. Tliree' l i n e r , f u r t h e r on, i n the sentence beginning, "In t h i s re';;ard, i t vjas 
p a i ' t i c u l a r l y e i i p h a s i z a d , tho words "by these dolegations" should be i n s e r t e d . 
Equally, i n para-î'rao.h ' j ' i , tiie second sentBnce has sous nsi; language: a f t e r "Л p a r t i a l 
-an coulíi-, the "ô -d.-̂  -'in t h s i r view" snould i n s e r t e d . 

In paragraph 313. the f o l l o w i n g sentence was added at the end of the present t e x t : 
"The delegación i'hoóo uorking paper had been quoted i n the preceding paragraph drew 
a t t e n t i o n to the f a c t that the paper i n thi.^- contci:t also contains the f o l l o w i n g 
statement: 'The p o l i t i c a l d i f f i c u l t i e s of pr o t e c t i n g v a i l i t a r y f a c i l i t i e s i n an 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l instrur.ient аса oovioun, and such f a c i l i t i o s therefore seeii to have to 
be excluded from a convention-." "ho-^eupon, paragi^aph also had to be aaenúsd, 
and i t now reads: " I t \jas, hovjover, stated by so;.ic delegations that such p o l i t i c a l 
d i f f i c u l t i e s as may be involved w^re not s u f f i c i e n t reason f o r a p a r t i a l 
p r o h i b i t i o n . In t h e i r v i e ; such an approach '.rould leave open the p o s s i b i l i t y of 
legiti-ii.55in.i :nass d e s t r u c t i o n i n the conduce o f warfare". 

F i n a l l y , the I'orking Group decided that tho e'cainple of tho other working .groups 
should be follovjed and that a l i s t of a l l documento r e l a t i n : to the work of the 
''orkin.g Group should be added. This l i s t i s at nresent being e s t a b l i s h e d by the 
s e c r e t a r i a t on tho basis of the a v a i l a b l e documents. 

i i r . Chairrian, I would l i k e to draw your a t t e n t i o n to a c e r t a i n overlap that could 
r e s u l t fro.Q t h i a d d i t i o n to paragraph Л and paragraphs 11 and 12 with the new 
paraitraph to be included i n tho Com.nittee's nain report. P r i n t e d i n Forking Paper 
ilo. So/aev.2/Co-.-'r.2, but I thin'c i t i s a matter f o - the s e c r e t a r i a t to prevent 
po s s i b l e overlaps, аз the Groun has expressed i t s understanding that overlaps of t h i s 
kind should, i f PosaihlG, be avoided. 

So f a r I have spoken as tho Chairinan of the 'Jerking Group. I would l i k e f o r a 
b r i e f ;!Oi.T3nt to take up a .lattGr r s l a t o ' l to шу functi o n as a Chairnian, and t h i s 1я a 
b r i e f stacsnient of which I have informel you i n ad-^ancc, i l r . Chair..ian. 

Last n i d i t , at the informal meetin^; t l i a t was held under your chairManshiP, 
u'r. Chairman, tLio del-^^'itc of the Soviet Union оасэ the f o l l o w i n g statenant, and I 
quote-; eicccrpts fro-i the 'English t r a n s l a t i o n : 
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"... There were cases when, i n s p i t e of the i n s i s t e n t request addressed to 
the Chairman of one of the -iroups not to dlstoî^t s i t u a t i o n s i n the Group, such a 
d i s t o r t i o n d i " occur ..." and f u r t h e r on, I quote: 

"... i f , i n the report, there i s an i n c o r r e c t presentation of the s i t u a t i o n i n 
the V'orkin-T Group, :ind nevertheless, that s i t u a t i o n V7as adopted by methods which 
ware somovihat l e s a than democratic 

These are serious accusations. The Chairman of one of the working groups i s 
accused before the members of the CoinnrLttee of d e l i b e r a t e d i s t o r t i o n of h i s Working 
Group's report, and of under.ocratic behaviour i n the exercise of h i s functions. To 
my knowledgs, personal accusations of t h i s g r a v i t y have so f a r never been l e v e l l e d 
against any other delegate i n t a i s Committee. Should they now bocome part of our 
working modes, I would foresee ve:-y unfortunate consequences. I do not think, 
therefore, that the Soviet delegate's utterances should stand uncorrected. 

I'lany dele:;^ations have informed вэ that i n tîieir understanding the accusations 
•were c l e a r l y d i r e c t e d towards me. This needs c l a r i f i c a t i o n . I should l i k e , 
t h e refore, to request, through you, l l r . Chairman, an adequate c l a r i f i c a t i o n from the 
Soviet delea;ato. Should i t turn out that I was i n f a c t the '.Jerking Grouo Chairman 
r e f e r r e d t o , I vjould expect h i s aoology on the record of t h i s loeeting. 

The GHAIRMAH: I thank the Chairman of the Ad Hoc V'orking Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l 
\!eapons f o r h i s statement. 1 would say that I , as Chairman of t h i s Committee, have 
been accused of being too a u t h o r i t a r i a n ; I have also been accused of being too 
democratic. I think that the very job of a chairman involves those r i s k s . I t i s the 
l o t of a chairman to be accused of a l l sorts of t h i n g s . I would hope that t h i s matter 
viould not be pursued to undue length. 

The revised reports of the working groups on chemical and r a d i o l o g i c a l v/eapons 
\ j i l l be issued l a t e r by the s e c r e t a r i a t , i n the meantime, I would consider that the 
Committee i s prepared to adopt the reports of the four \iorkin ; groups of the Committee 
as contained i n documents CD/201, as amenJ.od, for the Uorking Group on Chemical 
Weapons, CD/203 f o r the Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, 
CD/28/|. as amended f o r the ''orlcing Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l Weapons, and CD/2o5 f o r the 
'Jorking Group on E f f e c t i v e I n t e r n a t i o n a l Arrangements to Assure iJon-Nuclear-Weapon 
States Against the Use or Threat of Use of I'uclear Weapons. I f there i s no o b j e c t i o n , 
I V i i l l consider that the Committee adopts the reports of these four vrorking groups. 

I t v;as so decided. 

The CHAIRMAM: Hay I now turn to Working Paper No.58/RCV.2 and VJorking Papers 
No. 5o/Rev .2/Corr. 1 and 2, containing the d r a f t s p e c i a l report of the Committee to 
the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. May I take 
i t that t h i s Committee i s prepared to adopt the d r a f t s p e c i a l report? I see no 
o b j e c t i o n . 

I t v/as so decided. 

The CHAIRMAN : Distinguished delegates, I have on my l i s t of speakers so f a r f o r 
today the f o l l o w i n g 1? delegations: Canada, Belgium, the United States of America, 
Czechoslovakia, the Union of Soviet Sociali'st Republics, the United Kingdom, Sv;eden, 
the German Democratic Republic, Japan, N i g e r i a , I n d i a , S r i Lanka, Venezuela, E t h i o p i a , 
Kenya, China and Mexico. I give the f l o o r to the f i r s t speaker on the l i s t , the 
representative of Canada, His Excellency Ambassador McPhail. 
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№ . McPHAIL (Ganada) s I l r . Chairman, l e t me f i r s t say to you hov/ much my 
delegation has admired yovir p r e s i d i n g over our Committee i n these d i f f i c t i l t f i n a l days 
of t h i s f i r s t h a l f of the session. I \/ant to assess, i n general terms, the v/ork of the 
Committee on Disarmament i n the l i g h t of the forthcoming second s p e c i a l session, and 
to make comments on a f e u s p e c i f i c t o p i c s . 

The Committee i s about to adjourn, and v/hen i t resumes i t s 1982 session the 
second speciaJ session of the General Assem.bly devoted to disarma-ment v / i l l be over. 
I t i s not d i f f i c i i l t to t e l l uhat bhen our concerns \ / i l l be. These same concerns v / i l l 
be addressee by the second s p e c i a l session. The Coiranittee, however, i s charged v/ith 
a vmiraie r e s p o n r - i b i l i t y — to negotiate. Regular sessions of tlie General Assembly 
do not — and cannot — negotia.te. Nor i s the s p e c i a l session a forum f o r n e g o t i a t i o n . 
Against t h i s back¿jround, l e t us examine t h i s Committee's performance a.s measured 
a,garnst i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s . 

Me v/ou.ld no doubt o J l agree that the record, since 1978, when the Committee on 
Disarmament was eotabliched f o l l o w i n g the f i r s t s p e c i a l session, i s mixed. The 
ejcpansion of the vrork of the Committee, anc"! the r a p i d p r o l i f e r a t i o n of meetings (so 
ably recorded f o r v.s by the s e c r e t a r i a t ) do not seem proportionate to the r e s u l t s . 
Procedtural matters consume great amounts of tim.e and i t i s questionable \/hether, i n 
some instances, the fimdamental ptrcpose of v/orking groups — to negotiate — i s i n 
danger of occupying second place ao the tendency gro\/s to read prepared statements 
i n these groups. 

But i s not the greatest d i f f i c u l t y the Committee on Disarmament faces the frequent 
l a c k of a r e a l n e g o t i a t i n g dynajnic? This dynamic i s present only i f a v/illingness 
e x i s t s among n e g o t i a t i n g partners to make concessions i n the i n t e r e s t of reaching a 
mutvia.lly-agreed goa.,l. 

Demands and ezdiortationc are freq^uently piit to t h i s Committee, but are they 
r e l a t e d to any l a r g e r bargain? Do they contribirte to progress through negotiation? 
Por example, are a J l those v/ho ha-ve sought to contain the nviclear "at r i s k " area and 
to guarantee prcteeuion to nuclear f a c i l i t i e s — objectives commonly chared — v / i l l i n g 
to vuidertidze concrete commitments to the future c o n t r o l of nuclear v/eapons p o t e n t i a l ? 

P-urthermore, broad decla^rations of a w i l l i n g n e s s to negotiate have not alv/ays 
been followed tip v/ith x-eal coniribiîtions to the n e g o t i a t i n g lurocess. The debate that 
has been held, f o r exajnple, on t o x i c i t y determinants of precursors to binary chemical 
v/eapons i s of improven va.lue i n terms of the purposes of the proposed t r e a t y . Equally, 
the i n a b i l i t y of the Seismic ihzperts l/orlcing Group to rea,ch agreement on an extended, 
progress report i s a сгч1;.;е f o r concern. Thus, there are gaps bet\/een declared 
\ / i l l i n g n e s s an<^ a c t u a l perfcrme.nce. 

Yet, the Comiiiittee on Disiirmament can move no furthex- and no f a s t e r than the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n perraitr,. I f progress on major issues lias been slov/, i t i s 
l a r g e l y bccaxise the i n t e r n a t i o n a l atmosphere ha.s not allov/ec. i t to be otherv/ise. 

I began with some of the negative elements i n the Conmiittee's v/ork. Talcen 
together, they add up to one uncvoida.ble conclusion: since the Committee v.̂ s 
es t a b l i s h e d , i t has been inable to produce any s i n g l e agreement on any subject r e l a t e d 
to a.rms c o n t r o l and disarmament ma.tters. But i s this tlie solo basis upon v/hich \/e 
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should make огдг judgements? I t h i r i not, f o r ihe Committee remains, despite i t s 
shortcomings, the only m\-.l t i l a tero 1 n e g o t i a t i n g forvjn on алгтз c o n t r o l and 
disarmament matters. I f i t d i d not e x i s t , i t г/ould oio-ely bo ci-eated¿ i f i t ггеге 
disbanded, i t vould s u r e l y be repla.ced. Accordingly, we should assess the 
Committee on Disarmament's л'-aJne, not so miuch i n terms of irhat i t has accomplished, 
but mox-e i n teriis of vhat i t ma,y accomplish, once conditions a,re r i g h t : novr, 
measured i n t h i s uay^ alrea,dy ire have some signs of promise. 

The f i r s t i s the esta b l i c i i n e n t of the Committee's vrorking groups. These continue 
to hold p o t e n t i a l as operative foruriv f o r bucineos-li]:e negotiations on arms c o n t r o l 
nea^sures, provided that the subject-matter and. the timing are r i g h t , A ca^ce i n point 
i s the Chemical \/еаропз \torking Group 'rhich, with i t s er^anded mandate, contimies to 
make r e a l progress toirards the eventual conclusion of a chemical vreapons treaty. 

The second sig n i s the c r e a t i o n of whoA- i s Icnovni a.s "subsidiaj:y bodies", as w e l l 
as other forms of c o l l e c t i v e endea.vo-or, I noted that the Seismic Experts \/orking Group 
has had d i f f i c u l t i e s , bvrt i t has also had successes; and i t i s obviously ггроп the 
l a t t e r that vre should b u i l d . S i m i l a r l y , the p r a c t i c a l work r e g i s t e r e d dvoring 
"concentrated sessions" on chemical vreapons has aHovred the Committee to focus on 
t e c h n i c a l matters of importance to the eventual conclusion of a t r e a t y . These sessions 
have been i n v a l u a b l e , not lea^ct beca.uce points of p r i n c i p l e advocated, by various 
delegations often took second place to the range of practica.l ouections vrhich 
n e c e s s a r i l y must be Ooddrecsed before the a c t u a l implementation of a t r e a t y : here, 
then, debate vrac replaced 'oy d i s c u s s i o n . 

The t h i r d si£cn i s the demonstrated a b i l i t y of the Committee on Disarmament to 
move i n vrorthvrhile d i r e c t i o n s , A vrorking group dea l i n g vrith c e r t a i n aspects of a 
comprehensive test-ban t r e a t y i s novr close to r e a l i z a t i o n . Already the informal 
discussions on tlie vrorlcing group's manda,te have i n themselves brought to the Committee 
a more .focused approach to t h i s c r i t i c a l problem. In the near f u t u r e , other 
vrorking grou.pc w i l l proba.bly be established a l s o , each d e a l i n g vrith s p e c i f i c aspects 
of issues of concern to the Committee. 

These are the considerations i n oi:r minds vrhen r e f l e c t i n g upon hovr the Committee 
on Disarmament should r e l a t e to the second s p e c i a l session. Some argue that the 
Committee's s p e c i a l report should revievr past a c t i v i t i e s , and account f o r performance 
and assign pro.ise and blrjne accordingly. But vre do not agree. Consensus on 
p r e c i s e l y vrhat are the Gomirdttee ' s shortcomings ir; v m l i k e l y . Nor do we think i t 
eidvisable to d.vrell on the pa^st; vre p r e f e r instea,d to move forvrajrd on the basis of 
vrhat has been accomplished — vrhich .indeed should f i g i i r e -in the speciaJ r e p o r t . 

I spoke of signs of promise,, and of some negative aspects of the Committee's 
vrork, both i n the conte::t of the second spécial session, vrhich f o r many has been the 
c e n t r a l focus of the Committee's a c t i v i t i e s f o r some time. Great e f f o r t and indeed 
ingenuity have been expended i n dravring up a comprehensive prograjnme of disarmojnent. 
I t i s novr evident tha-t on a munber of fundamental p o i n t s , no agreement has been 
possible.; and so Jie work on the prograi,mic imst be c a r r i e d on by the General Assembly 
i t s e l f , at i t s s p e c i a l session. The ov̂ eo. tion of time-franes romains the s i n g l e , 
most i n t r a c t a b l e issue;, and i t i s £m open rjiiestion v.mether i t can r e a l l y be resolved. 
I n the f i n a l a n a l y s i s , i s not i n f a c t the issue something of an a r t i f i c i a l one? Surely 
nations v r i l l conduct negotiations on the m-'ttero l i s t e d i n the d r a f t LTD only when 
iind i f t h e i r assessment of t h e i r ovn n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s allovrs them to do so, 
A comprehensivo progr.ariime УЬ!-"]! f a i l s to take this i n t o account i s u n l i k e l y to 
•a.chieve conftensus, e i t h e r i n the Committee on Di.•armament or at the second 
c p e c i a l session of the General Assembly. 
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I thinlc t h i s i s a time f o r franloiess. Но\; much e f f e c t v d l l the comprehensive 
programme have on the worl: of the Committee? The comprehensive programme remains 
e s s e n t i a l l y an agenda, no matter how descrihed, of negotiations on arms c o n t r o l 
and disarmament. But the Committee has i t s o\m. agenda, vdiich v / i l l s t i l l guide ova-
work v/hen the second s p e c i a l session i s over, and f o r t h i s reason, i t i s a l l the more 
important to concentrate on the p r a c t i c a l and r e a l i z a b l e when the Committee resmes. 
Statements of broad v i s i o n do have t h e i r place, and indeed i t ±r, a common hope that 
the second s p e c i a l session w i l l provide the v/orld community v/ith that v i s i o n ; but the 
Committee must r i g h t l y deal v/ith the mundane, the p r a c t i c a l , the negotiable. 
N e g o t i a t i o n i s never easy, and requires both a t t e n t i o n to deta,il and compromise — not 
r e a l l y the s t u f f s p e c i a l sessions are made of. 

« 

I n short, v/e cannot look to the s p e c i a l session to solve problems t h i s Committee 
deals v/ith because i t m i l not; and the p r a c t i c a l issues the Committee confronts v / i l l 
s t i l l be present a f t e r the second s p e c i a l session i s h i s t o r y . 

One of these major p r a c t i c a l iiroblems i c v e r i f i c a t i o n . I t has been a theme, i f 
not the major themie, of t h i s session. In aspects of the Committee's v/ork v/here hope i s 
highest, f o r example v/ith respect to chemical v/eapons, the emphasis on v e r i f i c a t i o n 
i s g r e a t e s t . The accomplishments of the CoDimittee on Disarmament throtigh the 
a c t i v i t i e s of the Seismic Experts '.forking Group are e s s e n t i a l l y i n the area of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n . The СТБ Uorking Group v / i l l address the subject of v e r i f i c a t i o n . On the 
other hand, one of the b v i i l t - i n problems i n achieving a mutizally s a t i s f a c t o r y and 
u n i v e r s a l neg?,tive secvu?ity assurance i s that, by i t s very natvnre, such an aostu?ance 
i s u n v e r i f t a b l e ; i t deals, not v/ith arms, but v/ith i n t e n t i o n s . Perhaps the lesson 
of v e r i f i c a t i o n has only r e c e n t l y been learned. Many have asserted that v e r i f i c a t i o n 
adds to confidence, and does not detract from i t . T reaties have been conclvided i n the 
past v/ithout adequate v e r i f i c a t i o n p r o v i s i o n s , and the consequences have underlined 
t h e i r r e s u l t i n g v/eakness. Inherently i m v e r i f i a b l e t r e a t i e s have been concluded, 
such as the Briand K e l l o g Pact, v/hich ou.tlav/ed \/ar. I t i s t h i s h i s t o r i c a l e:q)erience 
v/hich troubles many i n d i s c u s s i n g -proposaJs that cannot be v e r i f i e d . In t h e i r viev/, 
and indeed i n ours, the lav/ i s only the lav/ i f i t i s agreed — and enforced, i n the 
case of i n t e r n a t i O i . a l agreement on arms conbrol and disarmament, through v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

E a r l i e r I noted three p o s i t i v e signs i n the Committee's v/ork. There i c a f o u r t h . 
Tlie Committee has moved beyond discutnsing v e r i f i c a t i o n as an abstract p r i n c i p l e , and 
i s nov/ considering the means of v e r i f i c a t i o n . Views d i f f e r , perhaps not as much as 
before, and s o l u t i o n s ггге i n s i g h t , i f not ;'et w i t h i n gratsp. 

The r e s o l u t i o n of v e r i f i c a t i o n problem.s i s r a r e l y a glamorous business. But i t 
i s alv/ays e c s e n t i a l . The second s p e c i a l session, obviouoly, cannot do t h i s v/ork. 
Ve can and shoxild. 

There are some v/ho, v;hile a^greeing i n p r i n c i p l e to v e r i f i c a t i o n , are concerned 
that i n s i s t e n c e on absolute v e r i f i c a t i o n , or something close to i t , i s a m.eanc to avoid 
progress on other substantive arms c o n t r o l and dicarmament matters. I t i s easy to 
sympathize v/ith t h i s concern. That ÍÍ; v/hy v/e b e l i e v e our aim shovild be to seek adequate 
and mvitually-acceptable v e r i f i c a t i o n measures. We are confident that vjith patience 
and perseverance, t h i s can be done — even i n such tecl-mically demanding f i e l d s as 
chemical v/eapons v e r i f i c a t i o n . In the meantime, no agreement of consequence i s l i k e l y 
to be achieved v/ithout s u i t a b l e v e r i f i c a t i o n p r o v i s i o n s . Let ue therefore proceed 
accordingly. Уе, f o r our p a r t , i n dvie course, v / i l l be p u t t i n g forv/ard fvirther 
suggestions on v e r i f i c a t i o n , p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the area of chemical v/eapons. 
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We have vroríced hard to produce the f i n a l agreement on the contents of the 
s p e c i a l report to the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly. 

Dviring the coiu?se of o\,u? \rork \re have heard the viev;s of some who seel: to 
assign r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r arms c o n t r o l measures exclusiv^ely to the " m i l i t a r i l y 
s i g n i f i c a n t " powers, or to the nuclear-weapon States, by i m p l i c a t i o n perhaps l e a v i n g 
themselves blameless and without r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . But i s t h i s r e a l l y the case? 
Surely, as the United Nations Secretary-General s a i d i n Geneva 10 йз:уэ ago, oiw 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s i n those respects are c o l l e c t i v e . 

The i n t e r n a t i o n a l commxinity, at the second s p e c i a l session on disarmament, 
w i l l , we expect, and r i g h t l y so, vre b e l i e v e , reaffixTn the v a l i d i t y of and the 
nec e s s i t y f o r t h i s Committee — not beca.uce of i t s axcomplicliments but because there 
i s no other choice. The ultimE,te t e s t of t h i s Committee's c r e d i b i l i t y i s i t s a b i l i t y 
to malee progress on s i g n i f i c a n t arms c o n t r o l measures, Miatever the outcome of the 
second s p e c i a l session, the Comjnittee has yet to meet t h i s t e s t . Let us be guided 
accordingly i n our resumed session next J u l y . 

¡"Ir. ONKELINK (Belgium) ( t r a n s l a t e d from French); IL?, Chairman, as ve are coming 
to the end of the Committee's s p r i n g cession, I vrish f i r s t of a l l to address myself 
to you, b\.\t I do not knovr vihether i t vrovild be be t t e r to congratulate you on the 
Viay i n vrhich you have presided over our vrork during yovj? period of chairmanohip, 
or i n s t e a d to express our sjonpaithy vrith -jow f o r lia.ving been obliged to act as 
Chairman i n such d i f f i c v x l t conditions. — duxing zi period vrhen the organ i z a t i o n of the 
Cocmiittee's vrork vrâ s p a r t i c u l a r l y a,rdxvous, despite the greu,t e f f o r t s of 
Ambassa-dor J a i p a l and the s e c r e t a r i a t — a period of procedxiral discvissions and 
complications of which the Committee ought c e r t a i n l y not to be proud, and vrhich' 
vre should thinlc a.bout as regards the .fviture and ouir future sessions. In s p i t e of a l l 
the d i f f i c u l t i e s , hovrever, you have given proof of the gr-eat q u a l i t i e s vre liave seen 
i n you ever since vre ha.ve heA the plea^sure of working vrith yovt, najnely, s k i l l , t a c t , 
the patience that vras c e r t a t n l y needed t h i s time, and your diplomatic f i n e s s e , and I 
thinlc that the Committee v r i l l alvrays ovre you a debt of gratitxide f o r yoixc d i s p l a y 
of these great t a l e n t s vrhich vrere, a l a s , very o f t e n , iind at times harshly, put to the 
t e s t . 

As t h i s s p r i n g session of the Committee on Disarmament dravrs to a c l o s e , vre 
have j u s t adopted OUT report to the General Assemibly at i t s second specia„l session 
devoted to disarmament. I t i s the prospect of t h i s important event that has dominated 
a l l our vrork since the beginning of t h i s ye эх. 

I n t h i s connection, the agreement reached i n the Com.raittee today on the 
establishment of a vrorking group on a nuclear t e s t ban i s a p a r t i c u l a r l y vrelcome 
development. Indeed, vre aro g r a t i f i e d by the success achieved as a r e s u l t of the 
d i f f i c u l t n egotiations on the mandate of t h i s vrorking group, \/e are also 
p a r t i c u l a r l y g r a t e f u l to the delegations most d i r e c t l y involved i n these negotiations 
f o r the s p i r i t of compromise they have shovm. We novr hope that tlie vrorking group 
w i l l be speedi l y set xq} vrhen the Committee resuanes i t s a ^ c t i v i t i e s a f t e r the 
s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . 
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In preparing f o r the second s p e c i a l session, i t was quite normal that the 
Committee should spend most of i t s time on the ela b o r a t i o n of a comprehensive• 
programme of disarmament, as i t was requested to do by the General Assembly. 

It i s not my i n t e n t i o n to dravr any conclusions about the r e s u l t s submitted to \is 
by the Working Group, 

These r e s u l t s are, of course, very embryonic and, i n viev; of the many t e x t s 
on which agreement has not been reached, they may seem somev/hat di s a p p o i n t i n g . 

The report of the Committee on Disaimament i s , however, only one stage i n the 
n e g o t i a t i n g process that V 7 i l l be pursued i n New York. We s i n c e r e l y hope that the 
combined e f f o r t s of delegations v / i l l enable t h i s process to be completed at the 
forthcoming s p e c i a l session. 

We should therefore make the best p o s s i b l e use of' the few p o s i t i v e elements v/e 
now have i n our favovir. 

The f i r s t i s the n e g o t i a t i n g climate. Miat happened i n the informal group l e d by 
the delegation of Palcistan shovred that progress \/as p o s s i b l e . There i s nov/ a 
no t i c e a b l e improvement i n tho chapter r e l a t i n g to measures. I t vrould be r e g r e t t a b l e 
i f these r e s u l t s , however fragmentary they may be, v/ere jeopardized. 

The s t r u c t u r e of the comprehensive programme of disarmament i s also c l e a r e r nov/. 
The measures have been div i d e d i n t o tliree stages and., w i t h i n each one, sets of measures 
have been more coherently defined, p r i m a r i l y i n the f i e l d s of nuclear and conventional 
disarmament. 

I n a d d i t i o n , there seems to be greater understanding of the need, to allov; the 
p a r t i e s to the n e g o t i a t i o n of disarmajnent agreements some degree of f l e x i b i l i t y . Such 
n e g o t i a t i o n s ought not to be hampered by a r b i t r a r y schedules. The various disarmament 
measures co i i l d very v ; e l l , i f necessary, be incorporated i n t o the programme i n 
accordance v;ith the p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r n e g o t i a t i o n . 

I t should not be too d i f f i c u l t to reach agreement on the texts that have been 
prepared on the chapters r e l a t i n g to the ob j e c t i v e s and the p r i n c i p l e s of a 
comprehensive programme of disarmament. E f f o r t s to t h i s end might be based on those 
made vd.th regard to the chapter on p r i o r i t i e s , the only one that has been f u l l y agreed 
on by our delegations. 

There i s als o broad agreement on the chapter r e l a t i n g to machinery. There, too, 
i t should be p o s s i b l e to r e c o n c i l e the texts submitted by d i f f e r e n t groups of 
delegations. 

The n e g o t i a t i o n s to be held i n Nev; York should focus p r i m a r i l y oh the broad 
conceptual issues that have not yet been resolved. 

The main problem i s that of the time-frame f o r the programme. My delegation does 
not see t h i s problem as i n s o l u b l e . Precedents e x i s t , p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the D e c l a r a t i o n 
of the 1960s as the Second Disarmament Decade. Furthermore, although i t seems to 
us i m p r a c t i c a b l e to l a y doi/n, even tenta,tively, a set date f o r the completion of 
each stage, v/e nevertheless b e l i e v e that the conferences f o r the reviev/ of the 
implementation of the programme, and hence of the measures i n each stage, could be 
convened at regulsir i n t e r v a l s . . This p e r i o d i c i t y v/ould i n i t s e l f be an important feature 
of the comprehensive programme of disarmament, as compared vdth the documents 
p r e v i o u s l y adopted by the General Assembly. For the f a c t of States agreeing beforehand 
that t h e i r p o l i c i e s i n the matter of disarmament should be subject to review v/ould be 
a p a r t i c u l a r l y s i g n i f i c a n t innovation. 
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Another important problem, that Ьаз not yet been ГъгИу discussed i s the natiui-e 
of the comprehensive pro£p:amme of disarmam.ent. I-iy delegation i s happy to note that 
the various p o s i t i o n s tha,t ha.ve been eirpressed i n t h i s connection have shovm a d e f i n i t e 
f l e x i b i l i t y and open-mindedness. To what extent the o b l i g a t i o n assumed by States 
as regards the implementation of the comprehensive programme of disarmament should 
be l e g a l l y binding i s undoubtedly a matter f o r n e g o t i a t i o n . There again, hovrever, 
i t seems to me that a. s o l u t i o n acceptable to a l l p a r t i e s could be found. 

C l e a r l y , vihat v/iH require the greatest expenditure of time on the part of ovar 
delegations i n Wev; York i s the n e g o t i a t i o n of the various measures. E f f o r t s to a r r i v e 
at compromise texts are e s s e n t i a l i n more thaxi one respect. In f a c t , on many subjects 
on vrhich d i f f e r i n g vievrs a.re s t i l l being expressed, such compromise texts already 
e x i s t . We ought not, therefore, to r u l e out the p o s s i b i l i t y of using them again i n the 
comprehensive programme. The F i n a l Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, the elements of a comprehensive programme 
of disarmament defined by the United Nations Disarmament Commission and the Decleiration 
concerning the Second Disarmament Deco.de should continue to be u s e f u l sovu:ces of 
i n s p i r a t i o n f o r оггг f u t u r e n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

L a s t l y , i t w i l l i n due course be necessary to revievr the o r g a n i z a t i o n of the 
presentation of the comprehensive programme of disarmament i n order to avoid, so f a r 
as p o s s i b l e , r e p e t i t i o n s l i k e those that " c l u t t e r " the F i n a l Docviment. In a d d i t i o n , 
the question of v e r i f i c a t i o n has not yet r e a l l y been given a proper place i n the 
proposed s t r u c t u r e of a comprehensive prograjmne of disarmament. We ought not to 
h e s i t a t e to give t h i s important issue f u l l treatment and to devote a chapter to the 
subject of v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

I t has not been p o s s i b l e to give the other a c t i v i t i e s vrhich the Committee on 
Disarmament has c a r r i e d out i n working groups the same p r i o r i t y as the comprehensive 
programme of disarmament. Considerable e f f o r t s have nevertheless been devoted to them. 

Progress has undeniably been achieved on vrhat vre novr c a l l " t r a d i t i o n a l " 
r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons questions. The d r a f t t r e a t y i n t h i s connection submitted by the 
Chairman of the Working Group represents, i n our vievr, a" com.promise that shotild o f f e r 
a broadly acceptable b a s i s f o r the completion of the negotiations on t h i s subject. 

The question of the p r o h i b i t i o n of d e l i b e r a t e attacks on nucleax i n s t a l l a t i o n s 
gave r i s e to some p a r t i c u l a r l y i n t e r e s t i n g exchanges of vievrs. Hovrever they shovred 
hovr complex the svibject i s . They also revealed the existence of a number of vridely 
v a r y i n g n e g o t i a t i n g options. I t i s thus c l e a r that these exchanges formed pa r t of an 
as yet very p r e l i m i n a r y stage of the n e g o t i a t i n g process. 

I n vievr of these f a c t s , my delegation has some 6.oiü.)ts about the a d v i s a . b i l i t y of 
a symmetrical approach to these tvro i s s u e s . We ought perhaps, thexrefore," to consider 
the p o s s i b i l i t y of b r i n g i n g the negotiations on the f i r s t of these issues to a r a p i d 
conclusion and agreeing to continue n e g o t i a t i o n s on the second, vrhich i s not s t r i c t l y 
a matter of p r o h i b i t i n g a weapon but rather a question of the r e g u l a t i o n of the conduct 
of h o s t i l i t i e s . I f necessary, we might envisage the conclusion of a p r o t o c o l to be 
annexed to the s o - c a l l e d " t r a d i t i o n a l " t r e a t y , as my colleague fx-om the Federal Republic 
of Germany has suggested. 

With regard to chemical vreapons, I should l i k e to mention i n p a r t i c u l a r the 
p o s i t i v e development represented by the Committee's c o n f e r r a l on the V/orking Groxip of 
a mandate which permits i t to negotiate a convention. The vrork. i t has done at t l i i s 
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sp r i n g session has c e r t a i n l y enabled .the Group to consolidate the r e s u l t s i t achieved 
least year. Me ought to t r y , during the згшпег session to negotiate a l l the questions 
i n v o l v e d more thoroughly and more i n t e n s i v e l y . Ну delegation vjcaild u i s h , i n p a r t i c u l a r , 
to develop i t s c o n t r i b u t i o n on the d e f i n i t i o n of chemical v.-eapons so as 'bo taice i n t o 
accoimt as many as p o s s i b l e of the vie-.r;:. expressed so f a r . 

Me should a l s o l i k e to give more c a r e f u l consideration to the needs as regards 
v e r i f i c a t i o n of a, convention p r o h i b i t i n g chemicc.l weapons. In t h i s connection, Belgium 
viishes to s t r e s s the great importance i t attcvcheo to the proposal submittec. by 
A u s t r a l i a , the United States and the United Kingdorà concerning the study of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n p o s s i b i l i t i e s of the "recover" t;rpe. This Quiestion formed the subject 
of document CD/271 which was r e c e n t l y put before the Committee. 

Belgiimi also hopes that a f t e r the di s c u s s i o n s . t h a t have been held on the 
subject of the prevention of an arm.s race i n outer space, i t w i l l be p o s s i b l e , at the 
second p a r t of the Committee's 1982 session, to adopt procedural decisions that w i l l 
permit t h i s important question to be dea,lt v i t h . more s y s t e m a t i c a l l y . 

The r e s u l t s of more than three years of work by the Committee on Disarmament are 
extremely l i m i t e d . True, i n recent m.onths we have made some progress i n so f a r a.s 
o r r лтогк ha.s focused more on the topics under n e g o t i a t i o n and has been l e s s hampered 
by t h e o r e t i c a l or procedural d i s c u s s i o n s . 

Nevertheless, the s p i r i t of n e g o t i a t i o n seems to have been l a c k i n g . In too ma.nj'-
areas, delegations have done no more than restaite t h e i r p o s i t i o n s , without malcing any 
e f f o r t to seek compromrses. A l l too often, a l s o , i n t e r i m s o l u t i o n s have been r e j e c t e d 
on the grounds that they wovild mereljr make i t impossible to seek proper s o l u t i o n s . 

Such a t t i t u d e s , which have been evident i n p a r t i c u l a r , f o r example, i n the matters 
of s e c u r i t y assurances and r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, seem to m.e hardly compatible w i t h 
the requirements of the disarmajnent хэгосезз, where what i s needed e s s e n t i a l l y i s a 
p a t i e n t search f o r small areas of progress which i . d l l graidually make i t p o s s i b l e to 
achieve more and more ajnbitious goa-ls. 

I should l i k e noi/ to maJce a comment of a general nature: my delegation has 
noted that,. throughout i t s d i s c u s s i o n s , the Comjnittee on Disarmament has etta.ched 
oven-ihelming importance to miclear disarmament, I understand мЪу the i n t e m a t i o n a d 
community .regards t h i s as a matter of p r i o r i t y , bvit I venture to submit f o r your 
c o n s i d e r a t i o n and r e f l e c t i o n that i t i s vjiirs -..'aged with conventional weapons that 
are s t i l l d a i l y causing v i c t i m s and that have decimated e n t i r e populations i n recent 
decades. I t seems to me that the Committee pa^ys too l i t t l e a t t e n t i o n to conventional 
disa.rmament, and that i t ought to correct t h i s imbalance, vihile keeping thing's i n 
proper p e r s p e c t i v e . 

Tlie l i m i t e d r e s t i l t s achieved by the Coimnittee on Disarmament are also and perhaps 
e s p e c i a l l y a r e f l e c t i o n of the s i t u a t i o n s of tension i n the world to which reference 
ha-s been таЛе at the beginning and at the end of the current session. Belgiiim hopes 
that the s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament w i l l o f f e r 
States an opportunity to gain greater awareness of the impact t h e i r conduct can have 
i n the sphere of disarmajnent n e g o t i a t i o n s . I t hopes that the s p e c i a l session w i l l 
succeed i n g i v i n g f r e s h impetus to the work of the Coimnittee on Disarmament, so that 
the Committee can more e f f e c t i v e l y carry out the important task entrusted to i t . 
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I-Ir. FIELDS (United States of Aaerica) ; Иг. Chairman, i t i s with great pleasure, 
f r a n k l y more than I had a n t i c i p a t e d yesterday, that I take the f l o o r i n the c l o s i n g 
moments of our meeting. Under your chairmanship, we have c l e a r l y made considerable 
progress. We OWJ you a debt of great g r a t i t u d e , f o r уоггг even but f i r m hand, and 
your wise, k i n d counsel. I t i s i n no small measure due to your able guidance i n 
A p r i l that we can now look forviard to the prospect of moving ahead on important 
issues when we return t h i s summer. I would also l i k e to talce t h i s occasion to pay 
t r i b u t e to the d i s t i n g u i s h e d service rendered by the chairmen of the working groups, 
Ambassador Ahmad of Palcistan, Ambassador i/egener of the Federal Republic of Germany, 
Ambassador Garcia Robles of Ilexico and Ambassador Sujka of Poland. Each of these 
capable and distinguished gentlemen has guided h i s Group with wdsdom, i n t e l l i g e n c e 
and energy. 

On one p a r t i c u l a r l y important issue, an i s s u e on v/hich many delegations and 
more p a r t i c u l a r l y you y o u r s e l f , I l r . Chairman, your predecessor, Ambassador A l e s s i 
and Ambassador J a i p a l have expended great and s k i l f u l e f f o r t s , i t appeared u n t i l 
j u s t hours ago that progress \7ould not prove p o s s i b l e . Being one v;ho never gives 
up, I have been cai'rying t\;o sets of closing- remarks around i n ny pocket, Iiy 
hopes, indeed my cherished hopes Imve been rea.lized and I am delighted to be d e l i v e r i n g 
today the happier version, indeed the one wl-rLch I had f e r v e n t l y hoped I v/ould be 
making to t h i s f i n a l plenary meeting of our spring session. 

In previous yea,rs the united States has been i m v r i l l i n g to agree to the 
establishment of a vrorking grovip on a comprehensive t e s t ban. We have openlj'' and 
candidly expressed our p o s i t i o n . Again t l i i s year, at tho outset of t h i s meeting, 
we f r a n k l y stated our most serious i-eservations. But vre f u l l y understood the 
importance which most other delegations attached to the CTB i s s u e . We l i s t e n e d 
to appeals that we should not stand i n the vray of the Comjnittee's proceeding to 
deal vrith i t s agenda item 1, and we u l t i m a t e l y r e f i n e d our p o s i t i o n i n a manner which 
would enable us to j o i n a consensus. On 11 I-Iarch vre indicated OUT w i l l i n g n e s s to 
agree to the establisliment of a working group which would acldress the fundamentally 
important areas of v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance. Consensus on that b a s i s has novr 
been achieved, 

I do not thiiu-: i t necessary to elaborate upon my personal pleastire, which I am 
sure i s obvious, I would, hovrever, l i k e to pledge my Goverment's commitment to 
steady progress i n the newly-established worki'ng group on a CTB. Having come so f a r 
toward e s t a b l i s h i n g a working group on a CTB, missing the opportunity vrould have 
been p a r t i c u l a r l y unfortunate. But vre have chosen the course of accommodation and 
co-operation rather than c o n f r o n t a t i o n . This outcome i s p a r t i c u l a r l y fortunate, f o r 
the b l o c k i n g of a consensus on the CTB issue and the open threat of an overheated 
atmosphere at the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament, at t h i s e s p e c i a l l y c r i t i c a l junct-ore f o r the Committee, could only 
have had most serious adverse e f f e c t s upon o u r a b i l i t y to come to g r i p s virith the 
important questions vrhich w i l l confront us i n Hew York. 

Hovrever, I do not vrant to leave tlie inp-ression that the last-minute success 
on the nuclear test-ban agenda item, i s the only matter on vrhich there has been 
important progress at t h i s session. Wo have moved forward on other issues. Our 
progress has been'dependent upon a v r i l l i n g n e s s , displayed by a l l , to compromise. 
It i s that s p i r i t vrhich vre hope w i l l p r e v a i l at the second s p e c i a l session, and 
t h e r e a f t e r upon our r e t u r n to Geneva to continue the important vrork of our 1982 session. 
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Our agenda over the coming months i s a f u l l one and i t deserves our v e r y h e s t 
e f f o r t s . Our work i n t h i s Committee cannot he d e a l t w i t h i n the a b s t r a c t , but 
has to'be c o n s i d e r e d i n the c o n t e x t o f ' t h e e x i s t i n g i n t e r n a t i o n a l p o l i t i c a l 
s i t u a t i o n . But a t the same time we b e l i e v e t h a t the p o s s i b i l i t y of p o s i t i v e 
developments on the i n t e r n a t i o n a l scene as a r e s u l t of p r o g r e s s i n our Committee's 
work cannot be o v e r l o o k e d . To t h i s end we remain o p t i m i s t i c , 

>Ir, Chairman, i t i s w i t h c o n s i d e r a b l e j o y t h a t I can now d i s c a r d the o t h e r 
v e r s i o n of my speech. 

Again, S i r , my deepest thanlcs to you. 

F i x . VBJVOBA- ( C z e c h o s l o v a l c i a ) : the f i r s t p a r t of the 1962 s e s s i o n of the 
Committee on Disarmament was marked by a com.plicated i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n , which 
was the re'sult of i n c r e a s e d e f f o r t s on the p a r t of the opponents of peace, detente 
and disarmament to engage the world i n a c t u a l i t a t i v e l y new rotmd of the arms race , 
e s p e c i a l l y i n the f i e l d of n u c l e a r armaments. Long-tena p l a n s f o r the m c d e r n i z a t i o n 
of s t r a t e g i c n u c l e a r f o r c e s d e c l a r e d by the U n i t e d S t a t e s a d m i n i s t r a t i o n and ne\; 
a g g r e s s i v e m i l i t a r y d o c t r i n e s advanced by i t r e p r e s e n t a d i r e c t t h r e a t to 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y and s e r i o u s l y uàiderriine the p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r the 
achievement of r e a l p r o g r e s s i n the f i e l d of disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

The s o c i a l i s t c o i m t r i e s c o n t i n u e d to advance nevi p r o p o s a l s aimed a t the 
r e a c t i v a t i o n of disariaar.aent n e g o t i a t i o n s . They r e a f f i r m e d t h e i r r e a d i n e s s to 
n e g o t i a t e on any qiaestion on the b a s i s of e q u a l i t y and e q u a l s e c u r i t y . They went 
even f u r t h e r and cam.e out wi t h important - u n i l a t e r a l i n i t i a t i v e s . i'imong these, the 
i n i t i a t i v e of the USSii. advanced by P r e s i d e n t L. Brezhnev on l 6 Ilarch of t h i s year, 
i n s t i t u t i n g a u n i l a t e r a l moratorium on the deployment of medium-range n u c l e a r anaaiiients 
i n the European p a r t of the USOIL, met w i t l i keen i n t e r e s t and a.ppreciation among a l l 
p e a c e - l o v i n g f o r c e s . 

The s o c i a l i s t c o i m t r i e s attached p a r t i c u l a r importance to the 1902 s p r i n g 
s e s s i o n o f the Comaittee i n vie',; of the forthcoming second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of the 
U n i t e d N a t i o n s Genera.,1 ' Assem.bly devoted to disarmament. The d e l e g a t i o n s of the 
s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s d i d t h e i r -atmost to enable the Committee to n e g o t i a t e c o n c r e t e 
r e s u l t s wliich c o u l d be p r e s e n t e d to the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . 

R e g r e t t a b l y , g i v e n the a,pprcach of some v;estern delega.tions to b a s i c problems 
of n u c l e a r disarmament and other important items of i t s agenda, the Comiaittee Tías 
not i n a p o s i t i o n to achieve c o n c r e t e r e s u l t s . 

I t i s Ъу no means incidenta.1 t h a t the v i t a l l y important q u e s t i o n of the 
c e s s a t i o n of the n u c l e a r arms race end nucle¿ir aisarmaiaent was regarded as of the 
h i g h e s t p r i o r i t : / by most c i e l e g a t i o n c . The c o n t i n u i n g arms race lônloubtedly 
r e p r e s e n t s the ;,iain t h r e a t to I n t e r n a t i o n a , ! pea,ce and^ s e c o r l t y . The s o c i a . l i s t 
c o i m t r i e s r e p r e s e n t e d i n the Coi:m:ittee have alv/ays supported the c r e a t i o n ox an 
a p p r o p r i a t e v/orking group to conduct ne^^.otiatigns on t h i s q u e s t i o n . In a d d i t i o n 
to the documents submitted to t J i i s e f f e c t by the s o c i a l i s t covmtries i n p r e v i o u s 
y e a r s , the d e l e g a t i o n of the Geiman Democratic R e p u b l i c submitted, d u r i n g the f i r s t 
p a r t of the 190 2 s e s s i o n , document CD/259 r e f l e c t i n g the viev/s of the s o c i a , l i s t 
c o i m t r i e s c o n c e r n i n g tiie draJ't mandate f o r an аЛ lioc v/ox"king group on t l i i s q u e s t i o n , 
v/hicii v/as v/elcomed by many members of tlie Group of 21. hov/ever, tiio United S t a t e s 
and United iiincdoni d e l e g a t i o n s continued to b l o c k consensus on tiie s e t t i n g up of 
sucli a v/oiking group. 
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In connection v/ith the problem of nuclear disarmament, the s o c i a l i s t 
countries stressed the ne c e s s i t y of preventing a nuclear catastrophe and drev/ 
the a t t e n t i o n of delegations to the relevant d e c l a r a t i o n adopted by the 
United Nations General Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - s i x t h session, • The p o s i t i v e e f f e c t s 
which would be brought about by an undertaking by a l l nuclear-v/eapon States not 
to be the f i r s t to use nuclear v/eapons vrere also imderlined. 

Together with many other States, the s o c i a l i s t countries v i g o r o u s l y condemned 
the f u l l - s c a l e production of neutron vreapons c a r r i e d out by the United State;^. 
The delegations of the s o c i a l i s t countries reminded the members of the Committee 
that already i n 1970 the d r a f t of a convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the production, 
s t o c k p i l i n g , deployment and use of neutron vreapons was put before the Committee by 
the s o c i a l i s t c o i u i t r i e s i n docvment ССБ/559, ITeither t h i s i n i t i a t i v e nor the proposal 
of the s o c i a l i s t c o i m t r i e s f o r the iu?gent establishment of an ad hoc vrorking group 
f o r the preparation of such a convention, put forv/ard i n 1901 i n docvment еР/219, 
met;with a consensus ovring to the negative a t t i t u d e of the vrestern Powers. The 
s o c i a l i s t countries regret t h i s development since the production of neutron vreapons 
s u b s t a n t i a l l y lowers the threshold of nuclear vrar and represents an important step 
towards p u t t i n g i n t o p r a c t i c e the doctrine of a "Limited nuclear vrar", vrhile the 
eventual deployment of such v/eapons i n Europe vrould create a highly'- dangerous s i t v i a -
t i o n on t h i s continent* 

The group of s o c i a l i s t covmtries attaches s p e c i a l importance to the complete 
and general p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear-v/eapon t e s t s . They have alv/ays considered that 
the Committee on Lisarinament, v/ith a l l nuclear-weapon States represented i n i t , 
shoviLd l i v e up to i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s as the si n g l e m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g forvm 
and s t a r t n e gotiations on t h i s question. Together v/ith the Group of 21, the group 
of s o c i a l i s t covmtries therefore proposed, the c r e a t i o n of an ad hoc v/orking group 
to t h i s e f f e c t . Regrettably, a l o t of та,1иаЬ1е time, which could be dedicated 
to business — ' . l i k e n egotiations i n the vrerking group, has been l o s t due to the 
opposition of tv/o nuclear-v/eapon States to the c r e a t i o n of such a v/orking group, 
Ihe s o c i a l i s t countries have also expressed t h e i r vievrs concerning i t s p o s s i b l e 
terms of reference i n docvment CD/259 mentioned above. 

The s o c i a l i s t countries a l s o studied c a r e f u l l y a l l other proposals concerning 
the mandate of such a v/orking group. They al s o took an ac t i v e part i n the 
d e l i b e r a t i o n s on a po s s i b l e compromise formulation i n t h i s regard. Their aim was 
to achieve an agreement on such a .mandate v/hich v/ould allov/ the future v/orking 
group to address a l l basic aspects of the general and complete p r o h i b i t i o n of 
nuclear-vreapon t e s t s and to negotiate a t r e a t y on t h i s problem Since i t appeared 
that, f o r the time being, consensus could not be reached on such a "comprehensive" 
mandate, the s o c i a l i s t coi;ntries, considering: the achievement of the nu c l e a r - t e s t 
ban a qvjestion of highest p r i o r i t y , agreed to the establisloment of the v/orking 
group with a compromise formulation of i t s mandate. They proceed from the 
vmderstanding that any delegation nay r a i s e i n the v/orking group a,ny questions 
r e l a t e d to the general and complete p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear-v/eapon t e s t s and the 
di s c u s s i o n of v e r i f i c a t i o n questions shovfLd not stand i n the way of the el a b o r a t i o n 
of the agreement i n a l l i t s aspects. The s o c i a l i s t countries also b e l i e v e that 
progress achieved i n the v/orking group v / i l l a l s o be duly r e f l e c t e d i n the futirre 
throvigh adequate adjustment of i t s mandate. 

The delegations of the s o c i a l i s t covmtries a l s o hope that the vrorking group 
on the n u c l e a r - t e s t ban v r i l l not vrind up i n abstract discussions on the question 
of v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance without any connection to the nuclear-vreapon test-ban 
i t s e l f . In t h i s regard they expressed t h e i r concern over the o v e r - a l l s h i f t i n the 
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p o s i t i o n of the United States towards the problem of a nuclear-weapon test-ban 
expressed i n the statement by Mr. Rostov; to the Coimnittee on 9 February when he 
informed the Committee that, i n the view of the United States delegation, 
n e g o t i a t i o n on a nuclear t e s t ban "may not be p r o p i t i o u s at the time". . The 
s o c i a l i s t countries a l s o consider i n c o n s i s t e n t the United States approach to a 
nuclear t e s t ban whereby.it l i n l i s progress on .this-_ subject to reductions i n nuclear 
armaments while opposing the caimencement of negotiations i n t h i s respect. 

•fhe delegations of s o c i a l i s t c oimtries continue to believe that the resmnption 
and s u c c e s s f u l conclusion of the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations would be of s p e c i a l 
s i g n i f i c a n c e and would create the p o s s i b i l i t y f o r a f i i t u r e nuclear test ban to enter i n t o 
force p r o v i s i o n a l l y before the t\;o remaining nuclear-weapon Powers joined i t . 

The delegations of s o c i a l i s t countries continued to work a c t i v e l y i n the 
Working Group on Chemical Weapons. They vrelcomed the i n i t i a t i o n of a new phase 
i n i t s d e l i b e r a t i o n s marked by the adoption of a new mandate a l l o w i n g i t to work 
on the text of the future convention, \ihich they favoured already during the e a r l i e r 
stages of negotiations on t h i s question. During the f i r s t p a r t of the Committee's 
1982 session, a very u s e f u l exchange of views was c a r r i e d out which c l e a r l y showed 
the areas of mutual understanding on a number of substantive"'aspects of thé future 
convention. 

The group of s o c i a l i s t countries continues to maintain that the future 
convention w i l l be e f f e c t i v e only i f i t talces i n t o account a l l recent developments 
i n the f i e l d of chemical weapons. In t h i s respect they f u l l y shared the view 
expressed by the oven;helming m a j o r i t y of delegations to the e f f e c t that the future 
convention should also exclude any p o s s i b i l i t y of the production of binary weapons. 
The delegations of the s o c i a l i s t countries expressed t h e i r views on t h i s question 
i n document CD/258, i n which they drew the a t t e n t i o n of delegations to United Ilations 
General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 36/96 В which c a l l s upon a l l States "to r e f r a i n from any 
a c t i o n which could impede negotiations on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical v;eapons and 
s p e c i f i c a l l y to r e f r a i n from production and deployment of binary and other new types 
of chemical weapons, as v e i l as from s t a t i o n i n g chemical \;еаропз i n those States 
where there are no ouch weapons at present". 

The s o c i a l i s t c o i m t r i e s draw the a t t e n t i o n of delegations to the d r a f t of a 
p r o v i s i o n f o r the chemical v;ea.pons convention proposed by the Soviet delegation on 
the non-stationing d i r o c t l j ^ or i n d i r e c t l y of chemical weapons on the t e r r i t o r i e s of 
other States during the period of implementation of commitments on t h e i r d e s t r u c t i o n 
or t r a n s f e r f o r non-hostile purposes. 

The question of the p r o h i b i t i o n of new types and new systems of weapons of mass 
d e s t r u c t i o n remains a problem of primary importance and should, i n tho viev; of the 
s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , be given due a t t e n t i o n i n the v;ork of the Committee. They 
consider that the time i s r i p e to set up an ad hoc working group of experts, which 
could s e r i o u s l y address t l i i s matter. The ¿,roup of s o c i a l i s t countries also considers 
that the Committee could be h e l p f u l i n g i v i n g consideration to appropriate 
formulations by which a l l State&,.and e s p e c i a l l y the permanent members of the 
S e c u r i t y Council and other m i l i t a r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t States, would malee solemn 
d e c l a r a t i o n s , i d e n t i c a l i n substance, condemning any future e f f o r t s to develop, 
manufacture and deploy new torpes of \;еаропе of mass d e s t r u c t i o n and nev-; systems of 
such weapons i n accordance with United Wations General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 36/89. 

http://whereby.it
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The group of s o c i a l i s t countries appeals to a l l memhers of the Committee which 
are i n a p o s i t i o n to do so to send t h e i r experts to the informal meetings which were 
proposed by the Hungarian delegation i n doci.mient CD/261 f o r the second part of the 
1982 session. 

The n e c e s s i t y of the prevention of an arms race i n outer space has now 
become a question of high virgericy. Tlie s o c i a l i s t covmtries express s a t i s f a c t i o n 
at the f a c t that the consideration of t h i s problem has been i n s c r i b e d on the agenda 
of the Committee on Disarmament. They maintain that, i n accordance with 
United Nations General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n З6/99 the Committee should s t a r t ' 
n egotiations on a t r e a t y on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the s t a t i o n i n g of weapons of any 
kind i n outer space. The most e f f e c t i v e approach to the f u l f i l m e n t of t h i s task 
would be the c r e a t i o n , at the second part of the 1982 session, of an appropriate 
ad hoc worlcing group. The views of the s o c i a l i s t countries concerning the terms of 
reference of such a group were r e f l e c t e d i n document CD/272 submitted by the delega­
t i o n of Mongolia. 

The s o c i a l i s t countries attached due importance to the e l a b o r a t i o n of a 
comprehensive programme of disaimament i n vievr of the forthcoming second spe'oial 
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. They took an a c t i v e part 
i n an e f f o r t to evolve mutually acceptable formulations, which would nevertheless 
make i t p o s s i b l e to s t r e s s the necessity to s t a r t e a r l y negotiations on a l l urgent 
problems of disarmament, i n the f i r s t place i n the f i e l d of nuclear disarmament, 
and on the prevention of the danger of nuclear war. U i t h t h i s objective i h mind 
the s o c i a l i s t countries submitted a comprehensive working paper on the CED i n 
document CD/245. 

Regrettably, during the d e l i b e r a t i o n s i n the V/orking Group on v i t a l questions, 
no common formulation could be agreed ггроп. The f a c t that even the i n c l u s i o n of 
the achievement of a n u c l e a r - t e s t ban i n the f i r s t stage of the programme i s 
questioned i s a source of serious concern. llovíever, the s o c i a l i s t covmtries w i l l 
continue to exert a l l e f f o r t s so that the General Assembly can adopt a programme 
vrhich w i l l give a nevr impetus to disarmament negotiations and a s s i s t towards the 
commencement, i n the shortest p o s s i b l e time, of negotiations on a l l p r i o r i t y 
questions of disarmament. 

V/ith respect to the question of the p r o h i b i t i o n of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, 
the s o c i a l i s t c o i m t r i e s note w i t h regret that f u r t h e r progress has hot been achieved 
i n t h i s matter. 

V/hile recognizing the importance of the p r o h i b i t i o n of attacks on c i v i l i a n 
n u c l e a r . , f a c i l i t i e s , the . s o c i a l i s t . covmtries are of the opinion that the d e l i b e r a ­
tions on t h i s subject which have talcen place up to now and the complexity of the 
issues involved demonstrate that t h i s question cannot be solved víithin the 
framework of a r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons t r e a t y . 

A complicated s i t v i a t i o n has developed i n the Ad Hoc V/orking' Group on the 
strengthening of the secvority gviarantees of the non-nuclear vjeapon States. The 
s o c i a l i s t countries continue to maintain that the most e f f e c t i v e way of meeting 
the l e g i t i m a t e s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s of non-nuclear-weapon States i n t h i s respect 
would be the preparation and conclusion of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l convention on t h i s 
subject. The i n i t i a t i o n of concrete negotiations i n t h i s regard wovild, i n the 
present circvmistances, represent a p o s i t i v e step forward. 
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Document CD/256, submitted by the d e l e g a t i o n s 01 the German Democratic l l e p u b l i c 
and Hungary, r e f l e c t s t h e b a s i c v i e u of t h e s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s t h a t the e l a b o r a t i o n 
of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l agreement on the n o n - s t a t i o n i n g of n u c l e a r ueapons on tho 
t e r r i t o r i e s of S t a t e s wJiere t h e r e arc no such ueapons a t ijresent would,, i n t e r a l i a , 
a s s i s t the s t r e n g t h e n i n g of the s e c u r i t y of the non-nuclear-v/eapon S t a t e s . F o r 
t h i s r e a s o n the c r e a t i o n of an ad hoc worhing group on t h i s s u b j e c t has been 
proposed. 

The group of s o c i a l i s t c o u j i t r i e s continued to pay due a t t e n t i o n to the q u e s t i o n 
of the o r g a n i z a t i o n of the vrork of the Coraaittce. 

I t put foi-vrard i t s s p e c i f i c views and p r o p o s a l s to t l i i s e f f e c t , m a i n l y 
c o n c e r n i n g the pr o c e s s 01 t h e s e t t i n g up of and a c t i v i t i e s of s u b s i d i a r y b o d i e s , 
c o n t a i n e d i n document CD/241, Tho s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s a l s o c o n s i d e r that the 
e f f e c t i v e n e s s of the Cor.utLittee ' s perfon.aaaices should be i n c r e a s e d and whi l e 
advancing t h e i r p r o p o s a l s i n t h i s r e s p e c t thoy took note o f a l l the r e l e v a n t 
s u g g e s t i o n s by other S t a t e s . They expressed the view t h a t the p r e s e n t composition 
of the Committee meets tlie requirements f o r a l i m i t e d m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g ' body. 
Hence, i t would be h i g h l y premature to proceed t o f u r t h e r a l t e r a t i o n s i n i t s p r e s e n t 
membership. 

In s p i t e o f many d i f f i c u l t i e s and. the slow p r o g r e s s of the n e g o t i a t i o n s of the 
Committee on Disarmament, the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s d e c l a r e t h e i r r e a d i n e s s t o 
c o n t r i b u t e a c t i v e l y to i t s f u r t l i e i ' v/ork so tlia.t the Coniinittee may e v e n t u a l l y 
a c h i e v e c o n c r e t e and t a n g i b l e .resuTts. In t h i s c o n n e c t i o n they fa.vovir the 
resumption of t h e second p a r t o f the I902 s e s s i o n as e a r l y as p o s s i b l e a f t e r the 
second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n 01 the General Assembly devoted to uisarinam.ent. 

Since I have the f l o o r , l e t me add so n e t h i n g v/liich u s u a l l y talces p l a c e a t the 
very end of meetings. I presu'iic t h a t v/e s h a l l be v e r y t i r e d and any p r o l o n g a t i o n 
of our d e l i b e r a t i o n s thon v r i l l be unvrclcome, l.liat I ain go.ing to say, I c e r t a i n l y 
do n ot vrant t o be unvrelcoroed by the CoLiraittee and t h a t i s , t h a t I vrant, on b e h a l f 
of the s o c i a l i s t group, to c o n g r a t u l a t e you, Иг. Cîiairraan, f o r the mannei" i n which 
you performed your d u t i e s as Ciiairman f o r the c l o s i n g month of our s p r i n g s e s s i o n . 
I should d e f i n i t e l y add t h a t I could say much mox'o, but a,llow me to oxpi'ess b r i e f l y 
our admira^tion and thar l r s . MQ a l s o owe our thanlcs to the chairmen of the vrorking 
group-s, Anbassadorc Sujka., G a r c i a Robles, \/egenei- and Ahmad. I a.lso vrant, on 
b e h a l f of our group, to express tliaiilcs t o the s e c r e t a r i a t of our Conmittee, i n the 
f i r s t p l a c e , the S p e c i a l i l e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f the Seci-etary-General and then, to a l l 
those vrho h e l p e d us i n ovir d e l i b e r a t i o n ^ . , s t a r t i n g vritli the members of the 
s e c r e t a r i a t , a d m i n i s t r a t o r r i , i n t e r p r e t e r s , t r a n s l a t o r s and a l l the United Ilations 
p r o f e s s i o n a l s e i t h e r from How York or from Geneva, vrho performed sucli valua.ble 
.services f o r our Coriimittee. 

Иг. ISSRilELYidT (union of S o v i e t S o c i a l i s t R e p u b l i c s ) ( t r a n s l a t e d from R u s s i a n ) ; 
Taking the f l o o r a t a fo r m a l meeting f o r tlie f i r s t time i n the month of A p r i l , 
the S o v i e t d e l e g a t i o n vrould l i k e f i r . ^ t o f a . l l to welcome you as t h i s month's 
Chairman of the Coirmittee, to express our . - j a t i s f a c t i o n vrith and a p p r e c i a t i o n of your 
guidance of the Coirjnittee ' s vrork, anid a l s o to vrish you success i n p e r f o r m i n g the 
d u t i e s o f Chairman of the Co.naiiittce on Disarr.iament d u r i n g the next fevr months. Mo 

are aware t h a t you are f a c e d vrith tiie r e s p o n s i b l e ta.ok of p r e s e n t i n g tlie r e p o r t of 
the Committee on Disarmaraent to tlie second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament. I sliould l i k e , i l r . Chairman, t o express p a r t i c u l a r 
s a t i s f a c t i o n a t tlie f a c t t i i a t i t i s under your-" cliairmansiiip t l i a t the Coranittee lias 
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succeeded i n adopting a d e c i s i o n on the estatlisliment of a working group on the 
question of a nuclear t e s t han. The Soviet delegation considers t h i s a token 
of our sympathy and respect f o r the Japanese people who were the f i r s t victims of the 
use of atomic vreapons i n 1945« I t i s to he hoped that the negotiations i n the 
dommittee hegun under the chairmanship of the representative of Japan w i l l r e s u l t i n 
the e a r l y conclusion of an agreement on a general and complete han on nuclear 
weapon t e s t s Ъу a l l States and i n a l l environments. 

The Soviet delegation has taken the f l o o r i n order to give i t s a p p r a i s a l of the 
r e s u l t s of the f i r s t p art of the current session of the Committee, on Disarmament. 
Vo do not propose to d w e l l on separate items of the agenda, since t h i s has j u s t 
heen done virith great mastery on behalf of the Soviet delegation, among others, hy 
AiBhassador Vejvoda of Czechoslovalcia. 

Throughout tlie ses tements by the delegations of most, i f not a l l , of 
the States represented on the Comjnittee expressed serious concern at the grovring 
threat of nuclear vrar, the absence of progress i n disarmament negotiations and the 
dangerous development of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n as a v/hole. Wo share that 
concern, which r e f l e c t s the profound alarm of the whole i n t e r n a t i o i m l community at 
the growing danger of vrar i n v o l v i n g the use of nuclear vreapons and the new s p i r a l i n 
the arms race. To say that the present i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n i s complex and 
c r i t i c a l i s perhaps not enough. In f a c t i t i s one vrhich i n s p i r e s the profoundest 
anxiety as to the f a t e of the vrorld and of mankind as a whole. As vras r e c e n t l y 
observed i n a magazine a r t i c l e , the d i f f e r e n c o between past vrars and the threatened 
g l o b a l thermonuclear war i s that past virars have marked the end of h i s t o r i c a l eras 
but a future war v r i l l mark the end of the e n t i r e hvmian era. 

To us the r e c o g n i t i o n of such a danger i s not a cause f o r dismay and pessimism 
but a powerful stimulus tovrards f r e s h e f f o r t s and d e c i s i o n s f o r the prevention of 
nuclear war and the curbing of the arms race. In that connection, we should l i k e to 
emphasize once more the importance of the D e c l a r a t i o n on the Preventicn_of Nuclear 
Catastrophe adopted by the United Nations as a major landmark on the path tovrards 
the e l i m i n a t i o n of threat of nuclear c o n f l i c t . 

We are often t o l d that vre have an ideology of our own. 

Yes, we do have an ideology, and vre b e l i e v e i n our i d e a l s . 

The cornerstone of сил? ideology and our p o l i c y are peace, disarmament and 
co-operation betv-reen peoples. In embarking vipon the construction of a new society, 
the Soviet Union has always proceeded from the b e l i e f that, as V.I. Lenin, the 
founder of our State, s a i d , peace w i l l "advance matters an i n f i n i t e number of times 
b e t t e r than war". S i x t y years ago the Soviet delegation at the Степоа Conference 
spoke of i t s i n t e n t i o n to "propose a general reduction of aimaments and to support 
a l l proposals designed to l i g h t e n the burden of m i l i t a r i s m " . E x a c t l y 50 years 
ago, .'for the f i r s t time i n the h i s t o r y of manlcind, the Soviet Union put forvrard 
a concrete programme of general and complete disarmament. That i s a matter of 
h i s t o r y . This year, too, the Soviet State's p o l i t i c a l w i l l f o r peace and 
disarmament has repeatedly found expression, i n t e r a l i a , at the session of t h i s 
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Committee. In h i s statement on 16 liarch of t h i s year, L.I. Brezhnev, 
General Secretary of the C-^ntral Committee of the Comjn-unist Partjr of the 
Soviet Union and Chairman of the Presidiifir. of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, again 
confirmed proposals f o r a tu-o-thirds reduction of miedium-range and t a c t i c a l nuclear 
arsenals stationed i n Europe and intended f o r Europe. The Goviot leadership 
u n i l a t e r a l l y decided to introduce a moi-atorium on the deployment of mediimi-range 
nuclear weapons i n the European part of the Soviet Union. A number of other 
proposals were al s o advanced. 

On the eve of the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly on disarmament, 
the Soviet Union and other s o c i a l i s t countries have repeatedly reaffirmed t h e i r 
determination to contribute to\/ards the success of the preparation and holding of 
the session. And those are not mere words. There i s not one s p e c i f i c disarmament 
issue e i t h e r here, on our Committee's agenda, or i n the whole spectrimi of problems 
r e l a t i n g to the l i m i t a t i o n of the arms race, f o r the s o l u t i o n of which tlie USSR and 
i t s a l l i e s could not come foin-iard with a c o n s t r u c t i v e programme. 

Delegations i n the Committee are f a m i l i a r w i t h the Soviet f o r e i g n p o l i c y 
i n i t i a t i v e s expounded i n docimients of the 26th Congress of the Communist Party of 
the Soviet Union and i n a number of subseqiient documents of the Soviet State. 

During the period between the two s p e c i a l sessions of the General Assembly on 
disarmament, our country has r e s o l u t e l y and repeatedly expressed i t s e l f i n favour 
of the i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n of the work of a l l i n t e r n a t i o n a l forums i n which ne g o t i a t i o n s 
on arms l i m i t a t i o n matters are being or should be conducted, and, i n p a r t i c u l a r , 
that of the Geneva Committee on Disarmament. V/e have reaffirmed our i n t e r e s t i n 
the resumption of a l l those negotiations which were r e c e n t l y suspended and our 
readiness- to contribute to t h e i r s u c cessful conclusion. T i l l s f u l l y a p p l i e s to 
n e g o t i a t i o n s on a empiète and general nuclear t e s t ban, on -fcho p r o h i b i t i o n and 
d e s t r u c t i o n of chemical weapons, on the l i m i t a t i o n of sales and d e l i v e r i e s - of 
conventional weapons, on the l i m i t a t i o n and subsequent reduction of m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t i e s 
i n the Indian Ocean and on a number of other i s s u e s . V/e are i n favour of an e a r l y 
s t a r t to n e g o t i a t i o n s on such issues as tlie c e s s a t i o n of the manufacture of nuclear 
weapons and the d e s t r u c t i o n of s t o c k p i l e s of such weapons, the p r o h i b i t i o n of neutron 
weapons and the non-stationing of nuclear weapons on the t e r r i t o r i e s of States where 
there are none at present. 

Here, i n the Committee, the delegations of the s o c i a l i s t c o i m t r i e s have made 
e f f o r t s to achieve progress i n reaching p r a c t i c a l agreements on the p r o h i b i t i o n of 
r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, the renunciation of the development of new types and systems 
of weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n and the strengthening- of s e c u r i t y assurances f o r non-
nuclear-weapon States. 

The Soviet delegation notes x/ith s a t i s f a c t i o n that extensive and u s e f u l vrork has 
been done i n the Committee on the e l a b o r a t i o n of a comprehensive programme of 
disarmament. The docimient which has been prepared s t i l l contains a number of 
p r o v i s i o n s on which agreement has yet to be reached. As a v/hole, hovrever, i t 
can serve as a s o l i d b a s i s f o r f u r t h e r \-iork on t h i s item during the second s p e c i a l 
session of the General Assembly. 
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The USSR f u l l y shares the p r e v a i l i n g concern over the grov/th of m i l i t a r y 
'expenditures at the expense of the economic and c u l t u r a l development of a l l r.anlrtiid. 
We are w i l l i n g to come to an agreement en a roduotion of the m i l i t a r y budgets of, 
i n the f i r s t instance, States vrith a laajor m i l i t a a y p o t e n t i a l — e i t h e r on a 
percentage basis or i n absolute terms. Á f i r s t step i n thás d i r e c t i o n could be tho 
f r e e z i n g of the m i l i t a r y expendíturves of States, The s o c i a l i s t States' s p e c i f i c 
proposals on a l l aspects of t h i s major problem are knovm and they remain i n force. 

The Soviet delegation notes vrith s a t i s f a c t i o n that our proposals, together 
vrith the proposals of other States, concei-ninr; the need f o r t2ie a-dcption of 
e f f e c t i v e measures to prevent the spread of the arms race to outer space have 
aroused i n t e r e s t i n the Committee and have formed the subject of constructive 
d i s c u s s i o n . We intend to continue pi-essing f o r the Gstablishnent of an ad. hoc 
working group on t h i s t o p i c . 

The s o c i a l i s t States attach great importance to the p r o h i b i t i o n forever of 
the use of nuclear weapons and the renunciation by a l l States of the use of force 
i n t h e i r mutual r e l a t i o n s , and a l s o to the a b o l i t i o n of f o r e i g n m i l i t a r y bases and 
the withdrawal of armed forces from the t e r r i t o r i e s of other States. 

That, i f I may put i t t h i s way, i s the quintessence of our p o s i t i o n on arms 
l i m i t a t i o n questions. I t i s based on a steadfast p o l i t i c a l v r i l l f o r peace and 
r e a l disarmament. And we are glad to note that e f f o r t s i n that d i r e c t i o n come to 
f r i i i t i o n from time to time. 

A year ago a proposal was made from the r o s t r m of the 26th Congress cf the 
Communist Party of the Soviet Union f o r a sumBiit meeting of the leaders of a number 
of States to study the p o s s i b i l i t i e s of improving the i n t e r n a t i o n a l ' s i t u a t i o n and, 
preventing war. That idea won the sjonpathy of m i l l i o n s of people i n many d i f f e r e n t 
c o u n t r i e s . During these spring days, world p u b l i c opinion notes vrith deep 
s a t i s f a c t i o n that the question of g i v i n g e f f e c t to the Soviet f o r e i g n - p o l i t i c a l 
i n i t i a t i v e concerning r e l a t i o n s between the USSR and the U.iited States of America 
i s now being disciissed at a pra.ctical l e v e l , L.I„ Brezhnev, General Secretary 
of the C e n t r a l Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and Chairman 
of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, has reaffirmed Soviet readiness 
to hold a Soviet-United States summit meeting. Such a meeting must, n a t u r a l l y , 
be w e l l prepared and conducted i n a serious manner, not c a s u a l l y . 

There i s another matter of substance that should be mentioned i n connection with 
the second s p e c i a l session of the Cveneral Assembly on ddsarmament. are • 
witnessing the development of a povrerful anti-vrar, a n t i - m i s s i l e , a n t i - n u c l e a r 
p u b l i c movement throughout the world. This movement, as one delegation r i g h t l y 
pointed out at the beginning of the session, i s a d i s t i n c t i v e " s i g n ,of the times": 
i t r e f l e c t s the deep concern of the vrhole vrorld community over the growth of the 
m i l i t a r y threat. Hot only we i n t h i s Conmiittee but a l s o the representatives of 
more than 200' non-governmental organizations meeting at a conference i n connection 
w i t h the forthcoming s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly have spoken i n t h i s 
b u i l d i n g about the need to put an end to the insane arms race, A v i v i d manifestation 
of the w i l l of peoples f o r peace i n these A p r i l days have been the numerous peace 
marches whose routes have travei-sed the roads of many European States, and of other 
States a l s o . Their p a r t i c i p a n t s were p r o t e s t i n g against the absurdity of 
" o v e r k i l l " — the senseless accumulation of s t o c k p i l e s of weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n 
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under the pretext of strengthening sec-jjrity. Tlie Committee i s c a l l e d upon i n i t s 
work to provide a response to tlia t concern and alarm, on the part of world p u b l i c 
opinion. 

In that connection I should l i k e to s t r e s s that the point at issue i s not j u s t 
tlie ending of a period between tw'o s p e c i a l sessions of the General Assembly on 
disaimament. Ho thing i s m.ore dangerous to the cause of peace and i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
s e c u r i t y than to suppose that the present stage of disarmament negotiations i n no 
Viay d i f f e r s from tlie many periods that preceded i t . The r e f i n i n g of vreapons i a 
a process which accelerates exponentially. I t took 40.;000 years f o r p r i m i t i v e 
e a r l y means of warfare — stone axes, spears, the bov; and arrov/ — to be replaced 
by metal side-arms; i t took another 10,000 years f o r firearms to take the place 
of sabres- and swords. As l i t t l e as 500 years l a t e r ( i n the covnrse of the F i r s t Uorld 
War), chemical weapons vrere used. The atom bomb was exploded i n 1945, the hydrogen 
bomb i n 1952. The threat of the nuclear s e l f - d e s t r u c t i o n of c i v i l i z a t i o n i s a 
r e a l i t y of our century. 

In recognizing t h i s , v;e are not g i v i n g vray to despair, nor are v/e seeking to 
i n t i m i d a t e anyone. On the contrary, vre are convinced that the vrorld community w i l l 
f i n d w i t h i n i t s e l f the strength to put an end to the insane arms race. I t i s the 
task of the Coimnittee on Disarraament, as the sole m u l t i l a t e r a , l foxvm f o r disarmam.ent 
negotiations v;ith a l i m i t e d membership, to be an e f f e c t i v e instrument f o r p r a c t i c a l 
disarmament. The accom.plisiiraent of that task i s vre l l w i t h i n i t s povrers, provided 
the r i g h t lessons a,re drav^m from past negotiating experience and provided a l l 
delegations are imbued v/ith the c o n v i c t i o n that there i s no reasonable a l t e r n a t i v e 
to disarmament and peaceful co-operation betvreen peoples. 

We have already expressed our great s a t i s f a c t i o n at the Committee's adoption 
of a d e c i s i o n to e s t a b l i s h a, vi/orking group f o r the purpose of conducting negotiations 
on item 1 of i t s agenda. In connection with the adoption of that d e c i s i o n , the 
Soviet delegation vreuld l i k e to state the f o l l o w i n g . 

The Soviet Union, l i k e most other members of the Gomm.ittee on Uisarmament, 
attaches e x c e p t i o n a l l y great im.portance to the e a r l i e s t p o s s i b l e conclusion" of an 
agreement on a complete and general nuclear t e s t ban. That being so, v/e have done 
everything w i t h i n our povrer f o r the successful progress of the negotiations on t h i s 
issue Viith the United States of America and the United Kingdom. We con-tinue to 
consider i t e s s e n t i a l tha,t these negotiations, which vrere broken o f f by the V7estern 
p a r t i c i p a n t s i n them at the concluding stage, should be resumed vñthout delay. 

At the same time, the Soviet Union has i n v a r i a b l y advocated and s t i l l advocates 
that f u l l use should be made of the p o s s i b i l i t i e s of the Comjiiittee on Disarmament 
f o r the successful holding of m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations aimed at the cessation of 
nuclear t e s t s i n a l l -environments and by a l l those who conduct such t e s t s . 
M i ndful of t h i s p o s i t i o n of p r i n c i p l e , the Soviet Union has repeatedly supported 
proposals f o r the establishment v/ithin the Committee on Disarmament of an ad hoc 
working group on t h i s issue and i t joined i n the consensus on the s e t t i n g up of 
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E'uch a group'. The Soviet delega, bion's agreenent to the compromise formula f o i 
the mandate of the group was cased on the understanding that i n the course of the 
group's work ащ'' delegation may r a i s e any aspect of the question of the complete a,nd 
g;eneral p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear-weapon t e s t s . I t i s mix view that the ooncideration 
of issues r e l a t i n g to v e r i f i c a t i o n should not be used to delay the e l a b o r a t i o n of 
the agreement as a whole, as, r e g r e t t a b l y , has been the case more than once i n the 
past, and that such consideration can be u s e f u l only i f v e r i f i c a . t i o n i s net-
a r t i f i c i a l l y divorced .from; the s p e c i f i c content of the arms l i m i t a t i o n measure 
being elaborated but i s examined i n organic connection --.'ith i t . 

As members of the Committee know, agreement on the group's mandate-wa,s preceded 
by lengthy and d i f f i c u l t c o n s u l t a t i o n s . In tho course of those c o n s u l t a t i o n s 
the p a r t i e s naturallj'' put fcr\'.'ard various proposals. The s o c i a l i s t countries, too, 
played an a c t i v e part i n the consulta.tions. I should l i k e to take the opportunity 
to thank a l l members of the d r a f t i n g group, and p a r t i c u l a r l y the representatives of 
the group of s o c i a l i s t countries i n that group. Ambassador G, Herder and 
Ambassador B. Grinberg, In proposing t h e i r formulations f o r the group's mandate, 
they were guided by the desire to improve i t to the greatest extent p o s s i b l e , so that 
i t might t r u l i ^ contribute to e f f e c t i v e negotiations towards the e a r l i e s t p o s s i b l e 
conclusion of an agreement on.a, complete and general nuclea.r-weapon t e s t ban. 

I t i s a cause f o r regret that some representatives at the plenary .meeting on 
20 A p r i l d i d not imderstand or d i d not wish to understand t h a t i t was t h i s same- • 
objective that i n s p i r e d our proposal i n doci.mient CD/287. 

In p a r t i c u l a r , i t i s a complete d i s t o r t i o n of o u r - p o s i t i o n to assert that the 
Soviet Union's actions i n connection v t t h achieving agreement on the mandate 
proceeded from, the "state of c o n f r o n t a t i o n between the super-Powers". We do not 
propose to engage i n polemics with the delegations i n question. -We b e l i e v e that 
the s u c c e s s f u l outcome of the c o n s u l t a t i o n s on the group's mand-ate i s the best 
answer to t h e i r over-hasty polemical s a l l i e s . 

In conclusion, I should l i k e to say that the Soviet Union,, together w i t h i t s 
a l l i e s and f r i e n d s , v i l l contiirae to v/alk shoulder to shoulder with those who 
are i n favour of genuine and e f f e c t i v e measures f o r the l i m i t a t i o n of the arms race 
and f o r disarmament. 

In accordance with the t r a d i t i o n , I too should l i k e to express our thanlcs to 
a l l the chairmen of the working' groups: Amba,ssador B. Sujka (Poland), 
Ambassador A. Garcia Piobles ( l l e x i c o ) . Ambassador И. Alimad (Palcistan) and 
Ambassador H. V/egener (Federal Republic of Germany). A l l of them have done a 
great deal of u s e f u l work. As f o r the remarks addressed to me by the representative 
of the Federal Republic of Germany, I bow to your appeal, I l r . Chairman, and do not 
propose to develop t h i s theme, considering the i n c i d e n t closed, I should a l s o 
l i k e to thank Ambassador R. J a i p a l , v/hose. c o n t r i b u t i o n to the d.raf t i n g of the mandate 
you have already r i g h t l y noted, the Deputy Secretary of our Committee, - . . 
Mr. V, Berasategui, a l l the s e c r e t a r i e s of the working groups, the t e c h n i c a l s t a f f 
and the i n t e r p r e t e r s , v;ho have liad a p a r t i c u l a r l y hard time during the l a s t few 
days. I wish a l l my colleagues a successfu.l conclusion to t h i s session of the 
Committee and a successful preparation f o r the second s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly, where we s h a l l a l l imdoubtedly meet again. 
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î'Ir. SUiaERHAYES (United iangdom)s lîr. Chairman, I s l i a l l r e f r a i n from g i v i n g you 
a catalogue of my co\mtry's vievrs.- But a fevr impressions of the session do seera to 
Ъе j u s t i f i e d . 

líy delegation, l i k e others, came here i n Janusjry vrith tho expectation of malcing 
r e a l progress on several items of our agenda, b o l i e v i n g t l i a t vre oiight to have and 
vrotild have S'̂'me s o l i d achievoments to report to the s p e c i a l session. Thanks to the 
consensus j u s t reached today f o r the s e t t i n g up of a nuclear test-ban vrorking group 
based on Ambassador J a i p a l ' s "J - 1 " d r a f t mandate, we novr liave at l e a s t one' important 
forvrard step to report to the General Assembly. 4 e are gla,d that the group of 
s o c i a l i s t countries f i n a l l y decided to j o i n the consensus and that the vrorking group 
V i i l l be able to meet from the beginning of ovir summer session. On some other agenda 
items, hoviever, progress has been much loos than i t should have been. 

I n p a r t i c u l a r , the viork on r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons has been disappointing to my 
delegation. lie had r e a l Iiopes that s u b s t a n t i a l progress vrould be тэЛе tovrards the 
d r a f t i n g of a t r e a t y banning . r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons under Ambassador 1/egener' s able 
and energetic chairmanship. I n the d i s c u s s i o n of dr a f t a r t i c l e s f o r the treaty,, my 
dele g a t i o n viras ready to compromise on many key p o i n t s . We considered that the d r a f t 
t e x t prepared by the Chairman, vrhile not acceptable i n i t s e n t i r e t y , represented a 
r e a l advance on e a r l i e r t e x t s and formed a s u i t a b l e b a s i s f o r f u r t h e r vrork. We vrere 
sorry, therefore, that i t d i d not receive more general sndorsoment. 

Ify d elegation has p r e v i o u s l y expressed doubts vrhether the prevention of attacks 
on c i v i l nuclear f a c i l i t i e s could bo contained v r i t h i n the text of a r a d i o l o g i c a l 
Vireapons t r e a t y . The discussions on t h i s t o p i c indeed demonstrated tlie complexity 
of the probl-em and thus tended to confirm us i n ощ- b e l i e f . We considered, franlcly, 
that the siogge'.tions put forvrard by some delcc;ations v.fero rathar f a r removed from 
tho ba.sic purposes e.f the t r e a t y . 'Wo can зое no prospect of agreement being 
reached on t h i s t o p i c , i n t l i i s or i n any othor forrn, unless thero i s a greater 
readiness to compromise i n the f u t u r e . 

Before I comment b r i e f l y on our vrork on the d r a f t i n g of a- comprehensive programme 
of disarmament, I sliould l i k o t - n t e the r e a l a p p r e c i a t i o n that ray delegation f e e l s 
i s due to Ambassador G a r c i a Poblos, and to nay t r i b u t e to the devotion ho has shovm 
i n h i s d i f f i c u l t task as Chairman of the Working Group. 

I n l o o k i n g at tho Working Group's rouort i n docmient CD/2C3 and i t s annex, I must 
malee the comment that we had hoped i t vrould be po s s i b l e to ob t a i n here i n Geneva at 
l e a s t o u t l i n e agreement on fundamental aspects of a CPD. We had. also hoped that i t 
would be p o s s i b l e to forward to the s p e c i a l session a more concise text with fevrer 
bracketed areas. We do nevertheless f e e l some encouragement at the r e s u l t s of our 
work, and p a r t i c u l a r l y the r e s u l t s of the consultations vrhich took pla.ce i n the 
l a s t fevi vreeks of the session on the mieasures s e c t i o n of the programme. I n s p i t e 
of our slovj progress hero, t h i s recent vrork" gives hope that the s p e c i a l session may 
eventuallj'- be able t o adopt a CED by consensus. Bvit there i s a great deal to be 
done before then. I n t h i s connection, my delegation supports the suggestions a.lready 
made that any cons u l t a t i o n s on a CPD that may be held betvreen novr and the beginning 
of the s p e c i a l s e s s i o n shovfLd focus on the fundamental aspects of the programme, 
such as i t s nature and the question of time-frames. But vre s l i a l l need a period to 
r e f l e c t on the r e s u l t s of our vrork here before discussions are resvm:ed i n llew York. 
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Tuminc b r i e f l y to tii e subject of chiemica,l vreapono, my delegation i s encouraged 
w i t l i t i l e progress v;hicii iias boon игЛе i n tlio Working. Group under .iiabassador Sujka 
t h i s session and welcomes the b u s i n e s s - l i k e report i t submitted to the Committee, 
AlthoiJgh tlie work of the Group has periiap^ been l e s s i n t e n s i v e than we would have 
hoped, given the importance of tlie item, we b e l i e v e t i i a t the presentation of d r a f t 
elements has c l a r i f i e d tiie u o s i t i o n c of delegations and tliet vre novr iiave a .sound 
b a s i s f o r the con t i n u a t i o n of our vjorlc i n tiie summer. I n J u l y , vre s h a l l iiave the 
task of r e c o n c i l i n g d i f f e r e n c e s of opinion on p a r t i c u l a r aspects of a chemical 
v/eapons convention. My delegation believ.3s t l i a t , f o r t h i s , tlie advice of t e c i i n i c a l 
experts i n the f i e l d of chemicr.l weapons v / i l l be of great value, and v/e v/elcome tlie 
Committee's d e c i s i o n that tiie Chairman of tlie Working Group on Chemical Weapons should 
h o l d f u r t h e r t e c h n i c a l consultations e a r l y i n August. We hope that the scope of 
these discussions v / i l l be v/idened so tlia,t experts can begin examining tlie t e c i i n i c a l 
aspects of the v e r i f i c a t i o n of a CM convention. Tliat i s tiie only p o s s i b l e b a s i s 
f o r progress. 

F i n a l l y , l i r . Chairman, I i/ant to o f f e r you my most sincere timnlcs f o r tlie 
e xceptional services you have rendered to thé Committee t i l l s montii. We are a l l 
g r e a t l y i n your debt. 

Mr. LISGAPJ) (Gv/eden)i Mr. Ciiairman, I s h a l l .address my b r i e f statement today to 
one subject only. C e r t a i n l y , I have f e l t tempted to t r y to present, l i l ce tiie 
previous speakers i n t l i e i r i n t e r e s t i n g statements, an ovorviev/ of t i ie Committee's 
accomplisliments during t l i i s session i n v/liich I v/ould, i n p a r t i c u l a r , have expressed 
my delegation's sincere s a t i s f a c t i o n at v/itnessing such E, large amount of serious 
and constructive vrork i n a l l the four working g-i-oups under tiie leadership of t h e i r 
energetic and s l c i l l e d chairmen. I c e r t a i n l y v/ould also have bean remiss had I not 
associated my delegation vàfcli tlie expressions of great appreciation v/hich iiave been 
addressed to you, l l r . Chairman, by t l ie previous spealcers. Tiie naturallji- d e c l i n i n g 
a t t e n t i o n and i n c r e a s i n g r e s t l e s s n e s s i n t l ie audience because of the l a t e liour and 
the long l i s t of spealcers prompt me, hov/ever, to focus on the item \ / i i i c i i I liope v / i l l 
make t h i s day v/ell v/ortii remembering — because of the importance of the possiblvr 
even h i s t o r i c d e c i s i o n v/e liavc j u s t talcen to esta^blish, a.t long la.st, an ad line 
working group on a nuclear t e s t ban. 

Representatives of my country have never h e s i t a t e d to spealc out stongly a.gainDt 
the senseless arms race. Since Sv/eden Ьеса̂ ле a. member of the predecessor of the 
Committee on Disarnament 20 years ago, i t iia.s c o n s i s t e n t l y ana vigorously advocated 
a corapreliensive nuclear t e s t ban i n order to stop the nuclear arms race. Tlie 
nuclear powera f r i g h t e n us v/ith t h e i r p e r s i s t e n t nogloct of tho ri s i c s to which tliey 
expose tile v/hole of manlcind tiirougii t h e i r continued accui:]ulation of nuclear v/eapons. 

I n her statem,ent on 16 Fobruary, tiie Under-Secreta.rr/ of State, Mrs. Tiiorsson, 
expressed c r i t i c i s m i p a r t i c u l a r l y agatnst one of tJie Superpovrers beca,use of i t s r o l e 
i n b l o c k i n g the e f f o r t s of the Coi-imittoe on Disarmament to f u l f i l i t s o b l i g a t i o n s 
under i t s mandate and agenda.. Wnen the representative of tha.t Superpower a. montîi 
l a t e r announced a. certa.in ciia.nge i n i t s a t t i t u d e , i t gave me a vrelcoiae opportunity 
to express my delegation' s s a t i s f a c t i o n . I t seemed to give reason f o r iiope that a,t 
l a s t tile Comraitteo could s t a r t tlie consideration, of t h i s subject i n a v/orking group, 
v/iiich i s tlie most e f f e c t i v e organ f o r tiie performance of tlie functions of t i l l s 
Committee. The ensuinf; nG,';otiations on a, mandate f o r sucii a. vrorlcing group tiurned 
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out to Ъе, as you y o u r s e l f stated, l i r . Chairman, both long and arduous, despite the 
s k i l l e d leadership wliicli you y o u r s e l f exercised, as a.lso your predecessor, 
i^bassadoi- A l e s s i . The compromise formula vrhicii was worked out by Ambassador J a i p a l 
and wîiicla i s known as "J-1", c e r t a i n l y i s f a r from \ii3.t my o\m delegation and other 
delegations from tlie СУ roup of 21 had proposed o r i g i n a l l y . Iiy delegation has 
nevertheless agreed to t h i s formula, because we see i t as an opening, as an 
opportunity to s t a r t concrete work on the subject. "J-1" lias d e f i c i e n c i e s l i k e 
tiiose of the o r i g i n a l mandate of the 'Working Croup on Chemical Ifeapons. 

Because of tlie experience of that Group, we soe no reason v/hy u s e f u l work 
cannot be c a r r i e d out also on a nucleo-r t e s t ban, evon vdth a mandate that i s so • 
l i m i t e d . V/e are convinced that the strength of our arguments w i l l sooner or l a t e r 
lead to the conclusion of an agreement on o. t e s t ban. \/o are a.lso convinced that 
t h i s process can be sliortened through tlie achievements of the forthcoming vrorking group. 

I t vras thoreforo vrith great surprise and deep disappointment that we savr the 
other Suporpovrer and i t s a l l i e s r e j e c t t h i s opportunity. Like the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
delegate of B r a z i l i n h i s statement yesterday, my delegation could see such behaviour 
f i t t i n g i n t o the power game vrhich has become a l l too f a m i l i a r i n the h i s t o r y of 
m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament negotiations. We vrere also prepared to react most 
strongly a.gainst such a misuse of the Committee on Disarmament. 

Hovrever, l e t me novr express again my delegation's s a t i s f a c t i o n at seeing another 
change of a t t i t u d e s , víliich ha^s made i t p o s s i b l e to cone to t h i s t r u l y important 
d e c i s i o n of s e t t i n g up an ad_hoc. xrorking group on a nuclear t e s t ban. I t v r i l l , of 
course, be p o s s i b l e to judge the r e a l importance of t h i s d e c i s i o n only vrhen i t 
becomes apparent to what degree the nuclear-vroapon Povrers are prepared to p a r t i c i p a t e 
i n i t s vrork w i t h substantive c o n t r i b u t i o n s . 

As I have aamounced already i n one of our informal meetings, my delegatio n intends 
to submit again f o r the c o n s i d o r a l i o n of the V/orking Group, vrhen i t moots dvuring our 
summer session, the d r a f t t r e a t y on a conprehensive t e s t ban vrhich i t presented f o r 
the f i r s t time i n 1977. We see nothing; i n the mandate vrhich prevents a f u l l 
c o n s i d e r a t i o n of that d r a f t t r e a t y . 

I n conclusion, I want to say that with today's d e c i s i o n the Committee on 
Disarmament ca<,n envisage the c r i t i c a i l assessment of i t s vrork during the forthcoming 
s p e c i a l s e ssion of the Genera-l Assembly vrith a good dea.l more confidence than seemed 
possible only yesterday. 

ÎVC, ШТиШ.Я (German Democratic Piepublic): Mr. Chairman, Ambassador Vejvoda of 
Czechoslovakia has already vexj'' ably presented the vievrs of my c o w a t r y on our 
assessment of tho r e s u l t s of the spring session. Therefore I vrovild l i k e to confine 
myself to making only a few coimnents on the d e c i s i o n talcen by the Committee on the 
establisliment of an ad hoc vrorking group on a nuclear t e s t ban. 

As i n the past, my delegation diiring the f i r s t part of the Committee's session 
t h i s year took an a c t i v e part i n the, e f f o r t s to e s t a b l i s h an ad hoc working;; group 
to negotiate â t r e a t y on the complete and general p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear-vreapon 
t e s t s . I t . i s i n a s p i r i t of compromise and co-operation that vre today j o i n the 
consensus on a, mandate vrhich vras prepared by iimbassador J a i p a l and amended by the 
Mexican delegation. I t i s the understanding of my delegation that t h i s mandate and 
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the vorkinc groxxp tc Ъе cet up w i l l ¿ i v o froa - i inpetur, to the i n i t i a t i o n of r e a l 
negotiations on a G'TB, thus enabling tlie Conniittoe on Dinamament to discha.rge i t s 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s ag the ¡ T a l t i l a t e r a l diaarnanient negotiating forum, as was stated 
expressis verbis i n the n a a i d a t o . 

ïho endorsemont o f t h i s mandate, of course, does not change the p o s i t i o n of 
p r i n c i p l e of ray country concGrnin¿:; negotiations on the complete and general 
p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear-vroapon t e s t s . 'This p o s i t i o n was explained manj^ times i n t h i s 
Committee and reaffirmed i n the statements my delegation ma.de on 16 and 25 February 
t h i s year. 

With regard to a C Ï L as vrell as other problems of arms l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament 
the delegation of tho Gonnan Democratic Fiepublic, now as before, proceeds from the 
p r i n c i p l e that the form and m o d a l i t i e s of the v e r i f i c a t i o n to be provided f o r i n any 
s p e c i f i c agreement depend on and should be determined by the purposes, tho scope 
and the nature of the agreement. This was c l e a r l y stated i n paragraph 51 of the 
F i n a l Document of tho f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament. 

Having i n mind these b a s i c considerations, my delegation i n t e r p r e t s the 
p r o v i s i o n s of tho mandate before us as allovring f o r the examination of a l l s p e c i f i c -
issues r e l a t i n g to a t r e a t y on the complote and general p r o h i b i t i o n of miclear-weapon 
t e s t s , and not only f o r the d i s c u s s i o n of problems o f v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance. 
Furthermore, we b e l i e v e the p r o v i s i o n that "the ad hoc working group w i l l take i n t o 
account a i l l e x i s t i n g proposals and future i n i t i a t i v e s " provides f o r the consideration 
of a l l comprehensive proposals \ r i t l i regard to a nuclear t e s t ban. I n that 
connection we note the i n t e n t i o n expressed by the Svredish delegation to put before 
the vrorking group i t s d r a f t t r e a t y of 1577 (GGD/526 and R e v . l ) . 

Tho delegations of I t a l y , B r a z i l , I'Tigcria, I n d i a and of other States as vrell 
as you y o u r s e l f , I l r . Chairman, have given s i m i l a r i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s t o that stated 
above. V/o note that nobody not evon the United States delegation, ha.s questioned 
these i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s . 

L a s t l y , vre proceed from the assimption that the s t i p u l a t i o n of the mandate 
concerrdng f u r t h e r progress tovrards negotiations on a nuclear t e s t ban iirovides f o r 
the preparation of a c t u a l negotiations. A f i r s t step on t h i s vray could be t h i s 
mandato vrhich v l l l cover the second part of o\xr session t h i s year. Next year, vre 
could then move a. step f u r t h e r i n ado;oting a more comprehensive mandate. 
Documents CD/255 and C D / 1 3 1 , which r e f l e c t the respective p o s i t i o n s of the group of 
s o c i a l i s t States and the Grovip of 21, could servo as a„ppropriate g u i d e l i n e s f o r t h i s 
novr mandate. 

F i n a l l y , I vrould l i k o to express the hope that a l l dolegationo v / i l l contribute 
i n a constructive manner to the vrork of the future CTB vrorking group. Nobody \rould 
vrin, but l o s e , i f t h i s group vras to be involved i n an abstract debate on issues of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance. Such an approach, as we knov/ from our long experience, 
could only lead to the b l o c k i n g of any nrogress on the road to a C T B . I t could be 
used by forces i n t e r e s t e d i n c r e a t i n g ne\r nuclear vreapons to upgrade t h e i r 
"deterrent f o r c e s " f o r camouflaging t h o i r r o a l p o s i t i o n on a CTB. Being prepared 
to take an a c t i v e part i n the vrorking group, my delegation v r i l l continuo to strongly 
r e j e c t o.ny attempts i n t h i s regard. ' 
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I n conclusion, I vould l i k e to express my thanlcs to you, I l r . Ghairman, and to 
a l l r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s , p a r t i c u l a r l y those who ho,ve co-operated with me so c l o s e l y i n 
the d r a f t i n g group, yho by t h e i r a c t i v i t i e s and a t t i t u d e made t h i s r e s u l t p o s s i b l e . 
I was p a r t i c u l a r l y impressed by those many représentâtives, and I am g r a t e f u l to 
them, who never, at any stage of our e f f o r t s , showed arsy signs of doubt about the 
o b j e c t i v e f a c t that the s o c i a l i s t countries are honestly and c o n s i s t e n t l y defending 
the cause of disarmament, that they have never, and. do not, block progress to t h i s 
end, but are t r y i n g to do t h e i r best i n order to make headv/ay towards r e a l 
n e g otiations and d e f i n i t e agreements on e f f e c t i v e disarnament measures. 

I-Ir. ТА1Ш1А311Е (Japan): I l r . Ghairman, at the close of the spring session of t h i s 
Committee, on behalf of my delegation, I x/ish to spealc b r i e f l y on the agenda item 
to v;hich my delegation attaches the greatest importance, i . e . the nuclear t e s t ban. 

l-]y delegation welcomes tho establislment of the ad hoc working group under t h i s 
agenda item v/ibh the mandate as adopted today. The achievement of a comprehensive 
test-ban t r e a t y has alv/ays been regarded by my Government as a measure of the highest 
p r i o r i t y i n the f i e l d of a.rms c o n t r o l and disarmament. 

VJhile v/elcoming the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations on a GTB, v/e have c o n s i s t e n t l y and 
continuously stressed the need f o r such a .reaty to be G,chieved through t r u l y 
m u l t i l a t e r a l n e gotiations i n t h i s Committee. 

On 23 Pebruaiy of t h i s year, the leader of my delegation r e i t e r a t e d our appeal 
f o r the commencement of m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations i n t h i s Committee i n order to 
achieve a comprehensive t e s t ban a.t the e a r l i e s t p o s s i b l e date. I n t h i s connection 
he expressed h i s continued hope that a consensus could be reached to set up a v/orking 
group or other s u b s i d i a r y b o d j of the Committee to deal v/ith t h i s question i n the 
most e f f e c t i v e and concentrated ma,nner. 

I n t h i s context, v/e v/elcomied the i n i t i a t i v e of the United States d e l e g a t i o n as 
announced by Ambassador F i e l d s on 11 Ilarch as a s i g n i f i c a n t step forv/ard. 

Since then, my delegation has been a c t i v e l y engaged and involved i n the d r a f t i n g 
of a p o s s i b l e miandate f o r the proposed v.'orking group. 

I n the d r a f t i n g exercise, v/e have recognized, i n a l l faii-ness, a s i g n i f i c a n t 
compromise gesture by a l l delegations concerned. 

I n p a r t i c u l a r , v/ith the forthcomtng second specia.l session of the 
General Assembly dovoted to disarraament a few months ahead, my delegation shared the 
view of ma.ny other delegations that v/e sliould a v a i l ourselves of every p o s s i b i l i t y 
f o r moving forv'/ard i n the d i r e c t i o n of a CTBï. 

My delegation supported the d r a f t mandate frequently r e f e r r e d to i n t h i s 
Committee as "J-1", v/hich contained the most promising elements f o r a p o s s i b l e 
consensus, though not completely s a t i s f a c t o r y to a . l l . 

I n t h i s connection, my delegation j o i n s v-/ith many other delegations i n expressing 
our g r a t i t u d e f o r the painstalcing e f f o r t s by the personal representative of the 
Secretary-General, Ambassador J a t p a l , i n p.roducing t h i s d r a f t t e x t . 

The mandate adopted today may not be as v/ide or as e x p l i c i t as one v/ould have 
hoped. As a matter of f a c t , i t i s d i f f e r e n t from any of the various d r a f t t e x t s my 
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delegation prepared, f o r the consideration of the d r a f t i n g group. I t i s a r e s u l t of a 
compromise Ъу a l l those concerned... Eut i t does o f f e r a very good s t a r t i n g p o int. 
I t opens up p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r the f u t u r e . 

As a representative of one of the delegations vrhich have been c o n s i s t e n t l y c a l l i n g 
f o r the achievement of a СТБТ, as з, stop tov-rards nuclear disarmament, I vrish to 
express the determination of ray delegation to p a r t i c i p a t e a c t i v e l y i n the vrork of the 
vrorking group and to contribute to the progress of the vrork of t h i s Committee at i t s 
forthcoming-summer session. 

I l r . IJEVEItZ]. (Nigeria^) 5 I l r . Chairman, as we get ready to round o f f the f i r s t h a l f 
of the 19S2 session of the Committoe on Disarmament, I merely wish to associate 
myself vrith the warm f e l i c i t a t i o n s already conveyed to you f o r tho modest 'but 
s i g n i f i c a n t achievements recorded under your able chairmanship. 

As distinguíslied delegates hero v r i l l r e c a l l , I opened my statement made i n 
plenar^A on 0 A p r i l 1902 by sayinc; that ,good things do happen to me i n the month of 
A p r i l — being the month i n vrhich I vras born. The consensus tha.t vre ha.ve reached i n 
t h i s Committee today on the protracted issue of a nuclear t e s t ban i s a. testimon;y 
to my b e l i e f , and ny delegation vrould l i k e to express i t s sincere g r a t i t u d e to the 
group of s o c i a l i s t countries f o r t h e i r l a t e s t d i s p l a y of a s p i r i t of compromise i n 
accepting a consensus mandate f o r the ad hoc vrorking group on item 1 of the 
Committee's agenda. 

This d e c i s i o n i s s i g n i f i c a n t i n many respects — not only i n the contexit of the 
l o n g and haza-rdous j^^urney tovrards the i n i t i a t i o n of n u l t i l a t o r a l negotiations on a 
nuclear t e s t ban, but also because of the need for. t h i s Committee t o change d r a s t i c a l l y 
i t s dwindling c r e d i b i l i t y as the sole m u l t i l a t e r a l organ on discaTiament i f i a t t e r s . 

Obviously, t h i s shoAv of f l e x i b i l i t y by the Superpowers i s a step i n the r i g h t 
d i r e c t i o n , and my delegation hopes tlmt the negotiations that t h i s Committee v r i l l 
embark upon i n tho second h a l f of the 1902 session v.dll not exclude d e t a i l e d 
c o n s i d e r a t i o n of e x i s t i n g proposals, ne'r ideas and f r e s h i n i t i a t i v e s that would m,ake 
fo r progress tovrards the achievement of a comprehensive t e s t ban t r e a t y . 

The second s p e c i a l session, i n the vievr of my delegation, should be a forimi f o r 
the harmonization of the divergent p o s i t i o n s and vievrs of States, e s p e c i a l l y those of 
the nuclear-vreapon States. Mc s i n c e r e l y hope that the session v r i l l not t u r n i n t o a 
forum f o r cold-war p o l i t i c s and confrontation, as t h i s vrould certainJ.y have a,n adverse 
e f f e c t on our d e l i b e r a t i o n s dim-ing the ' svmamer session of our Committee. 

F i n a l l y , I v.'ould l i k e to thanic my colleague.'? i n tiie d r a f t i n g group, other 
delegations, and- tiie d i s t i n g u i s i i e d Secretary of the Coinmittee, Ambassador Jaipa.l, vrho 
a l l contributed, i n no smatl measure, to t l i i s s i g n i f i c a n t achievement. ITo one group, 
i n my opirdon, iias been a.blo to achieve a.ll t i i a t i t set out to acliieve. V/e i n tiie 
Group of 21, expected tiie proposal ciirintoned "J-1" but vrhicli lia.s novr been given the 
symbol 1/orking Paper No. 67 to be more precise and d i r e c t but vre liave liad to agree to 
a. considera-ble degree of d i l u t i o n of our ori-ginal o b j e c t i v e . I expect adso that 
botli the vrestern group and the s o c i a l i s t group, out of a s p i r i t of "give and tako", 
accepted l/orking Paper No, 67 by way of comprondse.. Ily delegation i s pleased, i f 
not f l a t t e r e d , to l e a r n that oiur humble appeal and tiiat of otiiers iia.vc lia.d some good 
e f f e c t . 
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Hr. SAIIAII ( I n d i a ) ; I l r . Chairnan, ny d e l c g a t i o n vrould l i l r o to expresa i t s 
s a t i s f a c t i o n that i t has f i n a l l y heen p o s s i b l e to obt a i n consensus on an appropriate 
mandate f o r an ad hoc vrorking group on a nuolear t e s t ban. Mr- -appreciate the u n t i r i n g 
e f f o r t s made by y o u , l i r . Chairman, as vrell a,s by your di s t i n g u i s h e d predecessor, 
Ambassador A l e s s i of I t a l y , i n t h i s roga.rd, as vrell as the s p i r i t of compromise and 
f l e x i b i l i t y v/hich has been displayed by a l l delegations, v/e b e l i e v e , i n the best 
t r a d i t i o n s of t h i s Committee. ITeedless to add, l i r . Chairman, the delegation of I n d i a 
f u l l y sha,res the sentiments tlia,t you y o u r s e l f er.pressed at tho very 1:оу r o l e v/hich 
Ambassador J a i p a l played i n nalzing t l i i s compromise p o s s i b l e . Mc are also p a r t i c u l a , r l y 
glad to knov/ that the group of s o c i a l i s t delegations ha.s, a f t e r c a r e f u l r e f l e c t i o n , 
agreed v/ith our i n t e r p r e t a t i o n of the mandate that vre have a.dopted. I t has been our 
p o s i t i o n from the outset, and \re vrould l i k e to underline t h i s a-gain, that the issues 
of v e r i f i c a t i o n and' compliance r e l a t i n g tc a nuclear t o s t ban, as i n f a c t , vrith regard 
to an¿r' measure i n the f i e l d of disarnamont, ca.nnot be considered i n i s o l a t i o n or 
separately f r o n issues of scope, duration and entry i n t o force of a proposed ban; 
otherv/ise, a l l that v/e vrotild be engaged i n vould bo an academic and s t e r i l e e x e r c i s e . 
I t i s oUr understanding that the nandate as agrreed upon takes f u l l y account of the 
three e s s e n t i a l elements that my delegation has emphasized r i g h t from the ou.tset. 
These elements are, f i r s t l y , that any such nandate should recognise the r o l e of the 
Committee as the s i n g l e m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g body i n the f i e l d of disarmament, 
i n c l u d i n g v/ith regard to a nuclear t e s t ban. Secondly, the consideration of issues 
r e l a t i n g to v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance must not exclude consideration of issues 
r e l a t i n g to other aspects of a nuclear t e s t ban, and l a s t l y , tho mandate must lead 
tovrards the ac t u a l d r a f t i n g of a treaty, on t h i s subject. I t i s on t h i s understanding 
that vre have accepted t h i s nandate, even though our present s i t u a t i o n remains as set 
out i n document C D / I S I . 

Iiy d elegation vrould also l i k e to malœ a statement vrith respect to the report of 
the Ad Hoc V/orking Croup on R a d i o l o g i c a l V/eapons. I t i s the p o s i t i o n of my delegation 
that the d i s t i n c t i o n drawn i n t h i s report betvreen the so- c a l l e d t r a d i t i o n a l and 
n o n - t r a d i t i o n a l subject-matter of ne g o t i a t i o n i n the Ad Hoc V/orking Group i s an 
a r t i f i c i a l one, and detracts from the very c l e a r - c u t and pre c i s e mandato of thi s ' Group. 
The subject-matter of our negotiations i s nothing more and nothing l e s s than a d r a f t 
convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the development, production, s t o c k p i l i n g and use of 
r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons. 

To conclude, I vrould l i k e to сзфгепо to you, Hr. Chairman, the warn congratviiations 
of my delegation on the suc c e s s f u l conclusion of the f i r s t h a l f of the Committee's 
current session. I t i s a t r i b u t e to your vrisdon and u n f a i l i n g patience and courtesy 
that vre have been able to chart our ship s a f e l y i n t o ha.rbour, a l b e i t a day a f t e r our 
t a r g e t . 

I l r . JAYAICODDY ( S r i Lanlca) s I'-Ir. Chairman, at the t a i l end of t h i s protracted and 
d i f f i c u l t session of t h i s Committee, may I be permitted to make a feir observations 
regarding our vrork during the past three months. I \rould l i k o to touch on tv/o aspects 
of vrhat vre have t r i e d to do at t h i s session. 

. The f i r s t r e l a t e s to the vride gap that e x i s t s betvreen our achievements or 1э,ск of 
achievement i n t h i s Committee and the a.spirations and hopos of lumdrcds of m i l l i o n s 
outside. As vre a l l knovi, since t h i s Conraitteo came i n t o being there has been, and 
quite j u s t i f i a b l y , r i s i n g hope i n tho vrorld that the Committee on Disarmament could 
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succeed even m a r c i n a l l y i n n e s o t i a t i n g agreements on disarmament which would a l l e v i a t e 
the concerns and aixcieties tha.t were e:q3rcased so l u c i d l y i n the P i n a l Document of the 
f i r s t s p e c i a l session. There has heen continuing and i n s i s t e n t pressure from Governments 
and people from a l l corners of the glohe that the Conmittee on Disarno,ment get dovm to 
achieving something tangible on the path towards an end to the nuclear a,rms race, and 
help i n i t i a t e the process of nuclear disarmament. I n a d d i t i o n , there ha.s heen i n s i s t e n t 
demand that some degree of progress be achieved i n n e g o t i a t i n g other disarmament 
agreements, 

However, vrhen we look at the report that we ha.ve prepared f o r the second s p e c i a l 
session, i t becomes evident to us, and i t ла11 bo evident to those vlio w i l l rea,d i t 
o u t s i de , that very l i t t l e has been achieved. I t becomes necessary, therefore, to 
r e f l e c t on why the l e v e l of achievement has been so l i t t l e . To us i n t h i s Committee, 
i t i s c l e a r that the l a c k of achievement has not been due to an inadequacy of e f f o r t or 
perseverance on the part of delegations. I thihlc v;e have witnessed at t h i s session, 
and i n the previous sessions, a great deal of hard and committed work which has been 
d i r e c t e d tov/ards achieving success. The main c o n s t r a i n i n g f a c t o r ha,s not been the 
procedures o f the Committee or i t s membership or a l a c k of c o n t r i b u t i o n s from i t s 
members. The cause of the problem i s elsevihere. Tine and time again, we have heard 
that vfhat i s la-cking i s p o l i t i c a l v r i l l to negotiate on the p a r t of member States, and 
as long as t h i s p o l i t i c a l v r i l l i s not forthcoming l i t t l e v r i l l be achieved. The work of 
t h i s Committee at t h i s session has c l e a r l y demonstrated that t h i s i n f a c t i s the case. 

P o l i t i c a l v r i l l can come only from the mind. I t i s , therefore, onlj'- i n the minds 
of those who decide p o l i c i e s that the struggle f o r disarmament can be won, V/e, as 
representatives of Governments i n t h i s Committee, ca r r y out our i n s t r u c t i o n s which are 
based on the p o l i c i e s that our Governments have chosen to implement. I t i s , therefore, 
only n a t u r a l that as long as there i s continuing r e l i a n c e on age-old theoi-ies of 
deterrence, p a r i t y and s v i p e r i o r i t y to preserve s e c u r i t y and safeguard peace, there i s 
l i t t l e chance f o r a change i n the v r i l l to move towards disarmament. I t has been c l e a r 
a l l along that u n t i l t h i s change i n v r i l l , a t t i t u d e and posture takes place, there i s 
very l i t t l e that can be achieved i n t h i s Committee, or elsevrhere, i n the f i e l d of 
discirmament n e g o t i a t i o n s . True enough, small, l i m i t e d , t e n t a t i v e steps may be taken 
vrhere arms c o n t r o l i s concerned, but the more r a d i c a l , d e c i s i v e steps that need to be 
taJcen on the path tovjards genuine nuclear disarma.ment and general and complete 
disarmament v r i l l not be taken u n t i l a change of v r i l l and a t t i t u d e has talcen p l a c e . 
I n t h i s vrorld of ours, t i g e r s do not become vegetarians, bvit vre do hope that by August 
t h i s year some change f o r the b e t t e r w i l l have talcen place i n minds and v r i l l s so that 
r e a l disarmament negotiations can take place i n t h i s Comnittoe. 

The second matter I wish to r e f e r to i s item 1 of our agenda. A major concern i n 
t h i s Committee over the l a s t three and a quarter years has been nuclear disarmament. 
High p r i o r i t y vras given to a nuclear t e s t ban. A f t e r a long and protracted period of 
t r y i n g to agree on the s e t t i n g up of a vrorking group i r i t h an adequate mandate on t h i s 
i t e n , vre novr face the hopeful prospect of having such a vrorking group vrith a mandate 
that has been adopted by consensus. Let me say, franlcly, that the mandate that has been 
adopted f o r the ad hoc vrorking group on a CTB'is not e x a c t l y vrhat my delegation had 
hoped f o r , or vranted, Hovrever, together w i t h other member States i n the Group of 21 vre 
have alvrays been ready to accept a mandate that meets our concerns and vrhich could be 
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adopted Ъу сопсепгяг:; i n t h i s Coninittee. îiy delesa,tion vrauld l i k o to express i t s sincere 
tlie.nlcs to jrou, r i r , Chairina.n, to Ambassador A l e s s i , our Chairman f c r the month of Ilarch, 
and a l l the d i s t i n i j u i s h e d representatives i n the Committee, a?:' vrell as to 
Ambassador J a i p a l , f o r the very liaxc and deoicated work that v/as pvit i n towards 
a r r i v i n g at a s o l u t i o n to t h i s d i f f i c u l t problem. I would l i k e also to e:qDress our 
sincere thanl:s to a l l the delegations whi'ch have shown tîie utmost f l e x i b i l i t y and. a 
great degree of reasonableness so that t h i s Gonnittee, before i t closes t h i s session, 
cotild adojit a d e c i s i o n on the s e t t i n g v:o c f a working group with an acceptable mandate. 
We f e e l that t a k i n g i n t o account уоггг statement of today, a l l the explanations, 
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s and d e f i n i t i o n s that Ьэл/е been given; there i s a r e a l p o s s i b i l i t y of 
commencing a согггие of vrork, on the basis of the raandate, vdiich can eventually'' r e s u l t 
i n a CîBT. 

I n concl'dsion, may I say that we hoped f o r more tan g i b l e гезгг^з at t h i s session, 
but t h i s v/as not r e a l i s e d . Ue hope that the second speciaJ session of the 
General Assembly w i l l give a nevr impetiis that can vnove the Conmittee tovrards a higher 
l e v e l of achievement at i t s summer session. 

lir, Chaiman, I vrish to a.ssociate myself vrith a l l the previous speakers vrho have 
expressed a deep debt of gratitггde to you f o r the invaluable c o n t r i b u t i o n you have made 
t h i s year' to expediting the vrork of the Committee and to achieving a глеаглгге of 
consensus i n оггг vrorl:. Your patience and gггidance ha,ve contribгlted l'cineasurably 
tovrai'ds the l i t t l e success that vre have had i n t h i s Committee. 

I l r . RODRIGUEZ IIAVATJIO (Venezuela) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Spanish); Hr, Chairman, allovr 
me- f i r s t of a l l to congratulate уогг on the vray i n vrhich уогг have d i r e c t e d the vrork of 
t h i s Committee during the month of A p r i l . Ue asked to be included i n the l i s t of 
spealcers f o r today Ъесаггае of the very importa.nt d e c i s i o n vrhich the Comvaittee on 
Disarmament has jггst adopted. I t has decided to set u.p a vrorking group on the f i r s t 
item on our agenda, e n t i t l e d "Huclear t e s t ban", vrith a mandate acceptable to a l l 
members of t h i s Committee, lly delegation wishes to e:rpress i t s great s a t i s f a c t i o n that 
i t has proved p o s s i b l e to talce t h i s d e c i s i o n , and to congratulate you, I l r . Chairman, and 
Ambassador A l e s s i of I t a l y , f o r your conduct of the negotiations vrhich led to t h i s 
agreement. Ue should .also l i k e to o f f e r our congratvilations to the delegations that 
vrere most c l o s e l y involved i-n the n e g o t i a t i n g process, to the Co'.amittee on Disarmament 
i t s e l f and, of course, to Ambassador J a i p a l , the Personal Representative of the 
Secretary-General, 

I-Ir, ТЕРЛЕЕЁ ( E t h i o p i a ) : Hr, Chaàruan, the purpose of my statement at t h i s concludin; 
stage of оггг spring session i s to underline my delegation's p o s i t i o n concerning c e r t a i n 
points and also to е:>ф1а1п the manner i n vrl'iich vre a-ssess the progress of the v.rorlc of the 
Comrndttee on Disaa-mament, vrhose s p e c i a l report to the second s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament vre have novr a,dopted. 

Since the f i r s t s p e c i a l session i n liay 1978, the Committee on Disarmament has been 
conducting i t s negotiations i n a changing and sometimes distгlrbing environment. One can 
observe that 1979, the year immediately a f t e r the . f i r s t s p e c i a l session, vras perhaps the 
most productive i n terms of c r o s s - f e r t i l i z a t i o n of ideas and healthy exchange of vievrs 
on disarmament measures, p a r t i c u l a r l y 'nuclear disarmament, Dviring t h i s period, the 
Сгоггр of 21 i n p a r t i c u l a r гlrGcd the major nuclear-vreapon States to make гюге concrete 
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âisamatnent measures. I n i t s uorking papers the Cx-oup i n s i s t e d on the need to e s t a b l i s h 
working giroupa on s p e c i f i c items of the agenda. The Group of 21 has also urged the 
p a r t i e s to the t r i p a r t i t e negotiations on НТВ to inform the Conmittee on Disarmament on 
the px-ogress of t h e i r negotiations and to involve more d i r e c t l y and a c t i v e l y the 
Committee on Disarmament i n theso negotiations. I t has also sought c l a r i f i c a t i o n s on 
outstanding i s s u e s . The Group of 21 has repeatedly requested the United States and 
the 'USSP to resume and conplete t h o i r b i l a t e r a l negotiations on a chemical \reapons 
convention. Unfortunately, the i-esponses to these requests have not alv/ays been 
satisfactox-y. The b i l a t e r a l and t r i p a r t i t e negotiations ai-e now suspended, thxis 
preventing the Conmittee from focusing i t s a t t e n t i o n on two most important items of 
i t s agenda, îbvos have also been nade to upset p r i o r i t i e s set i n the F i n a l Document. 

Hov/ types of v/eapons of nass d e s t r u c t i o n ai-e being deployed gind developed, i n c l u d i n g 
the' nevitron bonb and moi-'e sop h i s t i c a t e d types of chemical weapons. The danger of. the 
outbreak of a nucleai" war has gxroatly escalated. I n the face of a l l t h i s , mass 
demonstrations have been held expressing o p p o s i t i o n to the continuing e s c a l a t i o n of 
the q u a n t i t a t i v e and q x i a l i t a t i v e development of nuclear ai-maments and against the 
p o l i c y of preparing the stage f o r a p o s s i b l e nuclear v/ar. People a l l over the v/orld 
are c a l l i n g f o r the cessation of the airas race, and f o r the t o t a l e l i m i n a t i o n of nuclear 
and other v/eapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n a.nd f o r a freeze on nuclear v/eapon t e s t s . Leading 
and Icnov/ledgeable p e r s o n a l i t i e s and organizations have challcaiged the d c c t r i n o s of 
nuclear deterrence. I t seems that such a spontaneous mass movement cannot go unlxeeded, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y i n vieví of the fact that m o b i l i z i n g v/orld p u b l i c opinion i n favour of 
disarmament i s one of the objectives of the foi-thcoming second s p e c i a l session devoted 
to disarmament, v/hose agenda includes such items as diaa,rmament education, tx-ainihg and 
pxvblic information a c t i v i t i e s . Ily delegation thex-efox-e expresses the hope that c e r t a i n 
nuclear-v/eapon States nay be persuaded to r e j e c t the theoi-y of a so-ca21ed " l i m i t e d 
nuclear i i a x " since there v / i l l be no winner i n svich a v/ar. 

Uy delegation b e l i e v e s that the consideration and adoption of a comprehensive 
programme of disax-mament i s one of the most important tasks that the Committee on 
Disarmament i s t a c k l i n g . The report of the Ad Hoc Vforking Group included i n the 
Committee's s p e c i a l report to the second speciaJ session i s a notev/orthy document and 
deserves thoroxigh stxidy. lly delegation i s i u l l y behind the px-oposal that f o r s u c h a 
programme to be r e a l i s t i c i t has to include time-fx'-anes, and c l e a r l y defined o b j e c t i v e s , 
pxdnciples and p r i o x - i t i e s to be negotiated. The v/orld has ari:ciously v/a-ited f o r over 
tv/o decades to see the beginning of a comprehensive progranne such as the one v/e ai^e 
tx-j'-ing to design. A t i n e - f r a n e not beyond the year 2000 i s therefore reasonable. I n 
the s p i r i t of paragx-a.ph 50 oT the F i n a l Document, my delegation earnestly hopes that 
the • q u a l i t a t i v e im-provement and development of nuclear v/eapon ssí-stens v / i l l cea,se and 
that t h i s v / i l l be follov/ed by the c e s s a t i o n of the production of a l l such v/eapons and 
theix- delivex-y systems, leading f i n a l l y to a conprehensive phasod programme f o r the 
progressive and balanced reduction of s t o c k p i l e s v/ith a viev/ to the u l t i m a t e and 
complete e l i m i n a t i o n of such v/eapons a.t the e a r l i e s t p o s s i b l e time. The Committee on 
Diaai^mament vas requested by the General Assembly i n resolution ' 3 5 / 1 5 2 J and 
r e s o l u t i o n 36/52 1' "fco continue i t s negotiations on the e l a b o r a t i o n of a CPD for' 
submission to i t at i t s second s p e c i a l session. The s e c t i o n on a, CPD i n the x-eport 
v/e have j u s t adopted, although not entix-ely free from square bx-ackets, nevertheless 
represents over tv/o years of hard woi"]:. The able leadex'ship px-ovided to the Ad Hoc 
Working Group by Ambassador Garcia Robles of llexico i s h i g h l y appreciated by my 
d e l e g a t i o n . Ily delegation e^qoresses the hope that outstandir^g issues r e l a t i n g to 
measux-es, stages and the nature of the programme v / i l l be negotiated s e r i o u s l y i n the 
futxire. 
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I l r . Chairmn, thanlœ to уоггг re l o n i l e a r . e f f o r t s ; аг. v e i l 8.s those of i t r . A l e s s i , 
a.nd the s k i l l s which уогг have applied, we have ncir reached a consensuis and produced a 
nanda.te f o r an ad l o c viorking егоггр on a nuclear test-ban t r e a t y . This consensus,^ i t 
seems to me, was p o s s i b l e not only dггe to tne f l e x i b l e p o s i t i o n taken by the Огоггр -̂̂ f 2 1 , 
Dггt also to the s p i r i t of co-operation and compromise displayed by the group of so c i a . l i s t 
States, p a r t i c u l a r l y at the consггltation meeting held t h i s norning under уоггг 
Chaii-manship. Iiy delegation congratulates г,11 of those wdio contribiited to t h i s success. 
I t i s my delegation's understanding that t h i s mandate v : i l l enable the ad hoc working 
егоггр to negotiate, i n the s p i r i t of the Group of 21 document, C p / l S l , issues r e l a t i n g 
t c the scope, v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance, f i n a l clauses and other elements that vrould 
go into" a d r a f t t r e a t y , and a t r e a t y which vrould lead h o p e f u l l y to general and complete 
p r o h i b i t i o n of naclear vreapons t e s t s . I t i s also understood by my delegation that the 
ad hoc vrorking group v r i l l take i n t o accoLint a l l e x i s t i n c proposals and future i n i t i a t i v e s 
i n preparing the d r a f t t r e a t y . I t i s i n t h i s s p i r i t , I l r , Chairman, that my.delegation 
associates i t s e l f vrith уоггг statement expressing a p p r e c i a t i o n to a l l , t h o s e delegations 
that ha.ve shovm a s p i r i t of compromise and co-operation i n our vrork. 

F i n a l l y , my delegation i s pleased to note the progress vrhich has been made i n the 
vrork of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons, chaired by Ambassador Sujka of 
Poland, the Ad Hoc Working Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l Weapons, under the chairmanship of 
Ambassador Wegener and the l/orking Group on E f f e c t i v e I n t e r n a t i o n a l Arrangeinents to 
Assure ITon-Huclear-Weapon States Against the Use or Threat of Use of IMclear Weapons, 
vihich has been chaired s c ably by Ambassador Ahmad of Pa k i s t a n , 

I l r . DOIT HAH JIRA (líenya) I l i r . Chairman, disting^aished Golegates, t h i s session of 
the Committee on Disarmament i s about to adjourn, and I vrould l i k e to take the l i b e r t y 
of е^фгоза1пс the genuine ap p r e c i a t i o n and s a t i s f a c t i o n of my delegation at the i m p a r t i a l 
manner i n vrhich you, I-Ir, Chairman, have guided our d e l i b e r a t i o n s during your chairmanship 
of the Committee. As you knovr, S i r , dramatic dovclopments i n cur negotiations have taken 
place p a r t i c u l a r l y during the l a s t four days or so, and, fortггnately, the lгltiпate resvilt 
of уоггг t i r e l e s s e f f o r t s has not been too negative, e s p e c i a l l y i f measured a.gainst the 
background of the discussions vre have held : ince vre convened here on 2 February-
l a s t . 

Lot t'le a l s o , S i r , о:фгевс my delega.tion's gratitvids to your predecessors, 
Ambassadors A l e s s i of I t a l y and I l a h a l l a b i of I r a n , as -irell a.s to the Ambassadors of 
Ilexico, the Federal Republic of Germany, Palcistan and Poland vrho have i m p a r t i a l l j r served 
as chairmen of the four vrorking groups. I a,lño vrioli to pay t r i b u t e to the Secretary of 
the Committee, Ambassador J a i p a l , and h i s e n t i r e s t a f f , a,s vrell as the i n t e r p r e t e r s , 
fo r the e x c e l l e n t services they have rendered iis i n the past tlrcee months. 

I t i s not the i n t e n t i o n of the Kenya delegation to give a Лг11 evaluation of the 
vrork of the Committee on Disarmament. I must, hovrever, r e i t e r a t e one of our c e n t r a l 
points of vievr, nat-iely, that many loopholes s t i l l e x i s t i n the nego t i a t i n g character of 
the Committee on DisarmaiAent and -that t h i s Committee nггst f u l l y a,ddress i t s e l f to t h i s 
question. The forthcoming s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament 
v r i l l o f f e r vis a good opportunity f o r t h i s purpose, and I hope that as vre revievr and 
appraise the implementation of the recomtiendations of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session, vre 
s h a l l pay p a r t i c u l a i - a t t e n t i o n to and resolve to implement the v i t a l requirement that 
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the Cotnmittee he the s i n g l e m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g forum, to carry out substantive 
n e g o t i a t i o n s , and not a mere community f o r debating disarmament i s s u e s . On a more 
p o s i t i v e note, 1 b e l i e v e that the Committee has, at i t s current session, reached 
agreement on important areas of i t s v;ork and these decisions should be borne i n mind 
and b u i l t upon, not only during the second s p e c i a l session but also dviring the Committee's 
summer session of 1932 and beyond. One, i s the agreement, perhaps the best achievement 
of the session, which we have reached on the s p e c i a l r e p o r t of the Committee to the 
'second speciaJ session of the General Assembly. I t i a , i n my opinion, a balanced 
re p o r t , even though i t lacks a recommendatory character which my delegation would have 
l i k e d to see i n such a r e p o r t , vihich i s cuatomarily submitted only once i n f i v e years. 
Therefore, while conforming i n structure and content to the s p e c i a l character which i t 
Vías supposed to assume, on the ba.sis of the guidelines given by the Committee at the 
beginning of t h i s session, the s p e c i a l report should have offered som.e s p e c i f i c and 
p r a c t i c a l recommendations f o r the c o n s i d e r a t i o n c f the General Assembly at the second 
s p e c i a l s ession r a t h e r than l i m i t i n g i t s e l f to the mere statement i n аиптаг^г form, of 
"the state of disarmament negotiations since the f i r s t s p e c i a l session". 

Another quite welcome agreement has j u s t been reached on the establishment of an 
ad hoc vror]:ing group on a nuclear t e s t ban, on the basis of the proposal contained i n 
working paper Ilo. 67, dated 21 A p r i l 1932, prepared by Ambassador J a i p a l , f o l l o w i n g h i s 
consultations w i t h varioiia delegations. Me have p a r t i c u l a r l y welcomed t h i s p o s i t i v e 
development because i t touches on an issue on vrhich the Conmittee has spent a l o t of 
time, both formally and i n f o r m a l l y , during i t s current session. Ily delegation has 
therefore decided not to stand i n the vray of the c r e a t i o n of a vrorking group on the 
basais of V/orking Pa.per По. б7, not because the proposal per se offered the beat mandate 
f o r the vrorking group on a CTD, but b a s i c a l l j ^ because of four reasons. One, my 
delegation has come to the conclvxaion that the proposal i n V/orking Paper Ho. 67 vrould 
o f f e r the boat chance so fax- f o r a consensus. Tvc, the mandate i n that proposal i s 
opon; that i a , i t w i l l ena.ble the working grovip, once created, to discuss a l l issues 
r e l a t i n g to item 1 of the Committee's agenda. Tlnree, the pi-opocal does not i n any way 
d i m i n i s h the validit;'- of the p o a i t i o n of the Group of 21, of vrhich my country i a a 
member, contained i n docunent CD/I8I, dated 24 A p r i l 1982. And f i n a l l y , I s t r o n g l y 
b e l i e v e that as the m u l t i l a t e r a l disarnanent n e g o t i a t i n g forum, recognized by the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a t community and i n accordance vritli paragraph 120 of the F i n a l Document of 
the f i r s t s p e c i a l session, t h i s Committee nu.at not be prevented from e x e r c i s i n g i t s 
l e g i t i m a t e r i g h t and corresponding duty to carry ovit m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on a 
t r e a t y f o r the p r o h i b i t i o n of a l l nuclear-weapon t e s t s . I b e l i e v e that the block 
p o l i t i c s , t a c t i c s and m i l i t a r y confrontation of the tvro m i l i t a r y aJliancea and 
Superpovrers should not at a l l be allovred to v i c t i m i z e the Committee on Disarmament, 
They should not at a l l obstruct the cause and u n i v e r s a l character of disarmament, and 
the Committee on Disarmament i t s e l f should not be turned i n t o a battleground f o r 
i d e o l o g i c a J and r e l a t e d purposes. As the d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador of S r i Lanl:a t o l d 
US yesterday, there i a a saying i n S r i Lanlca to the e f f e c t that "vrhen tvro elephants 
nalce love, i t i s the grass that s u f f e r s most". That i s the saying i n S r i LarJca, but 
there i a also another aaying i n S v r a l i i l i to the e f f e c t that "vrhen tvro elephants f i g h t , 
i t i a the graaa that s u f f e r s most", Vfliat vrould happen i f the elephants vrere to both 
f i g h t and malee love? I n the context of the Committee, then, the grass vrould be the 
Comi,iittee i t s e l f , and the Group of 21. V/e s h a l l therefore aupport every move calculat e d 
to enable the Committee to negotiate a t r e a t y on a nuclear teat ban. 
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(lb:. Don ïïan.jira, Кедуа) 

Other agreenents roached during t h i n session on other itens have included, i n 
p a r t i c u l a r , a,greeT.ient on a consolidated text for- the CPD, and a l l those agroonents, as 
I have said before, are v/elcome to r.y delegation. Obviously, v;e would ha.ve l i h e d to 
see greater progress on a СТБ, but under tlio circunstances i t ho.s not been possible to 
achieve t h i s . I t i s глу hope that acceptance of the idea of stages f o r a CTB v d l l lead 
to axceptance of tho other concepts of a. CTB, i n c l u d i n g , i n pa.rticula,r, tlie c r i t i c a l 
questions of tir-ie-frames, review a,nd a p p r a i s a l , as v/ell as tho binding character, 
p o l i t i c a l v d l l and f i i - n conmitnont which the CPD must assume. Otherwise, t h i s CPD w i l l 
be a vrorthless document. Iiy country stands rea,dy to play i t s r o l e i n tho cause of 
disarmament, and as a developing country, we sha,ll continue to a t t a c l i the greatest 
importance to the close r e l a t i o n s h i p that e x i s t s betweon disa.rmament and development, 
and \te s h a l l c a l l f o r the urgent a l l o c a t i o n of the hundreds and thousands and b i l l i o n s 
of d o l l a r s — the c o l o s s a l amounts of money squandered amuaJly on the arms race — to 
s o c i a l and economic development, i n p a r t i c u l a r , of the developing countries, i n the 
context of the ITew I n t e r n a t i o n a l flconomic Order, 

Ну delegation b e l i e v e s that i t w i l l be very worthwhile f o r our informal 
consultations to be resxined i n liev; York r i g h t from the very beginning of the s p e c i a l 
session, and i f p o s s i b l e , even during the meetings of the Preparatory Committee f o r 
that session. F i n a l l y , I i r i s h to say tl i a t the Committee s t i l l owes the p u b l i c at. large 
a b e t t e r way of i n f o K i i n g the vrorld community about the Committee's a c t i v i t i e s , llany 
things do happen v r i t h i n t h i s Covmiittee, some of them of a serious nature, but I must 
confess that the vrorld at largo knovrs. very l i t t l e about them and therefore I an r e a l l y 
convinced that f o r the b e t t e r cause of disarmament, i t i s e s s e n t i a l that improved 
programmes of education of the masses and education of the policy-malœrs be i n i t i a t e d , 
and t h i s i n the not too d i s t a n t f u t u r e . l i r . Chaiman, these are the fev; remarks that I 
v/anted to malee at t h i s stage of our session, and I thanlc yovi very much f o r g i v i n g me 
the f l o o r . 

l i r . TIAIT JIIT (China) ( t r a n s l a t e d fron Chinese) ; I l r . Chairman, f i r s t o f a l l , I 
v/ould l i k e to poi n t out that China's p o s i t i o n on a nuclear t e s t ban i s v/ell laiov/n. Ifox/, 
the variou.s sides have agreed to the s e t t i n g up of a v/orking group on a "nuclear t e s t ban 
i n the Committee on Disarnamont. Tho Chineso delegation v/ould not stand i n the way of 
reaching a consensus. Ilov/evor, i t reserves the r i g h t to make f u r t h e r comments on t h i s 
question. 

Thanlcs to the e f f o r t s of various delegations, tho current session of the Committee 
on Disarmament has y i e l d e d some r e s u l t s . The Chinese delegation appreciates very much 
the diplomatic conpotcnco and e f f e c t i v e guidance demonstrated by you, Ambassador Okavra, 
i n your v/orlc as the Chairman of the Committee f o r tho month of A p r i l . However, v/e could 
not f a i l to note t h a t the cvurrent grave i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n characterized by 
Guperpov/er aggression, expansion and occupation and bj^ the i n c r e a s i n g l y i n t e n s i f i e d arms 
race betv/een the countries possessing the l a r g e s t nuclear arsenals, has exerted an 
u.nfavourable e f f e c t on t l i i s Committee's v/orl: and rendered i t impossible to make greater 
progress. 
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(ïlr. T i an J i n , China) 

The Chinese delegation g r e a t l y hopos that a conprehensive programme of disarmament 
w i l l be approved during the coning s p e c i a l session on disarnanent on the basis of the 
reasonable proposals pxit for\7?j:d by the Group of 21. S i n i l a r l y , v/e hope that the 
SpeciaJ session v / i l l see progrens on the qviestion of nuclear disarmament. On the 
question of s e c u r i t y assui^ances provided to the non-nuclear-v/eapon States, i t i s our 
hope tha:t the countries v/ith the l a r g e s t nuclear arsenals v / i l l change t h e i r a t t i t u d e . 
Me e;q)ect f a s t e r development i n the olafooration of a chemical weapon convention during 
the summer session. 

P i n a l l y , wo hope that the second s p e c i a l session of the GeneraJ Assembly devoted 
to disamnament, x/hich i s a t t r a c t i n g v/orld-v/ide a t t e n t i o n , v / i l l make a major c o n t r i b u t i o n 
to pi-omoting the cause of disarmament. 

l b . G-Al̂ CIA KOBLIiS (llexico) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Spanish) ; I l r . Chairman, since I gave 
the Comnittee yeEterda.y a d e s c r i p t i o n and b r i e f a n a lysis of the d r a f t comprehensive 
programme of disarmament, although my delegation s t i l l thinlcs that i t w i l l be the 
c e n t r a l item on the agenda of tho second s p e c i a l session of tho General Assembly 
devoted to diaarraament, I thinlc i t i a unnecessary f o r me to take the subject up again 
todaj'-, I have asked f o r the f l o o r only i n order to make a fev/ comnents on another 
subject, the one v/hich r i g h t l y occupies f i r s t place on our agenda.. 

The p o s i t i o n of the Hoxican delegation on the p r o h i b i t i o n of a l l nuclear weapons 
te s t a i a w e l l knov/n. I/o have been s t a t i n g that p o a i t i o n f o r years, both i n the F i r s t 
Conmittee of the General Aaaembly and i n the negotia.ting bodies that preceded the 
Comxaittee cn Diaarm.a.ment aa v/ell as i n the Coranittee i t s e l f . The l a s t - time v/e presented 
our p o s i t i o n at acme length v/as- a.t the opening meeting of the Committee's present 
neaaion, held on 2 February 1082. 

The verbatha record of that vaeeting can e a s i l y be conaulted and there i s therefore 
no need f o r me to repeat no\/ what I said then. I v i l l only say that our p o a i t i o n has 
not changed and tha,t i t i a on the baaia c f that p o s i t i o n that the l l e x i c a n delegation v / i l l 
submit to the v/orking gi-oup "proposals" and '•; n i t i a t i v e s " v/hich. according to the l a a t 
paragraph of the d e c i s i o n v/e lir.vo :,.doptod today and v'-.-.ich i a incorporated i n paragraph 3 3 
of the Committee's report, should be "talcen i n t o account" b,y the group i n diacharging 
the taalc entrusted to i t . And i t v / i l l be the p r i n c i p i e n a.nd purposea on v/hich our 
v/ell-knovm p o a i t i o n i a baaed that v / i l l guide our a c t i o n i/hen we reach the stage, 
r e f e r r e d to i n the l a a t part o f the paragraph I mentioned, of adopting a d e c i s i o n on 
the course of a c t i o n to be follov/ed next yea.r i n t h i a connection. 

U n t i l then, I should l i k e to end t h i s b r i e f statement by o f f e r i n g our sincere 
congratulations and e:q)reasing our deep approciation both to you, Ih-. Chairaian, and to 
your predeceaaor i n the Chair, Anbaasador-Alessi, arü also to Anbaaaador J a i p a l who, aa 
Gecretarj^ of the Comnittee, has given you both h i a constant co-operation. The e f f o r t s 
of the tia-ee of you have been rev/arded today by the establishment of the v/orking group 
tc whicli I r e f e r r e d e a r l i e r and which, ve earnostly hope, may be the f i r s t step tov/arda 
the achievoment i n the near futuiro of the goal that a l l the peoples of the v/orld have 
been pursuing i n v a i n f o r moro than a quarter of a century, namely, the conclusion of a 
t r e a t y p r o h i b i t i n g a l l nuclear v/capon teats f o r a l l time and i n a l l environments. 
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i'ir. SüTFiESlTA ( I n d o n e s i a ) ; I l r . C h a i m a n , n y d e l e g a t i o n -.'ishes to наке sone remarks 
now t h a t onr Committee i s cbcut to f i n i s h i t s s p r i n g s e s s i o n . Looking back a t what the 
Committee has t r i e d to a c c o n p l i s h during- -diese l a s t t h r e e ncnths, r.y d e l e g a t i o n has 
reason t o s t a t e t h a t "bliere are t i l i n g s --..tiich a l l of u s , I b e l i e v e , can be 'ircud of and 
many o t h e r s , r e g r e t t a b l y , on i.-diich f u r t h e r perseverance, r e s o l u t e n e s s a,nd m.oro l a b o r i o u s 
virirk v r i l l have to be put i n t o b e f o r e n i n i m a l prog^ress can be a c h i e v e d . I t has been 
e v i d e n t througiicut ж г work d u r i n g t h i s c e s s i o n , ar 'las been s t a t e d by many d e l e g a t i o n s , 
•that the s p i r i t o f nu-tual acccnnodation, o r the l a c k o f i t , continues to be the 
d e t e r m i n i n g fact.-j-r f o r tlie "pfogress or f a i l ' c r e c f our endeavours i n the Coninittee. T l i i s , 
I t h i n k , i s n o m a l r n c l l n e g o t i a t i n g : f-ахш.г-, and тarticularly so i n the case o f our 
Committee as the s o l e m u l t i l a t e r a l nc;;otia.ting- f c r U n cn J.Í3a,iTianent. 

'.'itji rego ,rd t o -i.toî--' 1 o f Our agenda i-:y d e l e ; : a t i c n , t e i n g one c f vrîiose -.rhich hs.vc 
•pressed f o i : the e a r l y e s t a b l i s l i n e n t o f a s'ubsidio.ry body t c n e g o t i a t e a t r e a t y on the 
c e s s a t i o n of nuclee.r weapon t e s t s , I r i shes t c j o i n the p r e v i o u s speakers i n e x p r e s s i n g 
our s a , t i s f a c t i o n a t s e e i n g t h a t i t has f i n a l l y proved p o s s i b l e to s e t up an ad hoc 
working grroup on the CTL under a mandate a c c e p t a b l e to a l l d e l e g a t i o n s . I vrish t o 
convey my s i n c e r e a p p r e c i a t i o n to a l l d e l e g a t i o n s f o r t h e i r coimuendable displays of the 
s p i r i t o f compronise vrh ich has enabled the Committee to a r r i v e a t t h i s s i t u a t i o n . I 
b e l i e v e t h i s achievement c o n s t i t u t e s a symbol t h a t our Committee i s x'esponding i n p a r t 
p o s i t i v e l y to the appeal of the U n i t e d îTations General Assembly, and hovrever modest i t 
m:ay appear t o be, i t has s.hovrn t h a t the Conxiittee on Disamament i s оьЫе to m a i n t a i n , i f 
not enhance, i t s ovm c r e d i b i l i t y i n vievr of the i n c r e a s i n g importaince a t t a c h e d to i t by 
the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community. The f a c t t h a t i t i s o c c u r r i n g d u r i n g your tenure o f o f f i c e , 
l-Ir. Chain-nan, i s a l s o a source of g x a t i f i c a t i o n to piy d e l e g a t i o n , а„з your c o u n t r y and 
Indonesia continue to enjoy e x c e l l e n t r e l a t i o n s . I should be remiss i f I d i d not pay 
t r i b u t e a l s o t o the d i s t i n g T i i s h o d G o c r e t a r y o f our Comnittee, -u.iba..ssaxlor J a i p a l . I t i s 
to a g r e a t extent due to h i s s k i l f u l n e s s t h a t vre ha,ve a t l o n g la.st reached the stage i n 
v/hich v/e f i n d o u r s e l v e s today. There i s s t i l l a l o n g vray to go, but I submit t h a t the 
Committee has made a g;ood s'tart. 

On item 2 of our agenda, my d e l e g a t i o n cannot but express i t s disappointment t h a t , 
n o t v / i t h s t a n d i n g the f a c t that i t a l s o i s regarded as an item of the h i g h e s t p r i o r i t y 
by the F i n a l Document, i t again proved not to l e p o s s i b l e d u r i n g the s p r i n g s e s s i o n to 
r e a c h a consensus, lly d e l e g a t i o n vrould n ot l i k e t o see t h i s b e i n g regarded as a 
c o l l e c t i v e f a i l u r e on the p a r t of the Coniir.ittee. 

On the item c o n c e r n i n g n e g a t i v e s e c u r i t y assurances, v e r y b r i e f l y , I vrish t o 
express the hope t l i a t tho second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of the Ge n e r a l A s s e n b l y devoted to 
disamament v r i l l g i v e a nevr impetus that v r i l l enable our Gonnittee i n the summer 
s e s s i o n t o make s i g n i f i c a n t headvray i n the d i s c h a r g e of i t s task i n t i i i s c o n n e c t i o n , 
a l t h o u g h r e g r e t t a b l y the o b s t a c l e s appear a t p r e s e n t to be i n s u m o u n t a b l e . Dut ny 
d e l e g a t i o n s t i l l e n t e r t a i n s the hope 'that e v e n t u a l l y the sense of o b j e c t i v e r e a l i s m 
v r i l l p r e v a i l . 

W i t h r e s p e c t to chemical vreapons, ny d e l e g a t i o n e n t e r t a i n s the hope -that i t v r i l l 
be p o s s i b l e , a t the summer s e co i o r j f o r the Chaimian t o f i n d a me-thod of work t l i a t v / i l l 
enable the Ad Hoc v/orking- Group t o advance t l i e p r o c e s s o f elaborating- the p r o v i s i o n s of 
a convention a t the e a r l i e s t p o s s i b l e d a t e . Т1:е i n p o r t a n c e o f i t s e a r l y c o n c l u s i o n , I 
b e l i e v e , i s q u i t e c l e a r , p a r t i c u l a r l y as vre are r a c i n g a g a i n s t t i n e i n vievr c f r a p i d 
t e c h n o l o g i c a l i n n o v a t i o n s . 
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( l i r . S u t r e s n a , I ndcnesia) 

On the i t e n c o n c e r n i n g r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, my d e l e g a t i o n r e a l i z e s t h a t there 
are many u n r e s o l v e d problems i n the work of the '.id Ilo с "./'ci-king Gi-oup. However, my 
d e l e g a t i o n shares tho hope t h a t the o b s t a c l e s t h a t have been i d e n t i f i e d d u r i n g t h i s 
s p r i n g s e s s i o n n a y e v e n t u a l l y t a overcoiae. I t i s our viev/ tha-t the Chairman's paper, 
t o g e t h e r v/ith the p r o p o s a l t h a t has or n i g h t e v e n t u a l l y be svibmitted, c o u l d p r o v i d e a 
s t a r t i n g p o i n t f o r our f u t u r e worck cn t h i s i t e n . 

On the CPD, i t i s t r u e , as you nay have n o t i c e d , Itr. Chairman, t h a t a g r e a t p a r t 
of the r e p o r t c o n t a i n e d i n document C D / 2 0 5 s t i l l r e f l e c t s wide d i f f e r e n c e s of vie-./, 
some of v/hich are of a fundajnental n a t u r e . But ny d e l e g a t i o n i s h o p e f u l t h a t dur.ing 
the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of the GeneraJ Assembly, or even b e f o r e , through i n i o m a l 
c o n t a c t s or c o n s u l t a t i o n s o r otherv/ise, these d i f f e r e n c e s nay perhaps be r e s o l v e d i n 
a manner a c c e p t a b l e to a J l . 1 a.;;ree v/i t l i some of tiie p r e v i o u s rpe.alrers, altiieuglv tliey 
exx^ressed tiiemselves i n a r a t l i e r p e s s i m i s t i c tone, t l i a t eacli and a l l of us w i l l iiave 
to d i s p l a y a sense of r e a l i s m , or ме s h a l l not be a b l e to overcome tliese o b s t a c l e s . . 
But I submit t l i a t i n a-pplyiiig t l i i s sense of r e a l i s m to our f u r t h e r e f f o r t s tov/a.rds 
r e s o l v i n g those d i f f e r e n c e s , we should not l o s e s i g h t of tiie o b j e c t i v e s v/e wisl; to 
a c i i i e v e tiii-ough tiie CPE'. Anb.assador C-.a.rcia. Piobles, the a b l e Ciiairman of the Ad Hoc 
v/orking Group on a CPD, i n l i i s statement int.roducing tiie r e p o r t , touciied upon tlie 
q u e s t i o n of the nature of tlie CPD to vdiicii му d e l e g a t i o n v / i l l b r i e f l j ^ address i t s e l f . 
Ily d e l e g a t i o n , f o r i t s p a r t , v / i l l be prepared to go a l o n g v/ith tiie consensus vriiicii 
migiit be e v o l v e d i n Kev/ Yorlc to i n t r o d u c e an element of a b i n d i n g c i i a r a c t e r , because 
my d e l e g a t i o n continues to b e l i e v e t h a t p o l i t i c a J commitnent alone i s i':pt enougii, as 
v/e llave n o t i c e d fropi th.e experience gained froi.i the P i n a l Docunent. 
Ar:ibassador Garcia. Pobles a l l u d e d to s e v e r a l v.̂ ays i n v/liicli t i i i s c o u l d be done. In 
t h i s c o n t e x t , I v/ould venture to submit f o r consiuercvtion, t h a t i n t i i c event of the 
a d o p t i o n of tiie CPD by tiie G eneral Assembly a.t i t s second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n , tlie 
prograjiime c o u l d perliaps be signed by tlie heads of d e l e g a t i o n s , v / i t i i the f u l l pov/ers 
of t l i e i r r e s p e c t i v e Heads of GcveiTinent^. ïliif;, i n the viev.' of ny d e l e g a t i o n , v/ould 
be more p r a c t i c a l , i n viev/ of the ur£^;ency t l i a t лИ member S t a t e s a.ttacli to the CPD. 

Iluch has a.lready been s a i d on tlie g r e a t irvportance i-.ttaciied t o the second 
s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of tiie G eneral A s c e n b l y d.voted, t c dis.amamc : t . ïiiere seems to be 
p r a c t i c a l l y n o t l i i n g x.^liich ny dclegaüion c o a l d а 1 ч 1 tu t h i s , '..liât my d e l e g a t i o n v/ishes 
to say, hov/ever, i s t h a t a l o n g p e r i o d of f o u r y e a r s has passed b y s i n c e a l l the 
S t a t e s m.embers of the Un,"i ted lIa.tionn, by consensus, a.donted tiie P i n a l Document of 
tiie f i r s t specj.aJ s e s s i o n of tiie Gonoral Assembly on disarm.ament, a.nd t l i e r e can 
t h e r e f o r e be no b e t t e r o p p o r t u n i t y tlian tlie second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n to t r a n s l a t e i n t o 
r e a l deeds tlie p o l i t i c a l ooranitnents v/c all.v'.adc d.ur.ln"; tlie 1 S 7 C s e s s i o n . M c members 
of the Committee, on Bisarnaxient v/ould do v e i l — as 1 g a t h e r that many of us v / i l l be 
g o i n g to ITei/ York t c a t t e n d the s p e c i a l sesrúrm — i f \/e, c e l l e c t i v e l j ^ o r i n d i v i d u a l l y , 
a l s o manage to d i s p l a y a s p i r i t of compromise and mutual Eicconmiodation t i i e r e on t h i s 
i r r p o r t a n t o c c a s i o n . 

In c o n c l u s i o n , Иг. Chairman, through you, I v/ish t o express on b e l i a l f o f my 
d e l e g a t i o n , our h e a . r t f e l t thanlcs and a p p r e c i a t i o n to a l l members of the S e c r e t a r i a t , 
.including those v.̂ lio have been v/crlcing 'leiiind the scener,; sucli as tiie i n t e r p r e t e r s and 
s e c u r i t y o f f i c e r s f o r the commendable seirv'ices rendered to the Conmittee d u r i n g t h i s 
s e s s i o n . 
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The С М Ш Ш Г ; I thank Ambassador Sutresna l o r h i s statement. The Comnittee has 
heard the l a s t speaker on tho l i s t of speakers. V/ould any other delegation u i s h to 
take the f l o o r ? 

I-Ir. DOIT 1 Щ Т Л М (Kenya): I merely wish to correct part of :.!y statement i n which 
I think there was a lapsus lin.xuae. I t should have read "th.is Ccmnittee must not be 
prevented from e x e r c i s i n g i t s legitim.ate r i g h t and corresponding duty t c carry out 
m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on a t r e a t y f o r tho p r o h i b i t i o n of a l l nuclear-weapon 
t e s t s , " and not States as I s a i d . 

The СНАШШТ: I thank Dr. ITanjira f o r h i s c l a r i f i c a t i o n . 

D i s t i n g u i s h e d delegates, I think we have согяе to the conclusion of our f i n a l 
debate i n tlie f i r s t h a l f of our 1982 session, and I wish to thank згой a l l f o r your 
c o n t r i b u t i o n s t h i s evening. I vrould a l s o l i k e to thank you very s i n c e r e l y f o r the 
most k i n d vrords that you have addressed to the Chair. 

V/e have one more item of business to deal v;ith, as you are vrell airare. V/e 
"agreed i n our informal meeting at the end cf tho afternoon that vre vrould come back, 
i n the plenary, to the question of the dates of the second part of our 1982 session. 
I r e g r e t t o say. that there i s , at present, no consensus regarding the opening date 
of the suimer session, i n s p i t e of the consultations that have been going on behind 
the scenes during t h i s plenary meeting, and, i n ny vievr, no consensus i s l i k e l y to 
be reached i n the next fev/ days. In the circurnstanoes, I f e e l I have no option but 
to convene an informal meeting of the Committee on Disarmcunent .in Heir York, i n June, 
during the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assenbly. I t may be p o s s i b l e , at 
that time, to reach consensus because several n a t t e r s v r i l l be cleo,rer then than. novr. 
I hope you can agree to t h i s procedure, vrhich i s permissible under- r u l e 3 of our 
r u l e s of procedure. 

Иг. EEDEIIDILEG (liongolia) ( t r a n s l a t e d f r o n Russian): I l r . Chainnan, I understood 
you to say that t h i s question to vrhich vre are n o v r e f e r r i n g irould be discussed a f t e r 
statements and the adjournment of the plenar;^ meeting, at an informal meetings I 
vrould therefore request that the fcrraal m.eeting novr be suspended and that an informal 
meeting be convened vrhere your vievrs ca,n be stated f u l l y . I f you have put forvrard 
t h i s proposal as a proposal by the C l i a i r , I am rathor f e a r f u l that i t might 
p r e c i p i t a t e a di s c u s s i o n a.t the formal meeting. 

The CHAIRtlAII: Thank you very much. You liave heard the proposal of 
Ambassador Erdembileg. 



I-Ir. de GOÏÏZA E SILVA ( B r a s i l ) : Пг. Chairman, i n order not to prolong too much 
a discussion ij h i c h has already gone on fox- too long, l e t us consider tha-t- thex-e are 
four delegations i n t e r e s t e d i n t h i s mattor — your oun, as the Chairman of the 
Committee u n t i l the month cf J u l y , and the delegations of Kenya, Mexico and 
Mongolia. I therefore suggest th^at ve suspend the meeting and the four delegations, 
under your Chairmanship, consult among youx-selves and the d e c i s i o n you come to , be 
reported to the Committee i n the hope and t r u s t that the Committee v d l l endorse 
immediately the conclusion that you foxir ma,y reach. 

The CBAIPJ-'Mf: I thank Ambassador de Souza e S i l v a of B r a z i l . Would you agree 
to f o l l o w the suggestion of Ambassador Ex-dembileg and suspend t h i s meeting of the 
Committee on Disarraament and meet again immediately i n another i n f o i m a l meeting of 
the Committee? Is there a consensus on that pi-ocedure? 

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Spanish); Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the d i s t i n g u i s h e d ilepresentative of B r a z i l f o r so k i n d l y suggesting that I should 
be a member of t h i s small group, but I assure you, Mr- Chairman, and the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of B r a z i l , that the f a c t that Mexico i s s h o r t l y to 
assume the Chairmanship of the Committee has abs o l u t e l y no i n f l u e n c e , as f a r as I 
am concerned, on the choice of a s u i t a b l e date f o r the opening of our surmier session. 
Г b e l i e v e , as I sadd t i d s afternoon, and several d i s t i n g u i s i i e d representatives liave 
a l s o done so, t i i a t we iiave already spent too mu.cli time on t h i s ciuestion. I f u l l y 
agree w i t l i tiie procedural suggestion you have j u s t na^de. I was ads о i n agTeement 
wi t h the suggestion you made t i l l s afternoon wiien opening our meeting, and with the 
amendment to your suggestion put forward by Ambassador Issr a e l y a n . I iiave nothing 
against our suspending.tills meeting and holding an informal meeting, subject to one 
c o n d i t i o n , I'Ir. Ciiairman. I tliinlc tiia.t tlie informad meeting siiculd l a s t no longer 
than 15 minutes and t l i a t ve sliould tlien taice a d e c i s i o n i n plenary meeting 
immediately afterv/axds. I would not agree tc a suspension cf more than 
15 minutes. 

The СШ^.ШШ1; Thank you -/ery :rach, imbasro-clor Gar-cia Robles. Tlie proposal to 
suspend tiie meeting and move i n t o an informal meeting iias been seconded by 
Ambassador Garcia Robles on tiie c ondition t l i a t i t l a s t s not longer tlian 15 minutes. 
Are there no objections? We suspend the plenaxy and move immediately i n t o a.n 
informal meeting. 

I t vas so decided. 

The meeting was suspended at 10 p.m. and resumed at 10.20 n.m. 

The СНА1КШТ; (Ambassador Olcawa of Japan) The formal session of the Comiittee 
on Disarmament i s resumed. 
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Mr. SOM VILA (Cuba) ( t r a n s l a t e d f r o n Spanish); Mr. Chaiman, i n vievr.of the 
f a c t that our Conmittoe has been unable to reach a consensus on the date f o r the 
res-umption of i t s uork i n the summer, ire vould propose that i t shoixld be decided 
that during the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disamament 
the Committee should hold a meeting i n iîev York convened by i t s present Chairman, the 
Ambassador of Japan, to decide on the do,te f o r the resumption of i t s session i n the 
summer. 

The ClklШЪШ; I thank Ambassador Sola V i l a f o r h i s proposal. Are there any 
objections to t h i s proposal? There appeo^rs to be no objection, so I v i l l take i t 
that the Committee on Disarmament decides- to take decision to reconvene i n an 
i n f o m a l meeting i n June i n Heij York. 

Hr. MZAPJÍBT (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) ( t r a n s l a t e d f r o n Russian); 
№ . Chairma,n, before \ie adopt such a d e c i s i o n , I should l i l : e to propose t h e . t лге make 
a l a s t attempt to f i n d a s o l u t i o n here and nov i n Genev? by means of b r i e f 
c o n s u l t a t i o n s . I -íí-ould therefore request -that you suspend the meeting f o r .another 
three or four minutes. 

Mr. GAl^CLI ROBLES (Mexico) ( t r a n s l a t e d f r o n Spanish); Hr. Chaiman, ve are not 
here to t r i f l e ; ve have j u s t had a suspension of I5 minutes, I an opposed to г 
f u r t h e r suspension. 

Mr. СРДЬТШИДО (Mongolia) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Russian); I f u l l y support the 
proposal put forvrard by the di s t i n g u i s h e d repi-esentative of the Soviet Union. 

The CH/i.IRHAIT: There does not seem to be any consensus, I am a f r a i d , on the 
proposal j u s t put forvrard by Mr. ITazarkin of the Soviet Union. 

Mr. BRPaMBILGG (Mongolia) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Russian); The Mongolian delegation 
f i n d s i t d i f f i o i i l t to agree v-rith the prcposo.1 put forvrard by the di s t i n g u i s h e d 
representative of Cuba. 

The CI-PlIRIliJ'T; Then the only other a J t e r n a t i v e i s to adjourn the meeting" 
v-rithout d eciding a,nything. Or vrould you l i k e to meet ag:ain tomorrovr? 



Mr. BEDEiroiLBG (Mongolia) ( t r a n s l a t e d f r o n Tcgssian) : I f the Conmittee were 
to disperse without taking: a de c i s i o n concerning' the opening date of the^ second part 
of our session, that would be a v i o l a t i o n of our r u l e s of procedure. So I would 
request you, S i r , and through you a l l the nenbers of the Gonnittee, to agree that 
vre.suspend t h i s neeting f o r four or f i v e minutes so that the group can consult 
among them.selves and cone forv/ard vrith a d e c i s i o n , and then vre can vrind up the 
vrork of the f i r s t part of t h i s session. 

The CffiiiroitilT! I suspend the neeting f o r f i v e ninutes. 

The meeting- vras suspended et 10.25 p.m. and resur^ed at 10.55 'o.n. 

The CblillPJibl'T; The 173™ plenary neeting- of the Committee on Disarmament i s 
resumed. I f e e l that there i s no consensus on m.y proposal to convene an informal 
meeting of t h i s Comjnittee i n June i n Ilevr York. An a l t e r n a t i v e vrould be hot to 
decide anything t h i s evening, but to have a f u r t h e r meeting of t h i s Conmittee at 
10.30 a.m. tomorrovr morning. 'Jould there be a consensus on that? 

Mr. VEJVODA (Crrechoslovakia): I vrould l i k e to ask' that i t be 10 o'clock as 
I have sorie other bu¿3iness l a t e r on. 

The СНАШЬШ; I hav'e ju.st been informed that there vroxild be no i n t e r p r e t e r s , 
so i t vrould have to be i n the a.fternoon. 

Mr. САкСЪ\ ROELES (Mexico) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Spanish); Ih-. Chairman, I think 
that some of us here — myself included — have node oui- plans on the basis of the 
date that vras f i x e d f o r the c l o s i n g of t h i s part of our session. I have 
engagements tomorrovr that I cannot change, and i n t r u t h , Mr. Chairman, I do not 
see vrhat can happen betvreen today and 10.30 a.m. tomorrovr tlia.t can change the 
s i t u a t i o n . Thero are reasons f o r hoping that the s i t u a t i o n might change betvreen 
novr and vrhen you s a i d , i n hevr York, i n Juno- or at the beginning of. July,., or, i f 
you l i k e , during the ea r l y part of Hay vrhon the Preparatory^ Comnittee v r i l l be 
meeting. But betvreen novr and tomorrovr there v r i l l r e a l l y be no change. Thus vrhat 
i s a p p l i c a b l e at the present noment i s r u l e 7 of the r u l e s of procedure vrhich 
s t a t e s : "The Committee s h a l l decide, as soon as practically'- p o s s i b l e , the opening-
date of the second part ..,". Por the moment i t i s not p r a c t i c a l l y p o s s i b l e , and 
vre ought therefore e i t h e r to adopt the suggestion you made at the outset or to 
leave the matter open f o r you to decide vrhen you deem i t advisable to convene a 
meeting of the Committee. 
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The CHJIIBMAN; Thank you very much. I t seems c l e a r that there i s no 
consensus on convening a f u r t h e r meeting of t h i s Committee tomorrow; - I have' 
another a l t e r n a t i v e , and that i s r u l e 7 of our r u l e s of procedure which says; 
"The Committee s h a l l decide, as soon as p r a c t i c a l l y p o s s i b l e , the opening date 
of the second part and the c l o s i n g dates of both parts of i t s annual session, 
t a k i n g i n t o account the requirements of i t s work". The key words are "as soon 
as p r a c t i c a l l y p o s s i b l e " . We are not able to take any d e c i s i o n t h i s evening, 
so we s h a l l take a d e c i s i o n as soon as i t i s p r a c t i c a l l y p o s s i b l e . That seems 
to be the only way out of the impasse i n which we f i n d outselves, 

. Ш. 1\IELESCA№J (Homania): I am r e a l l y s o r r y , Ш. Chairman, but I think you 
are obliged to announce the date of the next plenary meeting when you close t h i s 
one and .1 think t h i s would create a r e a l problem. I am a f r a i d we cannot imder 
the circumstances use the p r o v i s i o n s of r u l e 7 of the r u l e s of procedirre, 
I r e a l l y do b e l i e v e that you have to announce at the end of t h i s meeting, 
whenever you close i t , when the next plenary meeting of the CD w i l l take 
p l a c e , Ъе i t a formal or an informal meeting. Otherwise, i t means that the 
Committee i s e i t h e r i n session — continues to be i n session — or has ceased 
to e x i s t . I am s o r r y , I do not mean to complicate things even more, but I do 
not see any other way out. 

The CHÁIBMAN; I would w i l l i n g l y announce the date of ovir next meeting i f 
that were f e a s i b l e . But since i t i s not f e a s i b l e , imder the circumstances, a l l 
I can say i s that the next plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament w i l l 
be convened on a date to be annoimced, 

Mr. SOLA VILA (Cuba) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Spanish); T r u l y , t h i s problem seems 
to be g i v i n g us more trouble than J - 1 and J - 2 . We would suggest, Mr. Chairman, 
that you put before the Committee the proposal that i t should begin i t s work 
on 5 August and that the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons should s t a r t 
on 23 J u l y . This would meet the demands of a number of members of the Group 
of 21 as w e l l as of other c o i m t r i e s , f o r we have not heard any o b j e c t i o n to these 
s p e c i f i c dates. There i s one t h i n g that d i s t u r b s us about t h i s matter: i t i s 
that i f we do not take a d e c i s i o n we s h a l l be unable, under the r u l e s of 
procedure, to close t h i s session, and i f we cannot close the session t h i s 
w i l l create a very d i f f i c u l t s i t u a t i o n f o r us because i n that case we s h a l l 
not be able to transmit the report we have approved. We would therefore 
suggest, Mr. Chairman, that you t r y to see i f there i s a consensus i n favour 
of 3 August f o r the Committee on Disarmament and 23 J u l y f o r the Working Group 
on Chemical Weapons, together w i t h the date i n d i c a t e d by the s e c r e t a r i a t f o r 
the closure of the summer part of the Committee's session. 

M r . ERDErffllEEG (Mongolia) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Russian); The Mongolian delegation 
does not object but supports the proposals put forward by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Cuba, 

The CHAIRMAN: A proposal has been made by Cuba to convene the Committee on 
Disarmament from 3 Augubt and the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chomical Weapons from 
23 J u l y , Is there a consensus on t h i s proposal which has be^^i- .econded by 
iimbassador Erdembileg? 



CD,PV . 173 
30 

Mr. LUDGARD (Svreden): I made a proposai at one of our informal meetings. 
Let me say that I e n t i r e l y share the views of my d i s t i n g u i s h e d colleague from 
Cuha that we would do ourselves a great d i s s e r v i c e i f we adjourned t h i s meeting 
without coming an agreement on the opening date of our summer session. When 
I made my proposal, 1 had the impression that i t had broad support. The only 
o b j e c t i o n to my proposal that I heard was that t h i s would mean, to some extent, 
a suspension of one of our r u l e s of procedure, lïr. Chairman, we are at present 
i n a very d i f f i c u l t s i t u a t i o n — I would c a l l i t quite extraordinary. I cannot 
see that i t serves us to any extent vrtiatsoever to be r e s t r a i n e d i n t h i s v/ay by 
our r u l e s of procedure. I t has been s a i d b y a number of delegations that the 
r u l e s of procedure should r a t h e r guide us i n our work, not t i e us imnecessarily. 
For that reason I'ir. Chairman, I would again f o r m a l l y submit my proposal, namely, 
that we s t a r t the summer session on 27 J u l y , w i t h you y o u r s e l f i n the Chair f o r 
the r e s t of the month. 

Mr. WAGEM-IâlŒRS (Netherlands): Mr. Chairman, I would l i k e to endorse the 
proposal of the d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ajnbassador of Sweden. 

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Smnish) ; I , too, agree to that 
proposal, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. AKINSANYA ( N i g e r i a ) : Just to say b r i e f l y , Mr. Chairman, that my 
delegation endorses that proposal. 

The GHAIEM/iN; irfhich proposal? 

Mr. AKINSANYA ( N i g e r i a ) : The Swedish proposal. 

Mr. HASSAN (Egypt)(translated from A r a b i c ) ; I would l i k e to support the 
proposal made by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d jlmbascador of Sweden. 

Ms. EKANGA IGIBEYA (Zaire) ( t r a n s l a t e d from French); Mr. Chairman, my delegation 
a l s o supports the proposal of the represeñta^ve of Sweden, 

lb:. STEELE ( A u s t r a l i a ) : My delegation also supports the Swedish proposal, 
Mr. Chairman. 

fe. EBBEMBIIEG (Mongolia) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Russian); The Mongolian 
delegation can support the proposal of Sv/eden w i t h the amendment that i n J u l y 
there w i l l be the appropriate Chairman f o r that month and not the representative 
of a country whose period of chairmanship has expired. I f I understood the 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Sv/eden c o r r e c t l y , he s a i d that i n J u l y you should continue 
s e r v i n g as Chairm.an. 4 e cannot agree w i t h that proposal because i t would be a 
v i o l a t i o n of the r u l e s of procedure. 



CD/PV.173 
?1 

Mr. de BEAUSSE (France) (translated from French); Mr. Chairman, I was ready to 
Give my f u l l support to the Swedish proposal but i f the distinsuishcd 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 the rules. Ue could decide 
to convene the Committee for i t s next session in the f i r s t days of August, and then v/e 
could decide that, in view of the amount of vrork we have to do, that we need to convene 
a special session. Since this special session vrould take place in the interval between 
tvro regular sessions, i t would be held under the chairmanship of the current Chairman, 
namely yourself, ilr. Chairman, and this special session could be convened between 
27 July and 1 August, or, i f you l i k e , betvroen 23 July and 1 August. In this vjay, the 
letter of the rules of procedure vrould be strictly respected. Ue should in fact be 
applying rule 8, which 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. 

Tho CHAIRMAM; (translated from French); You mean a special session of the 
Committee? Hot an informal meeting? 

. Mr. de BEAUSSE (France) (translated from French); Mo, a special session, as spécifiée 
in rule i i of the rules of. procedure. 

The CHAIRMAM; You have heard the last proposal. Is there a consensus on that one? 
According to the proposal of France, the present Chairman vrould convene a special 
session of the Committee towards the end of July, and the second half of the I9O2 session 
would begin on 5 August. Do I have your consensus on that? 

ilr. LIDGARD (Sweden); Mr. Chairman, i f this proposal of France can achieve 
consensus, I vrould certainly not block consensus here. I only wish to add that I 
understood.that there vías also a proposal that the Uorking Group on Chemical Ueapons 
should start on 20 July: i t vjas not ray intention in any way to change this proposal, 
on which there already previously seemed to be consensus. 

The CHAIRMAH; Thank you. I do not think any delegation objected to that part of 
our proposal — that the Chemical Ueapons Uorking Group vrould meet on 20 July. I think 
v;e have reached an agreement. 

Mr. ERDEMBILEG (Mongolia) (translated from Russian); Mr. Chairman, as regards the 
proposal that has just been made by the distinguished representative of France, the 
Mongolian delegation can be flexible. However, this would likevjise be a violation of 
the rules of procedure. If the Committee \rore 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, high-priority matters. 
That is how I understand a special session: i t is not one that is simply the 
continuation of a normal session. From this point of viev;, I liave an objection. 

Mr. SARAH (India): Mr. Chairman, as Ambassador Grdembileg has said there must be 
an important question tiiat MQ must discuss at the special session, since the second 
special session on disarmament u i l l have just ended, I would propose that our topic 
for discussion at the special session of the Committee on Disarnament sliould be a 
consideration of the decisions and recommendations taken at the second special session 
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

The CHAIRMAH: Distinguished delegates, interpretation will stop very shortly. I 
intend to adjourn the meeting at 11 o'clock. 
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ïîr. MIHAJLOVIC (YuGoslavia): I have kept silent, Sir, but since everybody is 
speaking, I thought I should ask a question. My question i s : vihat is the specific 
reason uhy the Ad Hoc Uorking Group on Chemical Weapons has to begin on 20 July? Miy 
can i t not be convened at the same time as the Committee on Disarmament? Uhat is the 
specific urgency? That is my question, 

Mr. UAGEHMAKERS (Netherlands): Mr. Chairman, i f you are indeed going to close 
the meeting at 11 o'clock, I think v;e have no other choice than to convene another 
meeting tomorrou afternoon. I v/ould propose that ме hold another meeting of the 
Committee tomorrou afternoon, the 174th meeting of the Committee on Disarmament. 

Иг. DOM UAHJIRA (Kenya): iiy delegation would find i t d i f f i cu l t to accept that 
proposal. I think that v/ould not bo appropriate to my delegation. 

The CHAIRHAU: I propose to adjourn the meeting at 11 p.m. The next meeting wil l 
be announced later . 

iir. MIHAJLOVIC ( I'ugoslavia ) : I v/ant to make' i t very clear, Mr. Chairman, that 
I am not blocking consensus: I simply asked a question. 

The CHAIRMAN: Maybe we shall have an ansv/er tomorrow. 

Mr. GARCIA RODLES (itexico) (translated from Spanish): If iir. Hihajlovic was merely 
asking a question, then the only d i f f icul ty I see in the v/ay of our adopting the 
solution proposed by the representative of France is the scruple of the distinguished 
representative of Mongolia about there not being a suff iciently important reason for 
holding a special session. However, I think that the reason given us by ili-. Saran, 
the distinguished representative of India, is suff iciently important to justify a special 
session. I have no objection, Mr. Chairman, to your announcing the next meeting later, 
but for the reasons I have already given I have to express my opposition to a meeting 
being held tomorrov/. I am sorry, but that is hov/ things are. 

The CHAinilAU: Thank you. The next meeting of the Committee on Disarmament v/il l 
be announced later . I wi l l adjourn this meeting. 

The meeting rose at 11 p.m. 
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'The OHAIKI'I¿N! l i s t i n g u i s h e d deliigateñ, 1 d e j l a r e open the 17'1 th p l e n a r y meeting 
c f the Committee on Pisarmanent. I'lenbers v i l l r e c a l l t h a t we h e l d a p l e n a r y meeting 
on Wednesday evening d u r i n g which a long- •"xchange c f views took p l a c e on the q u e s t i o n 
of dates f o r the f u t u r e wcrk of t h i s C c r j i i t t o e . S e v e r a l proposals were made hy 
miomhers and I am sure t h a t the Committee v,'ill agree that we now need to- take s t o c k 
of the present s i t u a t i o n and the a i t o r n a t i v 0 3 open t-:- us. 

The r e c e s s ve have had s i n c e Wednesday nigT.t has g i v e n us ample t i n e to r e f l e c t 
on the d i s c u s s i o n s n e l i cn V/ednesday ana, ccnseo-aently, 1 hope tn a t we can now go 
hack to t h i s q u e s t i o n and atter.pt to s o l v e i t cuio-kly. 

I have been h o l d i n g c o n s u l t i t i c n s and F-S a r e s u l t I have c.cne to the c o n c l u s i o n 
t h a t t h e r e i s l i k e l y t o be a ccnsensus i n t h i s Committee on the'opening of the 
second p a r t of the I96? s e s s i o n on 3 Augast, v:hi"h i s a Tuesday. May I ta,ke t h i s to 
be a c c e p t a b l e ? 

Mr. NAZARKIK (Union c f S o v i e t S o c i a l i s t R e p u b l i c s ) ( t r a n s l a t e d from R u s s i a n ) s 
Mr. Chairm.an, at c u r la,st meeting we ddsoussed the date f o r the form.al resu.nption 
of the Committee's s e s s i o n .in c o n n e c t i o n w i t h the i a t e cn which the Ad hoc Working 
Group on Chemiical V/eapons w i l l b e g i n working- ag-ain; on the -jnderstanding t h a t t h a t 
Group w i l l s t a r t working on 20 J u l y , your p r o p o s a l i s a c c e p t a c l e t c the S o v i e t 
d e l e g a t i o n . 

The GILüIEMAN: I vras -intending t o C O I L O back to t h a t q u e s t i o n a f t e r we had taken 
a d e c i s i o n on the opening date and I thank you f o r ycux oono-arrence. 

Mr. EYLTENIUS (Sweden); I vrouli l i k e to say, on b e h a l f c f m,y d e l e g a t i o n , t h a t 
Sweden w i l l not s t a n d i n the way of a consensus on 5 A.ugust, although vre do not 
find^ t h i s dato v e r y s u i t a b l e , as loas been apparent irc.n p r e v i o u s statem.ents. 
I would a l s o l i k e t o say t h a t v/e vrould s t i l l тторозе t h a t the work of the 
Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical V/eapons s t a r t e a - r l i e r , as vo had suggested. 

Mr. EPDEMBILEG (Mongolia) ( t r a n s l a t e d f r o n Russian) ; I i r . Chairm,an, the' p o s i t i o n 
of the Mongolian i e l e g a t i c n cn the q-aestion -ander d i s c u s s i o n has been r e p e a t e d l y 
s t a t e d and i s v r e l l knovrn t c the members of the Cc>rrjr.ittefi. I r e i t e r a t e d cur p o s i t i o n 
even at the .meeting t h a t vras h-eld t h i s .ncrniiig i n ycui- o f f i c e . ¥iy d e l e g a t i o n w i l l 
not oppose the opening: of the summer p a r t of onr- s e s s i o n cn 3 August — ve s h a l l not 
o b j e c t to the Committee on Pisarmament r e s w a n g i t s work f c r the 'second p a r t of t h i s 
s e s s i o n on t h a t i a t e , but I should l i k e tc endorse the remarks .made a moment ago 
by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the S o v i e t Union. The grcup of s o c i a l i s t 
c o u n t r i e s has thus adopted a very f l e x i b l e p o s i t i o n and ag-reed t c the r e o p e n i n g of 
our s e s s i o n cn 3 August cn the vmderstanding t h a t the Ad Hoc V/orking Grcup on 
Ghem.ical Weapons wJ.ll b e g i n working cn 20 J u l y . I f the members of the Committee have 
n o t h i n g a g a i n s t i t , you c o u l d perhaps f i r s t take a d e c i s i o n c o n c e r n i n g the resumption 
of the work of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Che.nical V\^eapcns on 20 J u l y , and then, 
on t h e ' b a s i s of consensus, adopt the p r o p o s a l you put forvrard, nam.ely, t h a t ,-' 
3 August shou l d be agreed on as the data f c r the opening o.f the second p a r t of the 
Commiittee's s e s s i o n . 

http://atter.pt
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The CHAIRI-IANi We w i l l come to the question of the Working Group on Chemical 
Weapons l a t e r . 

№ . CRITTEMBBRGER (united States of Imierioa) i I f you are going to address the 
subject of the chemical weapons Working Grcup l a t e r . I v i l l defer my comments u n t i l 
then. 

The СНАШ1АК; May I take i t that J August i s acceptable as the opening date of 
the second part of our 1982 session? 

I t was so decided. 

The СНАДНУШ; Now we may come to the question cf the opening date f o r the 
Working Group on Chemical Weapons. The date of 20 Juljr has been proposed. On the 
understanding that t h i s w i l l not be considered as a precedent f o r ad hoc 
working groups to meet before the sessions of the Committee cn fisarmament themselves 
are opened, I propose that we decide that the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons 
should begin i t s work on 20 J u l y . Is t h i s agreeable? 

I t wag so decided. 

Ms. CRITTEro3ERC-ER (united States of America): % delegation d i d not object 
to the chemical weapons Group s t a r t i n g e a r l i e r cn 20 J u l y , i f that 'wa-s what was 
going to achieve .consensus on our opening date f o r the summer session. I wculd, 
however, state that v i t h regard to yoiur explanatory remarks we r e a l l y do not see 
the need f o r the Group to begin e a r l y and vculd ha.ve preferred, that i t begin at the 
same time as the Comm.ittee i t s e l f . 

Mr. McPHAIL (Cimada): I i n no way vanted to block a consensus i n the Ccimittee 
on the opening date of '3 Augusts v;e â re bappy to -agree to t/iat i f i t i s the only 
s o l u t i o n , but I f e e l .it nec.esBt.ry t...- say that, giv--:;n th.:; urgency of the matters 
before us, I and my Government regard i t aa 'апГort'onatc that ve are delaying o\rr 
resim-iption t c that date. Likeviise, as I s a i d at cm ea.rlier meeting I f i n d i t 
r a t h e r extraordinary that we should begin one Working Group i n advance of that date 
and not concentrate on the very neccssa.ry establisliment of the working groiip on a 
nuclear t e s t ban that ve have agreed to set i n t r a i n . I f i n d i t r e g r e t t a b l e that 
that w i l l be -ielayed. 

Mr. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia); I wanted to j o i n those \;ho spoke before me and 
would l i k e to put on r s c c r d that the s c c i a l i a t grcup vould have preferred 20 J u l y 
as the beginning of the sunmer ае,эз1оп but, a f t e r seeing the necessity of reaching a 
consensus, Vie agreed to 3 August, 

i'ir. AGUIYI-IRONSI ( N i g e r i a ) ; Very b r i e f l y , my delegation joined the consensus f o r 
the V/orking Group on Chemtcal Weapon.s to s t a r t on 20 J u l y but we do b e l i e v e that the 
Working Group should have start.Bd viben the Coimnittee opens on 3 August and ve note 
your statement that thi.4 i s not s e t t i n g a preced.ent. Since my delegation holds, that 
item 1 i s of tho highest p r i o r i t y , ve believe that t h i s vorking garoup .should, perhaps, 
have s t a r t e d . f i r s t . 

http://nec.esBt.ry
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Mr, У М БОШЕН (Netherlands) s Just f e r the recond, Mr, Chairman, I would l i k e 
to say that we would have)had a r a t h e r marked preference f o r s t a r t i n g our next 
summer session i n J u l y , p r i m a r i l y because s t a r t i n g only on 3 August w i l l put us 
under a r a t h e r t i g h t time-schedule f o r f i n i s h i n g the work of the session. Obviously, 
we d i d not want to stand i n the way of a consensus, but I should l i k e to repeat 
that t h i s i s of some concern to us, given the f a c t that we s h a l l now have only 
s i x weeks a v a i l a b l e i n which, h o p e f u l l y , to complete the amount of work we would 
normally do i n eight weeks, and vre do not regard t h i s as an. i d e a l s o l u t i o n , 

Mr. NOIRFALISSE (Belgium^ ( t r a n s l a t e d from French); I am happy to note that 
f l e x i b i l i t y has f i n a l l y p r e v a i l e d i n our d i s c u s s i o n s . I also b e l i e v e that we need 
not n e c e s s a r i l y r e s t r i c t ourselves to the date 10 September f o r the completion of 
our work. The Committee's report to the General Assembly i s perhaps not a problem 
that we cannot overcome i n a few weeks, and the period between 10 September and 
the beginning of the work of the F i r s t Committee should give us ample time to prepare 
t h i s report — or even a shorter p e r i o d . In other words, i f we f i n d i t necessary 
i n due course to continue o irr v/ork i n c e r t a i n spheres, we could perhaps consider 
going beyond the date 10 September which was adopted only as a target date f o r the 
conclusion of our work, 

I should l i k e to thank you, Mr, Chairman, while at the same time once more 
con g r a t u l a t i n g you on your patience and your g i f t as a negotiator that have made i t 
p o s s i b l e t o reach agreement on t h i s minor q.uestion. I should l i k e to r e c a l l that we 
are ending t h i s part of our session with another, more important and more p o s i t i v e 
d e c i s i o n , as my country's Ambassador noted i n the statement he made at our plenary 
meeting on Wednesday l a s t . , 

The CHAIRMAN; I tharik Mr, N o i r f a l i s s e f o r h i s statement. I f there are no 
f u r t h e r statements from the f l o o r , I do not t h i n k that there i s any f u r t h e r business 
we have to transact and i t i s time f o r the Chairman to make h i s concluding remarks. 
They w i l l be b r i e f . 

We have had a d i f f i c u l t session, but we have managed to conclude our work and I 
wish to thank a l l delegations arovxnd t h i s t a b l e f o r the tremendous s p i r i t of compromise 
and co-operation they have demonstrated to the Chair, I wish to congratulate you a l l 
on t h i s f a c t . 

I would l i k e to address a very s p e c i a l word of gratitude to the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
Secretary and Personal Representative of the Secretary-General, Ambassador J a i p a l , 
f o r the e x c e l l e n t assistance and 3,dvice v i t h which he has provided us during t h i s 
s e s s ion, and a l s o to make a s p e c i a l mention o f № . Berasategui who has shovm a great 
deal of patience, e s p e c i a l l y i n the work of the d r a f t i n g group that was working on 
our s p e c i a l report to the General Assembly at i t s s p e c i a l session. I also wish to 
thank a l l members of the S e c r e t a r i a t who are s i t t i n g behind me, the Secretaries of the 
various working groups and t h e i r s t a f f , our colleagues, the i n t e r p r e t e r s and 
technicians s i t t i n g behind the glass vindovs and the ether teams, t h e i r colleagues, 
the t r a n s l a t o r s , the conference room s t a f f , the t y p i s t s and a l l the other members of 
the S e c r e t a r i a t vhose faces ve have not often seen, but they c e r t a i n l y deserve our 
very sincere thanks. 

The next plenary meeting of the Commrttee on Bisarmament v i l l be held on 
Tuesday, 3 August 1982 , at Í0,30 a.m. 

The meeting rose at 1 2 . 4 5 P»m 
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The CHÁIEMAH; I с1ес1ал?е open the 175th plenary meeting of the'Coimnittee on 
Disarmament. 

Di s t i n g u i s h e d delegates, l e t me f i r s t of a l l езфгеез my sincere gratitude to 
Ambassador Yoshio Okawa of Japan who, i n accordance w i t h r u l e 9 of t h i s Committee's 
r u l e s 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 l a s t A p r i l . The iss u e s .on the eve of the second s p e c i a l session of 
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament were s t i l l as complex and unresolved as 
they had been four or even more years e a r l i e r . But you did your best, 
Mr. Ambassador, and we owe you a debt of gratitude f o r the guidance and leadership 
you have provided to the Committee di i r i n g t h i s period. 

I wish a l s o to thank Mr. R i k h i J a i p a l , Secretary of the Committee and h i s 
s t a f f , f o r the valuable services they have provided to the Committee since we l a s t 
met here three months ago. 

Dis t i n g u i s h e d delegates, since t h i s i s the f i r s t meeting of the Committee on 
Disarmament since the second s p e c i a l session of the United Nations General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament ended, we cannot avoid l o o k i n g back to i t and drawing some 
conclusions. The session had two fundamental issues to deal w i t h . I t had to review 
the implementation of the recommendations and decisions of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session 
devoted to disarmament, and to consider, i f p o s s i b l e , adopting a comprehensive 
programme of disarmament. Most r e g r e t t a b l y , n e i t h e r of these issues was at a l l 
s u c c e s s f u l l y resolved. The same can be sai d of three other main items on i t s 
agenda, which were: the implementation of the D e c l a r a t i o n of the 1980s as the 
Second Disarmament Decade, enhancing the effectiveness of machinery i n t h e . f i e l d of 
disarmament and measures to mobilize world p u b l i c opinion i n favoiir of disarmament. 

Since the session was not able to complete i t s work on these i s s u e s , i t decided 
to r e f e r them back to t h i s Committee and to the regu l a r sessions of the 
General Assembly, This development imposes a heavy burden on the Committee during 
t h i s short session and I believe f o r a few sessions to come. 

My delegation was disappointed by the outcome of the t w e l f t h s p e c i a l session 
as, I am sure,were many others, but we were encouraged by the determination of the 
session not to destroy the work done i n disarmament so f a r . The act of r e f e r r i n g back 
the unresolved issues to the Committee on Disarmament and to future sessions of the 
General Assembly, was a mark of f a i t h and t r u s t i n t h i s i n s t i t u t i o n , . I t provides 
a challenge to t h i s Committee, to you d i s t i n g u i s h e d delegates and to the 
Governments which you represent. This i s the way my delegation views the 
developments i n the s p e c i a l session. 

We recognized before the s p e c i a l session s t a r t e d that the circumstances i n 
which i t was held were inopportune. The p o l i t i c a l climate and the tensions i n the 
world could only contribute n e g a t i v e l y to the d e l i b e r a t i o n s on issues of disarmament. 
Disarmament i s not a science that can be developed i n i s o l a t i o n from the issues 
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a f f e c t i n g n a t i o n s from day to day. I t i s d i r e c t l y r e l a t e d to the p e r c e p t i o n s of 
s e c u r i t y of..each S t a t e and the .arrangements тгЛе to m a i n t a i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace 
and s e c u r i t y . I f the arrangements made cannot be seen .to p r o v i d e s e c u r i t y , i f t h e r e 
i s any doubt whether the machinery created, to u n d e r p i n s e c u r i t y can work when the 
need a,rises, then n e g o t i a t i o n s , i n the f i e l d of disaxmament must necessaiúly remain 
extremely d i f f i c u l t . T h i s i n t e r r e l c a t i o n c h i p between i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace a,nd s e c u r i t y 
and disarmament was. recogni:;ed by thç. General Assembly a,t i t s f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n 
devoted to disarmament e n d expressed i n paragraph 13 of the F i n a l bocument, which, 
reads as f o l l o w s ; 

"Enduring intern<atÍQnal poaco and .security cannot be b u i l t on the. 
acoumula-tion of weaponry by r a i l i l a r y o d l i a n c e s nor be s u s t a i n e d by a p r e c a r i o u s 
b a l a n c e of d e t e r r e n c e or d o c t r i n e s of straàegic s u p e r i o r i t y . Genuine а-пс 
l a s t i n g peace can o n l y be c r e a t e d t]irough the e f f e c t i v e .implementation of the 
s e c u r i t y system p r o v i d e a f o r i n the Charter of t h e . U n i t e d ÎTations and the speedy 
and s u b s t a . n t i a l r e d u c t i o n of .anas a.nd axmea f o r c e s , by i n t e r n a t i o n a J agreement 
and mutual example lea.ding u l t i m a t e l y to g e n e r a l and complete cisarmrjnent under 
e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l , JA: the sa_mc time, the- ca.uses• of the axrn.s race, 
and t h r e a t s to peace must be rcdaiced and to t h i s end e f f e c t i v e a c t i o n should be 
taken to e l i m i n a t e t e n s i o n s .a.nd s e t t l e d i s p u t e s by pe,o.ceful псгшз", 

My d e l e g a t i o n hopes t h a t tríese i n t e r r e l a t i o n s h i p s w i l l be boa.'ne i n mind a,t a l l 
times .and t h a t s e r i o u s worl: w i l l b:-- done to implement and 'Btrengtl-en the machinery 
p r o v i d e d . i n " tho C h a r t e r of the r r . i t e d l l a t i o n s f c r the nainteno.nce of i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
pea,ce and s e c u r i t y . .Uppermost in . orj: thoughts as we s t a x t i h i s suanmer s e s s i o n c f the 
Committee are .the ongoing c o n f l i c t s i n d i f f e r e n t paxts of the world, Vfcile these do . 
not f a l l d i r e c t l y i n our . f i e l d o f work, n e v e r t h e l e s s they do a f f e c t our d e l i b e r a t i o n s 
and n e g o t i a t i o n s and t h e r e f o r e e v e r y t h i n g that can be done to b r i n g then to an end 
should be done. The p r e v e n t i o n of the f r e q u e n t occurrence of l o c a l waxs would gc a 
l o n g way t c r e d u c i n g t e n s i o n s and chus c o n t r i b u t e to improving the c l i m a t e i n which 
we n e g o t i a t e i n t l i i s Committee, • 

The r e c e n t outcome of the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n devoted to dis.axmament 
n e c e s s i t a t e s a s t r o n g r e a x f i r m a t i o n of the F i n a l Eocunent c f the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n 
and t o t a l conmitment to i t by a l l Stateo,. I t a l s o underscores the n e g o t i a t i n g 
chara.cter o f t h i s Coranittee^ which should be u t i l i s e d f u l l y by atl l i t s nemboi"- S t a t e s , 
Froblems of scope and v e r i f i c a t i o n o f c o n p l i a n c e w i t h agreements on disaxnament 
issuefe are undoubtedly ,at the heaxt of the absence of p o l l b i c a l w i l l . 

Ways should be sought of enhancing the e f f e c t i v e n e s s o f t h i s Committee as a. 
n e g o t i a t i n g body on disarmament mat t e r s . Our agenda i s f u l l . There are the 
problems of. the compreliensive • prograjmne of disarnajnent, the conprehensive nuclea.r 
t e s t - b a n . t r e a t y and the prevención of aii arnc race i n outer space, among o t h e r s , 
which the c u r r e n t s e s s i o n of the Cor:nittec has to ta,ckle. We w i l l need to work 
hard e r and f a s t e r . 

D i s t i n g u i s h e d d e l e g a t e s , I have b r i e f l y o u t l i n e d sone, of ..the fundamental 
problems which the General A s s e n b l y f . a l l e d to r e s o l v e at i t s second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n 
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and which I believe the Conimittee should s e r i o u s l y negotiate during i t s current 
session. A d r a f t programme of work f o r the plenary meetings of the Committee w i l l 
be c i r c u l a t e d to a l l delegations t h i s afternoon. I hope that we can adopt i t at 
the next meeting of the Committee, on 5 August, so that we can get st a r t e d on our 
work without delay. This i s going to be a r e l a t i v e l y short session of the 
Committee on Disarmament and we should, therefore, take advantage of every hour 
a v a i l a b l e to us. 

As f o r the establishment or re-establishment of ad hoc working groups and the 
organi z a t i o n of t h e i r work, I have i n i t i a t e d informal consultations and we s h a l l 
discuss them t h i s afternoon. 

My delegation i s e n t i r e l y at your service and stands ready to help i n every 
way p o s s i b l e to achieve progress i n our work, 

I would l i k e to extend a warm vvelcome to the nevj representative of Romania, 
Ambassador Datcou, who j o i n s the Committee f o r the f i r s t time today as leader of 
h i s d elegation. Ambassador Datcou i s a very experienced diplomat who served 
r e c e n t l y as head of delegation to the Conference on Se c u r i t y and Co-operation i n 
Europe and, before that, as Permanent Representative of h i s country i n New York, 
He was p r e v i o u s l y Permanent Representative to the United Nations O f f i c e at Geneva 
and a l s o head of h i s country's delegation to the Conference of the Committee on 
Disarmament, I am sure that we can count on h i s vast experience i n the complex 
tasks before the Committee, I would also l i k e to welcome once again the presence 
among us of Mrs, Inga Thorsson, leader o f the Swedish delegation, who w i l l address 
the Committee today, 

I would also l i k e to recognize the presence among us today of the .19S2 
disarmament Fellows, I am informed that the Geneva part of the Fellowship Programme 
began on 12 J u l y and w i l l end on 30 August. The disa3^nament Fellows w i l l be 
attending our plenary meetings during the course of t h e i r stay i n Geneva. On behalf 
of the Committee, I extend a warm welcome to them and wish them a l l the best i n 
t h e i r s t u d i e s . 

May I draw the a t t e n t i o n of delegations to document CD/30O e n t i t l e d " L e t t e r 
•dated 3 August 1982 from the Secretary-General of the United Nations to the 
Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament i n connection w i t h the concluding document 
of the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament" which 
has been c i r c u l a t e d today by the s e c r e t a r i a t , 

I have on my l i s t of speakers f o r today the representatives of Mexico, Canada, 
the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics, I n d i a , Sweden, B r a z i l and the Federal 
Republic of Germany. 

I now give the f l o o r to the f i r s t speaker on my l i s t , the di s t i n g u i s h e d 
representative of Mexico, His Excellency Ambassador García Robles, 
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Mr. GARCIâ ROBLES (Mexico) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Spanish); Mr. Chairman, I should 
l i k e to beg-in by expressing- the sincere s a t i s f a c t i o n of my delegation at seeing you 
p r e s i d i n g over the Committee on Disarmament during t h i s f i r s t month of our 
1982 .summer sessi o n . A l l .those who l i k e myself have had the good fortune to see you 
working not only here i n the Committee on Disarmament but a l s o at the General Assembly 
i n New York know that the guidance of the Committee's work i s i n very good hands. 
As regards myself p e r s o n a l l y , s i n c e , as we a l l Icnow, i t i s the custom f o r the incoming 
Chairman to 'consult the outgoing Chairman before assuming h i s o f f i c e , I believe that 
I could not have found a bet t e r predecessor to consult at the end of t h i s month, I 
should a l s o l i k e to express — or rather to repeat — my congratulations to 
Ambassador Okav/a, the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Japan. V/e a l l know hovf w e l l he 
discharged h i s tasks here during, the l a s t month of the s p r i n g session. But those of 
us who were present at the recent s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly can also 
bear witness to the outstanding v/ay i n which he acted there as Chairman of the 
Committee. L a s t l y , I should l i k e very s i n c e r e l y to endorse your vrords of welcome 
here to Ambassador Datcou. He has only j u s t joined us here but f o r a number of us, 
as you y o u r s e l f s a i d , he i s an o l d f r i e n d from Nev/ York, v/here he was f o r a number 
of years h i s country's permanent representative. I t i s , of course, a great pleasure 
to me to see among us here once again my d i s t i n g u i s h e d colleague and f r i e n d , 
Mrs. Thorsson, and I am glad to knov/, a l s o , that the disarmament Pellov/s are with us 
again here t h i s summer. 

At the beginning of the f i r s t session of t h i s " s i n g l e m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament 
n e g o t i a t i n g forum", on V/ednesday, 24 January 1979, I made the follov/ing statement 
concerning the P i n a l Document v/hich set dov/n the r e s u l t s of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session 
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, held i n the s p r i n g of 1978, and which, 
as you know est a b l i s h e d the Committee on Disairaament; 

"Never before had the United Nations succeeded i n adopting, and s t i l l l e s s 
by consensus — i n c l u d i n g Prance and China — such a comprehensive document which 
emphatically proclaimed a s e r i e s of conclusions or provisions — v/hose accuracy 
or compulsory nature, depending on the case, i t w i l l i n future be impossible to 
c a l l i n question — such as those defined i n the emphatic statements that the 
increase i n v/eapons, e s p e c i a l l y nuclear v/eapons, f a r from h e l p i n g to strengthen 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y , on the contrarj'' v/eakens i t ; that the e x i s t i n g nuclear 
arsenals and the continuing arms race pose a thi-eat to the very s u r v i v a l of 
mankind; that there i s a close r e l a t i o n s h i p between disarmament and development, 
and that any resources that may be released as a r e s u l t of the implementation of 
disarmament measures should be used to bridge the economic gap betv/een developed 
and developing c o u n t r i e s ; that i n accordance with the Charter, the 
United Nations has a c e n t r a l r o l e and primary r e s p o n s i b i l i t y i n the sphere of 
disarmament and that therefore Member States must keep the United Nations duly 
informed of a l l steps, v/hether u n i l a t e r a l , b i l a t e r a l , r e g i o n a l or m u l t i l a t e r a l , 
taken outside i t s aegis." 

The r e s u l t s of the second s p e c i a l session devoted to disarmaraent which has j u s t 
been held at unite d Nations Headquarters were very d i f f e r e n t . The General Assembly, 
i n f a c t , f a i l e d lamentably i n v/hat had, from the beginning, r i g h t l y been considered 
to be i t s fundam^ental purpose: approval of a comprehensive programme of disarmament 
which would f a i t h f u l l y r e f l e c t the requirements embodied i n paragraph 109 of the 
P i n a l Document. 
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This f a i l v i r e was not, of course, due to any l a c k of organization., i n d u s t r y or 
determination. At i t s second meeting, held on I4 June, the Ad Hoc Committee of the 
t w e l f t h s p e c i a l session e s t a b l i s h e d an open-ended working group responsible f o r the 
comprehensive programme of disarmament. The group — Working Group I , which I had 
the honour of p r e s i d i n g over — immediately set up f o u r d r a f t i n g groups, a l s o 
open-ended, to t r y to reach agreement on the text of the various chapters of the 
programme, on the basis of the d r a f t t e x t , the f r u i t of two years' work, which had been 
transmitted to the General Assembly by the Committee on Disarmament. 

I t would be out of place here to give a d e t a i l e d account of the uninterrupted 
e f f o r t s that were made f o r rather more than three vjeeks i n the bodies I have mentioned 
and i n various a d d i t i o n a l informal consultations i n an attempt to achieve the 
o b j e c t i v e sought. S u f f i c e i t to r e c a l l , b r i e f l y , that the chapters on "Objectives" 
and " P r i o r i t i e s " were almost completed, t l i a t very considerable progress was made with 
respect to the chapter concerning " P r i n c i p l e s " and a l s o , although -to a l e s s e r extent, 
on the chapter to be c a l l e d "Machinery and procedures" and an a d d i t i o n a l chapter, 
containing m a t e r i a l dravm from the preceding chapter i n the Geneva d r a f t , on the 
subject of " V e r i f i c a t i o n " . 

In a d d i t i o n , at i t s f o u r t h meeting. Working Group I had before i t a d r a f t 
"Introduction" which I had f e l t i t appropriate to prepare, i n my capacity as 
Chairman of the Group, and which — although there vras i n s u f f i c i e n t time f o r i t to 
receive proper consideration — d i d not give r i s e to any objection e i t h e r . 

On the other hand, the part of the programme concerned with "Disarmament 
measures", and more p a r t i c u l a r l y the measures contained i n the s e c t i o n e n t i t l e d 
"Nuclear Weapons", proved to be an insurmountable b a r r i e r to the achievement of a 
consensus. I do not want i n t h i s respect e i t h e r to go deeply i n t o the various 
elements that came i n t o p l a y i n producing the sorry outcome vre are f a c i n g . I s h a l l 
simply repeat what I s a i d at the c l o s i n g meeting of the s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly, on 10 J u l y , when I expressed my f i r m c o n v i c t i o n that the members of 
the group known as the "Group of 21" — of which Mexico i s a member and which, as 
you know, includes a l l the countries members of the Committee on Disarmament which are 
not attached to e i t h e r of the two major m i l i t a r y a l l i a n c e s — could c e r t a i n l y have a 
quiet conscience, f o r , as I s a i d at the t i m e — and I gave a number of concrete and 
i r r e f u t a b l e examples — i t i s very u n l i k e l y that there was ever an occasion i n the 
h i s t o r y of m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament ne g o t i a t i o n s , when one of the p a r t i e s 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 s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, 

I cannot but mention a l s o the s u r p r i s e f e l t not only by myself but also by many 
other representatives of t h i r d world countries v;hen the delegation of one Superpower, 
a f t e r d e c l a r i n g i n the general debate that "vre need deeds not words" and that "we 
should not confuse the s i g n i n g of agreements v-rith the s o l v i n g of problems", because 
"agreements genuinely r e i n f o r c e peace only vrhen they are kept" s h o r t l y t h e r e a f t e r 
adopted an a t t i t u d e in. f l a g r a n t c o n t r a d i c t i o n vrith those statements, which had been 
made on 17 June at the highest l e v e l . In f a c t , i t vras probably the question of the 
a c t i o n to be taken vrith respect to the p r o h i b i t i o n of nuolear vreapon t e s t s vrhich 
c o n s t i t u t e d the d e c i s i v e element .in the General Assembly's f a i l u r e as regards the 
comprehensive programme of disarmament. 
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The a t t i t u d e that uao ?,пopted vas, ve b e l i e v e , i n c l e a r c o n t r a d i c t i o n г/ith the 
o b l i g a t i o n assumed i n the p a r t i a l test-ba.n treaty n e a r l y 20 years ago, the preamble 
of which expresses a determination to "acliieve the discontinuance of a l l t e s t 
explosions of nuclear i.-eapons f o r a l l time", an undertaking which was to be 
expressly r e i t e r a t e d f i v e years l a t e r i n the preamble to the Treaty on the 
N o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n of Nuclear Weapons and vdiich i s undoubtedly a l s o r e f l e c t e d i n 
a r t i c l e VI of that Treaty, i^irtherm.ore, i t should also be borne i n mind that the 
same superpower appmved — and not by p a r t i c i n a t i n g i n a consensus, \rhich may 
somctim'^s mean mere passive acceptance, but by the p o s i t i v e and unequivocal act of a 
vote i n favour — the-adoption by the United Nations General Assembly of three 
separate r e s o l u t i o n s i n t-iree successive years ( r e s o l u t i o n s 52/78 of 12 December 1977, 
55/60 of lA December 1978 and 54/75 of 11 December 1979) urging tlie three States 
which had been conducting negotiations — that i s , tho United States, the 
United Kingdom and the Soviet Union — f i r s t , to "expedite t h e i r negotiations v i i t h 
a view to b r i n g i n g them, to a p o s i t i v e conclusion as soon as p o s s i b l e " and secondly, 
to transmit the r e s u l t s iirm.ediately t h e r e a f t e r to the Committee on Disarmament, 
.-it the same time the General Assembly requested t h i s Committee to i n i t i a t e 
n egotiations cn the t r e a t y .in ques tion'V/ith the utmost urgency" ̂  'ks a matter of the 
highest p r i o r i t y " or "immediately" — v/hichevor expression you l i k e to p i c k from the 
three r e s o l u t i o n s i n v/hich they are s e v e r a l l y used. 

N a t u r a l l y , i t i s the soverei/jj r i g h t of each State to decide on the p r i n c i p l e s 
of i t s f o r e i g n p o l i c y . H:i^/ever, i t i s also i t s inescapable duty tox-/ards the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l community to l e t i t knov what to expect as regards the a p p l i c a t i o n of 
those p r i n c i p l e s . V/e were t o l d during the debate at the recent s p e c i a l session of 
the General Assem.bly, i n the words of Mrs. Gloanor Roosevelt, that only t y r a n t s ' 
promises "are i n deep contrast to- t h e i r performances". I f what that country wants i s 
the l i i r i " ^ ' a s s a c c e l e r a t i o n of the nuclear oral.is race, then i t should say so f r a n k l y . 
The V/orld DisaiTOament Campaign f or i;hich Mexico had bhe p r i v i l e g e of t a k i n g the 
i n i t i a t i v e tv/o years ago, and v/hich the General Assembly solemnly launched at i t s 
opening m.eetin.g r e c e n t l y , has the s n e c i f i c purpose of px-oviding r e l i a b l e information 
to tho peoples of blio world — those peoples both of Europe and the United States 
v/ho have been demonstrating i n t h e i r m i l l i o n s i o express t h e i r desire f o r peace and 
disarmarrient, and e s p e c i a l l y nuclear disaxmanent. 

As the General Assembly so r i g h t l y stated at i t s s p e c i a l session of 1978, i f 
nuclear weapons c o n s t i t u t e a threat to the vci-y s u r v i v a l of mankind, i t i s obvious 
that " a l l the peoples of the vrorld have a v i t a l .interest i n the success of 
disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s " . I t i s only n a t u r a l , then, that those States which wish 
to be genuine spokesmen f o r t h e i r peoples should consider i t not only an obvious 
r i g h t but also t h e i r impex-at.ive duty to analyse c o l d l y and o b j e c t i v e l y the reasons 
v/hy, a f t e r a quarter of a centuxy of discussions i n the United Nations and the 
various disarmament n e g o t i a t i n g bodies, i t has s t i l l - n o t so- f a r been possible to 
agree on a treaty p r o h i b i t i n g a l l nuclear weapon t e s t s once and f o r a l l . Por the 
purposes of such an antvlysis, I believe that i t v/ould be very u s e f u l to consider 
c e r t a i n recent opinions and f a c t s of p a r t i c u l a r relevance, which 1 s h a l l now mention. 

file:///rhich
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In a book which appeared i n the bookshops v/hile the General Assembly v/as meeting 
r e c e n t l y , e n t i t l e d "Nuclear I l l u s i o n and I t - i a l i t y " , Lord S o l l y Zuckerraan, undoubtedly 
one of the best a u t h o r i t i e s on tlie subject, v;rcte as follov/s: 

"In J u l y 1959 i a year that f e l l w i t h i n tho period of voluntary moratorium, 
1958-196l7> Harold Macmillan г/rote thats 'The Americans ... seem nov/ to be 
t u r n i n g against a com.prehensive agreement ( t o include underground t e s t s ) . T h i s , 
i f t r u e , i s t r a g i c . ' Later he noted; 'The r e a l reason i s that the Atomic 
Commission and the Pentagon are very keen to go on i n d e f i n i t e l y v/ith experiments 
(l a r g e and s n a i l ) so as to keep r e f i n i n g upon and p e r f e c t i n g the a r t of nuclear 
v/eapons. ' ,..." 

Amplifying the above remarks by Macmillan v/hich he quotes i n h i s book. 
Lord Zuckerman adds some comments of h i s ov/n, as follov/s: 

"One reason v/hy the Americans v/ere so keen on continuing to t e s t nuclear 
warheads v/as that by the time there was t a l k about test-bans, they had already 
embax-ked on a vigorous programe to develop b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e s . The Russians, 
not s u r p r i s i n g l y , responded by i n t e n s i f y i n g t h e i r s . This added another 
dimension to the ai"ms race, as d i d the dream of d e v i s i n g a n t i - b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e 
system.s 

"In 1964, a year a.fter the P a r t i a l Test-Dan Treaty v/as signed, York and 
Uiesner, v/ho v/ere asociated v/ith Presidents Eisenhower and Kennedy at the centre 
of the debate, published the a r t i c l e to which I have already r e f e r r e d , and i n 
which they stated that i n assuring n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y f u r t h e r t e s t s of nuclear 
weapons were unnecessary." 

I should l i k e to repeat that l a s t statement to make sure that members have 
heard i t ; York and ¥iesnex- declared that no f u r t h e r t e s t s of nuclear v/eapons v/ere 
necessary to ensure n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y . Lord Zuckerman goes on to say: 

"As they saw i t , the increase i n m i l i t a r y pov/er which m.ight follov/ from 
f u r t h e r t e s t i n g and from the elaboration of more nuclear weapons was bound, i n 
both the East and the West, to b r i n g about a decrease i n n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y . In 
the conoidei"ed p r o f e s s i o n a l judgment of these tv/o men — and they had a l l the 
f a c t s at t h e i r d i s p o s a l — a continuation of the nuclear arms race provided' no 
escape from t h i s curious pax-adox." 

That v/as the s i t u a t i o n i n the second h a l f of the 1950s and the f i r s t h a l f of the 
1960s, and things do not seem to have changed much, as can be seen from an e d i t o r i a l 
that appeared i n the Nev York Times a mere 10 days ago, on 25 J u l y . Por that a r t i c l e , 
v/hich bears the v i v i d t i t l e , "Nuclear Sand i n the Eye", contains the f o l l o w i n g 
statements, among others; 

"The Administration has avoided test-ban negotiations f o r 18 months; i t 
c l e a r l y has no i n t e r e s t i n the t o t a l t r e a t y . That i s too bad f o r Soviet-
American r e l a t i o n s and f o r the cause of n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n . Without great 
m i i l i t a r y r i s k to e i t l i e r power, a t o t a l ban vrould do much to help discourage other 
nations from pursuing nuclear v/eaipons. 
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"The J o i n t Chiefs of S t a f f i n v a r i a b l y i n s i s t that t e s t i n g i s e s s e n t i a l 
f o r weapons development and f o r confidence i n the r e l i a b i l i t y of old warheads. 
Their opposition i s r e i n f o r c e d by America's weapons l a b o r a t o r i e s , which fear 
f o r the future of t h e i r work i f denied the r i g h t to t e s t . But there are good 
answers to these concerns that the Administration does not even bother to debate. 
I t sides with the Chiefs and uses old scare s t o r i e s about inadequate 
v e r i f i c a t i o n to confuse Congress and the p u b l i c ..." 

This a r t i c l e i n the New York Times continues: 

"So there would be no insuperable obstacle to mionitoring compliance. The 
Soviet Union has gone f u r t h e r than ever before i n agreeing to Anerican-controlled 
monitoring boxes vdiere Washington vrants them and to the idea of on-site 
inspection on challenge...." 

• "A comprehensive ban would ham.per improvements i n v?arhead design, an 
American emphasis, and explosive povrer, a Soviet emphasis. I t viould a l s o 
gradually erode confidence i n the r e l i a b i l i t y of v/arheads on the s h e l f . But 
that i s important only f o r a pre-emptive f i r s t - s t r i k e , ilmerican s t r a t e g i s t s who 
f e e l vulnerable to such a s t r i k e v/ould a c t u a l l y gain s e c u r i t y from a t o t a l ban." 

That i s the end of a quotation from an e d i t o r i a l v/hich appeared i n the New York Times 
10 days ago, on 23 J u l y . 

At i t s second s p e c i a l session on disarmament the General Assembly, a f t e r 
expressing i t s regret that i t had been unable to adopt a comprehensive programme of 
disarmament, s a i d that i t saw grounds f o r encouragement i n the unanimous and 
c a t e g o r i c a l reaffirm.ation by a.ll Member States of the v a l i d i t y of the P i n a l Document 
of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session devoted to disarm.am.ent, t h e i r solemn undertaking w i t h 
respect to i t and t h e i r pledge to respect the p r i o r i t i e s i n the matter of 
disarmament negotiations agreed upon i n i t s programme of a c t i o n . S h o r t l y t h e r e a f t e r 
i n those same conclusions, the General Assembly stated the fo l l o v / i n g : 

"Member States have affirmed t h e i r determination to continue to vrork f o r 
the urgent conclusion of negotiations on and the adoption of the Comprehensive 
Programme of Disarmament, v/hich s h a l l encompass a l l measvires thought to be 
advisable i n order to ensure that the goal of general and com.pletc disarmament 
under e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l becomes a r e a l i t y i n a v/orld i n v/hich 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y p r e v a i l , and i n v/hich a nev/ i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
economic order i s strengthened and consolidated. Tc t h i s end, the d r a f t 
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament i s hereby r e f e r r e d back to the Committee 
on Disarmament, together w i t h the viev/s expressed and the progress achieved on 
the subject at the s p e c i a l session. The Committee on Disarmament i s requested 
to submit a revised d r a f t Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament to the 
General Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - e i g h t h session." 
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We believe that the General Assembly v/as r i g h t not to contemplate any a c t i o n by 
the Committee on Disarmament during the current year. For v/e are convinced that 
the f a t e of the comprehensive programme v / i l l depend p r i m a r i l y , not on the Committe, 
but on the " p o l i t i c a l w i l l " of a few of i t s members and u l t i m a t e l y , i t might perhaps 
even be s a i d , on that of a s i n g l e one of them which i s very probably s t i l l not 
prepared to take the necessary d e c i s i o n s , i f the Programme — as many delegations, 
i n c l u d i n g our от, consider e s s e n t i a l — i s not to im.ply any r e t r e a t , however s m a l l , 
with respect to the P i n a l Document of 1978. 

We hope that during the next s i x v/eeks, v/hich v / i l l c o n s t i t u t e the whole of what 
i s c a l l e d the summer session of the Committee on Disarmament, i t v / i l l be possible 
to e s t a b l i s h e x a c t l y what the present s i t u a t i o n i s i n t h i s matter and how i t may 
p o s s i b l y develop i n the near f u t u r e . I t should be nome i n mind that the Ad Hoc 
V/orking Group on item 1 of our agenda, "Nuclear t e s t ban"-, w i l l be beginning i t s 
work f o r the f i r s t time. My delegation's p o s i t i o n v/ith regard to the question of 
" v e r i f i c a t i o n " , which i s given p r i o r i t y i n that Group's mandate i s v/ell knov/n. 
B a s i c a l l y i t coincides w i t h that expressed by none other than the Secretary-General 
of the United Nations i n 1972 when he declared to the Conference of the Committee on 
Disarmament: 

'I b e lieve that a l l the t e c h n i c a l and s c i e n t i f i c aspects of the problem have 
•- been so f u l l y explored that only a p o l i t i c a l d e c ision i s now necessary i n order 

to achieve f i n a l agreement ..." 

"V/hen one takes i n t o account the e x i s t i n g means of v e r i f i c a t i o n ... i t i s 
d i f f i c u l t to understand f u r t h e r delay i n achieving agreement on an underground 
t e s t ban ..." 

"The p o t e n t i a l r i s k s of continuing underground nuclear weapon t e s t s would 
f a r outweigh any p o s s i b l e r i s k s from ending such t e s t s . " 

That i s v/hat the Secretary-General of the United Nations s a i d here i n 1972, and 
as we a l l knov/, he expressly repeated that statement i n 1980 i n h i s i n t r o d u c t i o n to 
the report of the experts. 

I t i s thus c l e a r that acceptance of that mandate meant a tremendous concession 
on our part and we were only able to make that concession, as I s a i d i n my statement 
on 21 A p r i l l a s t , at the 173rd meeting of the Committee, because, as i s stated i n i t s 
mandate, the v/orking group " w i l l take i n t o account a l l e x i s t i n g proposals and future 
i n i t i a t i v e s , and v / i l l report to the Committee on the progress of i t s work before the 
conclusion of the 1982 session," and a l s o because, as i s again stated i n that mandate, 
"the Committee v / i l l t h e r e a f t e r take a d e c i s i o n on subsequent courses of a c t i o n with 
a view to f u l f i l l i n g i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s i n t h i s regard." 

V/e hope that the Superpov/er whose f u t i i r e a t t i t u d e on t h i s question v / i l l , as I 
s a i d e a r l i e r , i n our view, be d e c i s i v e f o r the f a t e of the comprehensive programme of 
disarmament, w i l l be able i n turn to shov/ the necessary f l e x i b i l i t y so that i t can 
adopt a p o s i t i o n on the substance of the matter that i s consonant w i t h the 
o b l i g a t i o n s assvimed i n the Treaties of I963 and I968 to which I have r e f e r r e d and 
the p o s i t i o n endorsed with i t s a f f i r m a t i v e vote i n the three General Assembly 
r e s o l u t i o n s which I have al s o expressly mentioned. 

Only thus v / i l l the Committee be able — and l e t us hope that t h i s v / i l l come to 
pass — to transmit to the General Assembly next year, at i t s 'bhirty-eighth r e g u l a r 
session, a revised d r a f t comprehensive programme of disarmament which w i l l j u s t i f y 
the convening of a t h i r d s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament. 
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The CIIalEIlAH; I thanlc the representative of liexico f o r h i s statement and 
f o r the k i n d woid.s that he has addressed to the Chair. I nou give the f l o o r to 
the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Canada, His Excellency Ambassador I l c P h a i l . 

I-Ir. McPHAIL (Canada): Mr. Chairman, f i r s t of a l l , I should l i k e to vrelcomc 
you to the Chair of the Comnittee on Disarnaanent f o r the month of August, I t i s 
good to see you i n the Chair. Many delegations have vrorked \.'ith you i n New York 
and here i n Geneva, on disa-rmaroent na.tfers and I want to take the occasion also 
to thanlc Ambassador Okavra f o r h i s great e f f o r t s as Cha.irman i n A p r i l when he 
attempted to prepare the Conmittee i n order that i t would maximize i t s c o n t r i b u t i o n 
to the second speciaJ session. Iluch i s expected of the Connittce during t h i s 
period. Much r e s p o n s i b i l i t y , t herefore, l i e s vrith you. I t i s alvrays a pleasure 
to see a fellovr representative of the Conmonwealth i n the Chair. Me adm to 
contribute to your success. At the same time, I should l i k e to vrelcome IIi". Bensnadl 
to the s e c r e t a r i a t of the Coranittee on Disarmament. He brings \ r i t h h i n experience 
which v r i l l stand the Committee i n good stead. 

Just before i t adjourned l a s t s p r i n g , I r e f e r r e d i n a plenary neeting of the 
Committee on Disarmament to i t s unique r e s p o n s i b i l i t y — to negotiate. At i t s 
r e g u l a r sessions the Generad Assembly does not negotiate, nor indeed vra.s t h i s the 
f u n c t i o n of' i t s second s p e c i a l session on disarnament. 

Despite a number of shortcomings, the second r;pecial session 1ms reaffirmed 
the c r i t i c a l r o l e of the Committee on Disarmajnent i n tlie raultilaterad process of 
negotiading arms control" and disannament agreements. Indeed, the second s p e c i a l 
session reaffirm.ed, i n a number of vrays, the confidence of the i n t c r n a t i o n a d 
community i n t h i s Organization. Should vre not tlierefore look q u i c k l y to the 
future? Should vro not b u i l d e s p e c i r d l y upon areas vrhere s u b s t a n t i a l progress lias 
already been made? 

In planning our work f o r t h i s short sunmer session \re need to hucbaaid our 
resources c a r e f u l l y . In our vievr, the Committee should focus i t s main adtontion 
on three substantive areas — chemical vreapons, a comprehensive t e s t ban and 
outer space. 

Issues such o.s negative s e c u r i t y assurances, r a d i o l o g i c a l wea.pons and the 
comprehensive progra.m.me of disarnament sliould, i n our vievr, be gdven l e s s 
concentrated treatment. In tlie cases of negcative s e c u r i t y assura.ncos and ra.diologic 
weapons, discussions during our s p r i n g session suggest that wi i i l e these ma.tters 
need to be Icept under review i n the Comnittee, f u r t i i o r c onsultations outside tho 
Committee a.mongst i n d i v i d u a l delegations n i g l i t y i e l d tiie nost p r o f i t a b l e r e s u l t s . 
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The General Assembly at i t s second speciaJ session devoted to disalrmameht 
charged the Committee on Disarraament to proceed vrith f u r t h e r vrork on the 
comprehensive progra.mme of disa.raament. Experience a.t the second speciaJ session, 
and indeed that v/ithin the Committee l a s t spring, suggest that there might be 
b e n e f i t nov/ i n a " c o o l i n g o f f " period. Instead of iranediately resuming our ' • • 
e f f o r t s to reach a mutually s a t i s f a c t o r y comprehensivo progra.mme of disa.rrnanent, 
the time may be r i p e f o r r e f l e c t i o n , f o r reformulation of n a t i o n a l p o s i t i o n s , so 
that vre may, when the time i s r i g h t , move a.head, 

I should nov l i k e b r i e f l y to r e f e r to problems r e l a t e d to our vrork on a 
chemical v-/ea.pons convention, the comprehensive t e s t ban \J ¡rking Group, and tho 
item on outer spa-ce, 

¥ith respect to chemical v/eapons, I should l i k o to r e c a l l the v/ords of my 
Prime I l i n i s t e r a.t the second speciaJ session: "Given tho complexitj'- and 
c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s of many modem v/eapons systems, na.tionaJ t e c h n i c a l means may 
not be adequate f o r v e r i f y i n g arms c o n t r o l and disarraament agreements. Consequently, 
the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community should address i t s e l f to v e r i f i c a t i o n as one of the 
most s i g n i f i c a n t f a c t o r s i n disarraament negotiations i n the 1900s", Ifov/here i s 
t h i s observa.tioñ more apt than i n our e f f o r t s to acMevo a chemical v/ea,pons 
convention. Under previous Chairmen of the chemical v/eapons V/orking Group, 
Ambassadors Qtavra and Lidgard, much v/as accomplished: Juabassador Sujka has already 
added h i s . p a r t i c u l a r c o n t r i b u t i o n to t h i s progress. V/e have now come to the point 
where i t i s c l e a r that tho success of our e f f o r t s v / i l l depend upon the degree to 
viliich there i s agreement on adequate measures of v e r i f i c a t i o n . This, .1 repeat, 
i s now the funda.mental issue before the Committee. 

\>Ie have noted v/ith great i n t e r e s t the Soviet proposals concerning v e r i f i c a t i o n 
o f Э. chemical v/eapons convention announced by Foreign I l i n i s t e r Gromyko at the 
General Assembly's second s p e c i a l session. V/e look forv/ard to e x p l o r i n g those 
proposals i n d e t a i l during tlois session of the Committee on Disarmament. Ue vrant 
p a r t i c u l a r l y to explore tho.se provisions r e l a t i n g to "on-site v e r i f i c a t i o n on an 
agreed b a s i s " . In l i n e v/ith our o b j e c t i v e s i n a,chieving f u r t h e r progress towards 
a chemical v/eapons convention, Canadian expertise v / i l l be provided f o r a period 
longer than i n the pact f o r t e c l i n i c a l discussions on v e r i f i c a . t i o n n a t t e r s . 

V/e are pleased that the V/orking Group on a comprehensive t e s t ban v / i l l commence 
work at t h i s session. Me b e l i e v e i t to be i n the i n t e r e s t of t h i s Committee as 
a whole that i t should begin substantive c o n s i d e r a t i o n o f the items under i t s 
mandate as soon as p o s s i b l e . \/e recognize, hovrever, that given the shortness of 
t h i s session, an in-depth examination of many of the issues ma.y have to avrait our 
1985 session. In the meantime, the Ad Hoc Group of seismic exports v r i l l meet 
from 9 to 20 August; the c r e a t i o n of the comprehensive t e s t ban l/orking Group 
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sAàs to the G e i c n i c expertn Group a dimeriGiop of additiono,! .iraportanco, I 
should l i k e to r e c a l l that Canada has played an active r o l e f o r the past 
s i x years i n the development of interna.tional sûisuic data, oxchcnije, u l i i c h has 
been the primary, r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of the Ac. Hoc Group of ticismic experts. In 
tho forthcoming: months, Canada \ , ' i l l be able to j o i n those countries \diich ha.ve 
been exchanging data cn a provisiona.l b.-.sis. In t h i s v/ay ue s h a l l be one 
f u r t h e r p a r t i c i p a n t i n the d e f i n i t i v e data exchange from tjie outset, \/e believe 
that such an exchange cr.n — and sliould — b o inplementou i n advance of the 
achievement of a coaprehencivc te;:;t ban t r e a t y . 

The throa.t c f -an armo rrce i r ; outer space lias concerneà the intornationa . l 
community f o r some t i n e . Indeed., tlie United îlations Cíenerr.1 Assembly has 
acknov;ledgcd the Connittec on Disamianent ' s r e c n o n s i b i l i t y to deal vrith t h i s 
subject. As a. beginning, ve believe thr^t the Connittce should attempt to define 
the dinensionn o f t h i : ; problen. To t h i s end, i t i s our i n t e n t i o n to p a r t i c i p a t e 
a c t i v e l y i n the consideration liy the Cc-nnittee at t h i s sunner session of the 
issues relevant to the prevention of an a.rno race i n outer cpace, 

I have si n g l e d out the foregoing iteris as the inportajit ones f o r treatment 
by the Conmittee i n thit; short sunner Boijsion, Tliere a,rc indeed other i t e n s on 
our agend.a. Short though cur t i n e nay bo, vro should take up one of the raost. 
signific-ant o f tlicoc r e n a i n i n g i t e n i j , chat r e l a t i n g to the organisation and the 
membership of the Conmittee on Disarnanent, The e f f e c t i v e f u n c t i o n i n g of t h i s 
body i s at tïta.ke, Ue agi'ee vrith tlione vrho ha.ve .argued, that a r e v i e v of our xrork 
methour. i.H nccesoai-y. Me should soek to rea.ch accord, on the r e s o l u t i o n of these 
n a t t e r s , not only i n the i n t e r e r t i : of the Connittce on Dieamanent as a 
n u l t i l a t e r a l n e g c t i a t i n g body, but also i n the i n t e r e s t s of resolving- the 
substantive tasks vre have before us. 

I think that i n t h i s Ccnnittee i t i a n e i t h e r proper nor productive to d v e l l 
on the shortconings c f the sacona s p e c i a l session of the GeneraJ Assembly devoted 
to disarmancnt. I s a i d at the outset todaj" that ve cliould be for\rard-looking. 
The best vra.y t h i s comnittee can r e a f f i r n i t i . - commitment to the arns c o n t r o l and 
disarmament process, and to j u s t i f y the t r u s t the i n t e r n a t i o n a l conmuiiity has 
pla.ced i n i t i s through the r e a l i z a t i o n of concrete and p r a c t i c a l steps. There 
indeed are opportunities before uc. Let us seize thou. 

The CHAIISLIT: I thank tlie representative of Canada f o r h i s statement and 
f o r the k i n d vords that he has addressed to the Chair. I no\r give the f l o o r to 
the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of trie Union c f Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics, 
iimbassador Issra^elyan. 
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Mr. ir:;SR№,LYÁK (llnion of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Russian); 
Mr. Cnairmsn, the USSR délégation i s glad to welcome you, the" re-ore"sentativo 
of Kenya, to the o f f i c e of Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament. Ue would l i k e 
to wish you a l l success. You can be sure that the Soviet delegation w i l l support 
your e f f o r t s to promote the implementation by the Committee of the tasks i t i s charged 
vrith. 

I should l i k e , on behalf of the Soviet delega-tion, to express our gratitude to 
Ambassador Okawa of Japan vfno so s u c c e s s f u l l y c a r r i e d out tho tasks of Chairman of 
the Committee not only during the month of A p r i l but also subsequently, during the 
p a r t i c u l a r l y r-osponsible p e r i o d of the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament. 

V/e wish to vrelcome Comi-ade Datcou, the Ambassador of Romania, to the Goiimiittee 
and ме look forvrar-d to a continuation of our t r a d i t i o n a l co-operation and f r i e n d s h i p 
vrith the Romanian delegation. 

The Committoe on Disarmament resumes the woi-k 01 i t s 1982 session at an important 
time. Last month the second s p e c i r J session of the United Hâtions Creneral Assembly 
on disarmament completed i t s vrork. During tha.t session the v r i l l of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
comanunity f o r peace, t)ie determination of neoples to r e s t r a i n the demon of v^ar aiid 
to secure the r e a l i z a t i o n of the l i f e - l o n g a s p i r a t i o n s of manlcind f o r ' a vrorld vritbout 
arms, f o r a world without vrars, 'rere expressed m.ore c l e a r l y than ever before. 

Leonid Brezhnev^, General Secretary of the Centr a l Committee of the Communist 
P a r t y of the Soviet Union and President c f the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of 
the USSR, i n h i s m.cssage to the second r p e - i a l session noted that " i f v/e are to 
si n g l e out vrhat i s the miost im.portrnt, the most urgent, what novr vrorries people .in 
a l l corners of the globe, vdiat preoccu.pies the minds of statesmen and p u b l i c f i g u r e s 
i n many countries of the vroi'ld , i t i s tho concern f o r hrdting the endjess build-up of 
ever m.ore destrvicti^R types of -.'oapons, achieving a brealcthrough tovrards the 
improvement of i n t o r n a t i o n a J r e l a t i o n s and averting a nucleax" d i s a s t e r " . 

Does not the povrerful movement f - ' Г peace and disarmament vrhich has l a t e l y 
a t t a i n e d such strength i n a l l countries of the vvorld bear vritness to t h i s ? Owing to 
the vigorous actions of the pea.ce-loving forces the second s p e c i a l session proved to 
be an important landimark i n the e i - i ^ r t o of peoples to elim.ina.te the threat of nuclear 
war and to curb the arms race. 

c a e so 
The question of preventing nuclear v/ar v/as the p r i n c i p a l , the c e n t r a l issue at 
OEsion from the beginning to the end c f the vrork of t h i s renresentative 

i n t e r n a t i o n a l .forum. In tho document i t adopted at the session the General Assembly, 
expressing i t s profound concern over the threat of nuclear v/ar and s t r e s s i n g that the 
removal of that threat i s "tho m.ost acute and urgent task of the present day", urged 
a l l States to consider a,s soon as pos s i b l e "relevant proposals", designed to avoid 
nuclear v/ar "thus ensuring that the svirvival of mankind i s not endangered". 

This means i n the f i r s t instance tho proposail that a l l nuclear-v/eapon States 
as.jume the o b l i g a t i o n not to be the f i r s t to use nuclear vreapons. 
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The Soviet Union has u n i l a t e r a l l y assumed t h i s o b l i g a t i o n . I f the other 
nuclear-v/eapon States follov/ our example, then the p o s s i b i l i t y of. the outbreak 
of nuclear v/ar w i l l a c t u a l l y be reduced to naught since t h i s v/ould be tantajnount i n 
p r a c t i c e to a ban on the.use of nuclear weapons altogether. 

The head of the Soviet State i n h i s message also expressed a p o s i t i v e a t t i t u d e 
to the i d e a of a mutual freeze of nuclear arsenals as a f i r s t step tov/ards t h e i r 
reduction and eventually t h e i r complete e l i m i n a t i o n . 

I t i s our opinion that the Committee on Disarmament should pay s p e c i a l a t t e n t i o n 
to these urgent i s s u e s v/hich are of deep concern to the i n t e r n a t i o n a l p u b l i c . 

At i t s second s p e c i a l session on disarmament the United Hâtions General Assembly 
i n i t s d e c i s i o n unanimously reaffirmed the v a l i d i t y of the P i n a l Document of i t s 
f i r s t s p e c i a l session and the o b l i g a t i o n of i t s member States to respect i n 
n e g o t i a t i o n s on disarmament the p r i o r i t i e s agreed on i n the Programme of A c t i o n . 

This , d i s t i n g u i s h e d delegates, places before the Committee on Disarmament, as 
the s i n g l e m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament ne g o t i a t i n g forum responsible f o r v/orking out 
concrete i n t e r n a t i o n a l agreements to r e s t r a i n the arms race, tasks of v i t a l 
importance. I t can . j u s t i f i a b l y be s a i d that the r e s p o n c - i b i l i t y l a i d on our Committee 
by the. i n t e r n a t i o n a l community through the United Nations General Assembly vas never 
so great.as i t i s today. Me should convert i n t o p r a c t i c a l measures the impulse . 
given by the General Assembly to the s o l u t i o n of concrete problems of arms l i m i t a t i o n 
and disarmament. I t i s a l l the more imperative as the i n t e r n a t i o n a l p u b l i c 
r i g h t l y е^фгезвез i t s serious concern over the f a c t that f o r more than f i v e years 
now the Committee on Disarmament has made no progress and .in f a c t has been merely 
marking time. 

I t . i s not our i n t e n t i o n nov/ to i n v e s t i g a t e the reasons f o r the lack of progress 
i n the Committee's work. We have often spoken about t h i s ourselves, and v/e have 
fr e q u e n t l y heard many of the representatives s i t t i n g at t h i s table also speak a.bout 
the reasons f o r the stagnation i n our work. This very morning the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
Ambassador of Mexico dv/elt on them at some length. Progress i n the Committee has 
been blocked f o r a long time nov/, and the main reason i s that c e r t a i n States s t i l l 
do not have the p o l i t i c a l v / i l l to undertake r e a l measures of arms l i m i t a t i o n and 
disarmament under e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l . 

This cannot go on f o r a long time. The Committee on Disarmament w i l l f a i l i n 
i t s d u t ies as the s i n g l e m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament n e g o t i a t i n g body and i t v / i l l s u f f e r 
the same grievous f a t e as b e f e l l other disarmament bodies v/hich e x i s t e d i n the past 
i f i t does not achieve decisiv^e progress i n i t s v/ork. 

In accordance v/ith the p r i o r i t i e s s p e c i f i e d by the General Assembly we should 
give our a t t e n t i o n f i r s t and. foremost to the problems of the ces^sation of the nuclear 
arms race and nuclear disarmament. 

I t has long been a matter of urgency to set up an ad hoc v/orking group on item 2 
of the Committee's agenda, "Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disarmament". At the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly on disarmament, 
the Soviet Union i n i t s memorandum, "To avert the grov/ing nuclear threat and to 
curb the arms race" proposed the e l a b o r a t i o n , adoption and stage-by-stage implementation 
of a nuclear disarmament programme. The major parameters of such a programme are set 
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f o r t h i n the momorandm. Moreover, i n compliance v/ith the v/ishes expressed hy many 
States we agreed that one of the f i r s t stages of the programme v/ould he the cessation 
of the production of f i s s i o n a b l e m a t e r i a l s used f o r the production of various types 
of nuclear v/eapons. The Soviet Union i s ready to consider t h i s problem i n the v/hole 
context of the l i m i t a t i o n and cessation of the nuclear arms race. 

The complete and general p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear weapon to s t s i s a very urgent 
problem. Before the recess the Committee set up an Ad Hoc Uorking Group on t h i s 
item, and v/e hope that t h i s Group w i l l proceed v/ithout delay to \/ork on the problem 
that was i n d i c a t e d i n p l a i n terms by p r a c t i c a l l y a l l representatives when they agreed 
on the mandate f o r t h i s Group — the problem of d r a f t i n g a t r e a t y on the complete and 
general p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear v/eapon t e s t s . 

In viev/ of recent press reports concerning the adoption by the United States 
A d m i n i s t r a t i o n of some nev/ d e c i s i o n on the question of nuclear t e s t s , i t i s 
important to us — and obviously to a l l those present i n t h i s room — that the 
United States delegation should c l a r i f y that country's i n t e n t i o n s and i n d i c a t e 
v/hether i t i s ready to d r a f t such a t r e a t y or not. C l e a r l y , t h i s v / i l l g r e a t l y 
i n f l u e n c e the a t t i t u d e of the States members of the Committee to the a c t i v i t i e s of 
the above-mentioned Uorking Group. 

In accordance v/ith our d e c i s i o n taken e a r l i e r , the V/orking Group on Chemical 
VJeapons resumed i t s work before the s t a r t of the plenary m.eetings of the Committee 
i t s e l f . This proves that the Committee i s p e r f e c t l y av/are of the primary 
s i g n i f i c a n c e of the question of the p r o h i b i t i o n and e l i m i n a t i o n of chemical v/eapons, 
one of the most dangerous types of v/eapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n . 

The Soviet Union i s strongly i n favour of the speediest p o s s i b l e s o l u t i o n of t h i s 
major problem. True to the humane purposes of the Geneva P r o t o c o l of 1925, the 
Soviet Union has never used chemical v/eapons anywhere and has never t r a n s f e r r e d them 
to anyone. Motivated by the desire to achieve a comprehensive and e f f e c t i v e 
p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical v/eapons, the Soviet Union submitted to the General /ssembly 
f o r consideration at i t s second s p e c i a l cession a text e n t i t l e d "Basic p r o v i s i o n s of 
a convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the development, production and s t o c l c p i l i n g of 
chemical v/eapons and on t h e i r d e s t r u c t i o n " . 

Our d r a f t , which has been d i s t r i b u t e d as an o f f i c i a l document of the Committee, 
contains quite a number of nev/ elements, i n t e r a l i a on the question of v e r i f i c a t i o n 
of compliance v/ith future conventions, and v/e express our deep s a t i s f a c t i o n at the 
f a c t that both at the second s p e c i a l session and during the v/ork of our V/orking Group 
on Chemical V/eapons many delegations gave a p o s i t i v e a p p r a i s a l of the p r o v i s i o n s of 
the Soviet d r a f t . The representative of Canada has r e f e r r e d to our proposals at 
t h i s morning's meeting. 

The Soviet delegation i s convinced that there now e x i s t a l l the o b j e c t i v e 
conditions necessary f o r a d e c i s i v e advance tov/ards the s o l u t i o n of the question of 
the p r o h i b i t i o n and e l i m i n a t i o n of chemical x/eapons. V/e therefore consider that the 
Committee should prepare by the end of i t s current session a composite d r a f t t e x t of 
a future convention containing both agreed p r o v i s i o n s — v/e hope there v / i l l be many 
of them — and those on v/hich v/e have not been able to reach agreement during t h i s 
stage of our v/ork on the d r a f t of a convention. 

The problem of the prevention of an arms race i n outer space i s not l e s s 
important, and i t , too, has already been r e f e r r e d to today. Unfortunately events 
are developing i n such a way that outer space i s becoming more and more an arena f o r 
the arms race. I t i s f o r t h i s reason that v/e ought without delay to s t a r t d r a f t i n g 
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an appropriate i n t e r n a t i o n a l t r e a t y . The Soviet Union's concrete proposals on that 
question — a d r a f t treatjr on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the s t a t i o n i n g of weapons of any 
k i n d i n outer space — has been submitted f o r consideration to the Committee on 
Disarmament. Ue consider that the Comm.ittee should set up an ad hoc working group 
to d r a f t the t r e a t y , as w e l l as to consider other proposals directed at preventing an 
arms race i n outer space. 

•Together with the dclogafcions of other s o c i a l i s t countries the Soviet delegation 
has more than once ptit before the Committee concrete proposals f o r the p r o h i b i t i o n of 
the development and production of new types and nev; systems o_f vre ap̂ on_s_ of mas s 
d e s t r u c t i o n . Our proposals i n t h i s respect have concerned both the problem as a 
vfhole, and i n d i v i d u a l s p e c i f i c aspects of the p o s s i b l e production of ncv^ types and 
systems of weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n . 

To dispute the urgency of t h i s problem vrould be to shovr inexcusable negligence 
since vre are vritnessing the continuous creation of ever nevrer types of weapons of 
mass a n n i h i l a t i o n . Thus the c r u e l neutron weapon has become a r e a l i t y . The same 
might happen also i n the case of r a d i o l o g i c a l vre.apons. We c a l l on the delegations 
of a l l the countries represented i n the Committee on Disarmament to shovi a r e a l i s t i c 
understanding of these problems and to i n t e n s i f y t h e i r e f f o r t s towards the d r a f t i n g 
of appropriate i n t e r n a t i o n a l agreements on the p r o h i b i t i o n of these types of weapons 
of mass d e s t r u c t i o n . 

I should also l i k e to r e c a l l that at the second s p e c i a l session on disarmament 
the Soviet Union spoko i n favour of the renunciation of the use of nevr d i s c o v e r i e s and 
s c i e n t i f i c and t e c h n i c a l achievements f o r m i l i t a r y purposes. T h i s . i s a major and 
svreeping problem which i t v j i l l of course not be easy to resolve. But i t i s a problem 
that e x i s t s and i t i s high time to s t a r t bhinlcing j o i n t l y of \.rays to solve i t . 

I should l i k e nov; to come to the question of the organization of the work of the 
Committee's summer session. F i r s t of a l l I w i l l say that f o r reasons you a l l know, 
t h i s session v d l l probably be the shortest one f o r many years, a f a c t v;hich i n no 
way r e f l e c t s on tho r e s p o n s i b i l i t y and the importance of the tasks v;hich are now 
before the Committee. I t i s p r e c i s e l y f o r t h i s reason that v;e should organize the 
vrork. of the session p a r t i c u l a r l y e f f i c i e n t l y , that i s not vjasting a day or even an 
hour on -unnecessary procedural and o r g a n i z a t i o n a l d i s c u s s i o n s . 

The most important question f o r us to s e t t l e immediately i s that of the 
resumption and e f f e c t i v e o rganization of the work of the ad hoc working groups. In 
accordance v;ith the p r i o r i t i e s reaffirmed by the second Special session of the 
General Assembly on disarmament, the greatest a t t e n t i o n should be given to the v;orking 
groups on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons and nuclear v;eapon t e s t s . We are i n 
favour of the Working Group on Chemical V/eapons, under the s k i l f u l and experienced 
guidance of ianbassador Sujka, continuing i t s a c t i v i t i e s both i n August and i n 
September, and perhaps i n the succeeding months of the present year. The 
Viforking Group on the p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear weapon t e s t s should obviously begin i t s 
v;ork next week. \/e hope that o r g a n i z a t i o n a l questions not yet resolved v ; i l l be 
s e t t l e d through consultations i n the next few days. 

V/e would urge that consultations should be held under the guidance of the 
Chairman of the Committee regarding the s e t t i n g up at the summer session of a working 
group on item 2 of the agenda, "Cessation of the nuclear aims race and nuclear 
disarmament". 
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We also f e e l that there i s no j u s t i f i c a t i o n f o r delaying the s o l u t i o n of the 
question of creating a worlcing group on item 7 of the agenda, "Prevention of an arms 
race i n outer .space". Ue believe t h a t ^ t h i s worlcing group should begin i t s work 
during the current session of the Committee. Here, too, vre are ready f o r 
constructive consultations with delegations with a viev; to f i n d i n g a mutually 
acceptable mandate and r e s o l v i n g other o r g a n i z a t i o n a l problems. 

As to the resumption of the a c t i v i t i e s of the other working groups — those on 
the p r o h i b i t i o n of ra.diological v;eapons, on s e c u r i t y assurances f o r non-nuclear-
weapon States and on a comprehensive programme of disarmament, i n viev; of the l i m i t e d 
time .and the v;ork done over a mmibor of years, during v;hich marked divergences at 
times appeared, v;e ought now to decide on the form and frequency of the negotiations 
i n the fraimev/ork o f these vrorking groups. Ue are prepared to shov; f l e x i b i l i t y i n 
t h i s matter and to meet other deleg.ations half-v;ay. At the same time v;e s h a l l 
oppose any unnecessary r e i t e r a t i o n of p o s i t i o n s w e l l knovm to a l l since that would be 
a pure waste of the tim.e of vrhich vre have so l i t t l e . 

There i s one more question to vrhich vre ought a l l to give some thought. The 
General Assembly at i t s second s p e c i a l session r e s o l u t e l y reaffirmed the p r i o r i t i e s 
e s t a b l i s h e d i n the P i n a l Docvment o f the f i r s t s p e c i a l session. That vras the consensus 
vievi of a l l the countries represented i n t h i s Committee. Those p r i o r i t y questions 
include such urgent matters as the d r a f t i n g of a t r e a t y on the complete p r o h i b i t i o n of 
nuclear vreapon t e s t s , a convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n and e l i m i n a t i o n of chemical 
vreapons, a t r e a t y on the p r o h i b i t i o n of r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons and a пъипЬег of other 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l agreements designed to curb the arms race and e s p e c i a l l y the nuclear 
arms race. In t h i s connection, i n our vievr, the need has a r i s e n to e s t a b l i s h time-
l i m i t s f o r the conclusion of our vrork on those agreements. Mc attach great 
importance to t h i s question and vre express the hope that other delegations, too, 
i n f l u e n c e d by the relevant decisions of the General Assembly, v / i l l regard t h i s i d e a 
p o s i t i v e l y . 

The Soviet delegation has come to the second p a r t of the 1982 session determined 
to negotiate c o n s t r u c t i v e l y on the whole spectrum of items on the agenda of the 
Comjnittee and i n conformity with the mandate received by the Committee from the 
second s p e c i a l session of the United Nations General Assembly. On a l l the items on 
the Committee's agenda, our delegation has concrete proposals to make, aimed at the 
speediest p o s s i b l e achievement of mutually acceptable agreements. 

In conclusion, I vrould l i k e to express confidence that a l l delegations 
represented i n the Committoe on Disarraament v r i l l make due e f f o r t s to f u l f i l to the 
utmost the i n s t r u c t i o n s given to the Committee by the United Nations' General Assembly — 
by the vrhole i n t e r n a t i o n a l community — and make a concrete, r e a l l y tangible 
c o n t r i b u t i o n to the s o l u t i o n o f the problems of removing the threat of nuclear war 
and curbing the arms race. 

The GI-IAIRI'IAN; I thank the representative of the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t , 
Republics f o r h i s statement and f o r the k i n d words that he has addressed to the 
Chair. I nov; give the f l o o r to the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of I n d i a , 
H i s E x c e l l e n c y Ambassador Venlcatesv;aran. 
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Mr. УЕККА'ГЕШАШШ (india ) s Mr. Chairman, on hehalf of the Indian delegation, I 
would l i k e to vrelcome you, the representative of f r i e n d l y and non-aligned Kenya, as 
Chairman of the Committee f o r the month of August. 4e meet today f o r the f i r s t 
time since the conclusion of the second s p e c i a l session of the United Hâtions 
General Assembly on disarmament. Tne t o t a l f a i l u r e of that session to achieve any 
t a n g i b l e r e s u l t whatsoever adds a sense of urgency and importance to our vrork here 
as the only m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g body. V/e hope, Mr. Chairman, that vuider your 
wise' and experienced leadership vre s h a l l be able to d i s p e l some of the gloom and 
pessimism that has descended over the i n t e r n a t i o n a l scone as a r e s u l t of the f a i l u r e 
of the second speciaT session. 

I vrould also l i k e to a v a i l myself of t h i s opportunity to express the sincere 
a p p r e c i a t i o n of our'delegation to Ambassador Okavra of Japan vrho, as Chairman-of t h i s 
Committee since A p r i l , not only nresiàed over the c r u c i a l phase of•the preparation of 
our report to the General Assembly at i t s second s p e c i a l session, but also 
s u c c e s s f u l l y steered us to a consensus on the s e t t i n g up of an ad hoc vrorking group 
oh a nuclear t e s t ban. In a d d i t i o n , I have great pleasure i n extending a vrarm 
vrelcome to Ambassador Datcou of Romania, a country w i t h vrhich I n d i a has c o r d i a l 
and f r u i t f u l r e l a t i o n s . H i s experience and knovrledge v r i l l be valuable to the 
Committee i n i t s work. 

The f a i l u r e of the second s p e c i a l session l a s t month to produce even the most 
modest r e s u l t s has been a great setback to the cause of disarmament. V/hat i s 
e s p e c i a l l y r e g r e t t a b l e i s the f a c t that the report of the session f a i l e d miserably to 
do j u s t i c e to the depth of concern and- anxiety which oppresses the people'of the 
world at the grovring danger of nucleai-' vrar. I f one had to i d e n t i f y the s i n g l e most 
important cause f o r the f a i l u r e of the session to adopt even a s i n g l e measure tovrards 
preventing the p o s s i b l e outbreali o f a nuclear vrar, i t i s the patent f a c t that f o r • 
the most povrerful nations the i l l u s i o n of p o l i t i c a l and m i l i t a r y pre-eminence vrhich 
i s aâsociated vrith the accumulation of airaaments proved more important than the 
s p e c i a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 'they bear towards the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community to ensure world 
peace and s e c u r i t y . 

I n d i a , as you knovr, d i s s o c i a t e d i t s e l f from^ the chapter on conclusions contained 
i n the report of the session. V/e d i d so because we share the vievr expressed by a 
large number of non-governmentaT organizations and popular movements that s u r v i v a l 
i s not a matter of consensus. At a time vrhen'popular d i s q u i e t and anxiety over 
the dangers of a catastrophic nuclear war have reached over\-rhelming proportions, the 
session could not o f f e r even one modest measure to restore hope. The c r e d i b i l i t y 
of the m u l t i l a t e r a l ' process i s novr i n danger of being e n t i r e l y v i t i a t e d , unless ve 
i n the Committee on Disarmament can b r i n g a nev sense of purpose and urgency to our 
n e g o t i a t i n g task, p a r t i c u l a r l y on the p r i o r i t y items of our agenda. V/e may r i g h t l y 
be disappointed-at the f a i l u r e of the second s p e c i a l session but vre should not allow 
that to discourage-us i n our e f f o r t s . 

The summer session of the Committee t h i s year vill b a r e l y cover s i x to seven 
weeks. I t i s necessary, therefore, to be c a r e f u l l y s e l e c t i v e i n our ap-oroach and to 
focus a t t e n t i o n on the most important p r i o r i t y areas. VJe are glad to note that the 
Ad Hoc V/orking Group on Chemical ^'eapons, vrhich has been meeting since 20 J u l y under 
the energetic leadership of iunbassador Sujka of Poland, has at l a s t come to g r i p s 
w i t h the c r u c i a l process of r e c o n c i l i n g divergent p o s i t i o n s through an e x p l o r a t i o n 
of various promising comprom.ise options. This phase of the Group's vrork i s perhaps 
the most c r u c i a l and at the same time the most d i f f i c u l t . I t requires i n t e n s i v e 
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work and imaginative diplomacy. It i s , therefore, both appropriate and essential 
for delegations to give the Ad Hoc Working Group the maximum scope for advancing 
i t s 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 2ü 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 early 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 VJorking Group 
will be able to complete i t s 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, ive 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 a l l 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 
i s , 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 which we deal with this 
problem. We could, for example, set up an ad hoc working group on outer space, 
which would in the f i r s t 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 fi e l d of nuclear arms limitation and disarmament as well as for the prevention 
of nuclear war. The negotiation of an agreement to ban the development, testing 
and deployment of anti-satellite weapons would be a good starting point, in the view 
of my delegation, although i t must be clearly understood that 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 i f i t were to 
recommend to the General Assembly that pending the negotiation of concrete measures 
in this f i e l d i t 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 i t was unable to produce even one modest 
measure for the prevention of nuclear war, the prospect of which hangs over our own 
as well as succeeding generations. What the special session failed to achieve 
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the Committee on Disarmament must now try to redeem. There are, of course, 
differences amongst us over the concrete issues which should be tlie subject of 
multilateral negotiations on nuclear disarmament. I believe, however, that we are 
a l l united in our common determination to prevent the outbreak of nuclear vrar. 
Several countries, including a l l 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 В of 9 December 1981 entit led, 
"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/ll/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 al ike, have a l l 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 comprehensive 
programme of disarmament which v/as 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 c l a r i f i e d " . 

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-belligeronts al ike, 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 sot up an ad hoc working group to negotiate, as a 
f i r s t step, practical measures for the prevention of nuclear vjar. The working group 
could take as a basis for i ts work a l l the replies received by the Secretary-General 
in response to resolution 36/З1 B, as well as the discussions on this subject 
at the second special session i t s e l f , where various ini t iat ives 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, vifhich has generated such deep 
anxiety and profound concern amongst peoples a l l over t h ^ v-;orld, i t would have amply 
justified i t s existence and restored i ts credibi l i ty with the international community. 

I would accordingly request you, Hr. Chairman, to put this proposal for an 
ad hoc working group on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nucluar 
disarmament before the Committee, so that an early decision may be taken and v/e could 
get down to work forthwith. 

These, then, are the areas on which v/e ought to be focusing our attention during 
the limited time available to us during the r-.st of oui' 1982 sui ion. Vîhat about 
other itemj on our agendi? 

It is a matter of docp regret to us that despite the s p i r i t of compromise and 
f l e x i b i l i t y 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 responsible for this failure, 
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of víhich you are a l l aware. It must be stated, however, that a comprehensive programme 
of disarmament without specific and concrete measures of disarmament, a clear-cut 
order of priorities, at least an indicative time-frame for i t s implementation and a 
credible commitment thereto on the part of States, would be meaningless. These 
minimum requirements. of a credible comprehensive programme of disarmament are based 
in fact on the provisions of the Final'Document of the f i r s t special session on 
disarmament, which was adopted by consensus- We cannot, therefore, agree to any 
retreat from that document. If there are those who v;ish to deviate from positions 
they themselves subscribed to only a few years ago, they must bear the f u l l 
responsibility for their actions. In any event, i t seems evident to us, in the light 
of our oxperionce at the Second special session, that no useful purpose would be 
served by another immediate round of negotiations designed to remove brackets from 
the text that has now come back to us from Mê ?̂ York. We need to reflect over the 
approach we have so far adopted on this whole issue and perhaps be prepared to explore 
a nex-j basis for reaching a consensus. Our own view is that instead of attempting to 
draw 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 i t s 
second special session, tho Prime Minister Of India stated: 

"Disarmament negotiations must once again revert to tho task of achieving a 
treaty on general and complete disarraament within an agreed time-frame, as 
Iran diiicussed bôtwoen the ïïnitod Statos and tbe tJSSR i n tho Ag-roed 
Principles and Draft Treaties of the early 1960s. Although the problems 
involved have become far more complex, the basic approach and the principles 
then formulated could s t i l l provide a basis for meaningful nugotiations". 

Only a treaty on general and complete disarmament would be able to resolve 
questions relating to the measures to be implemented, the nature of the obligations 
to bo undertaken by States and the time-frame within which the goal of general and 
complete disarraament would have to be achieved. It would also resolve tho problem of 
effective international verification and control to ensure compliance with the 
obligations assunied by States for achieving disarmament. 

I vrould like to recall here that paragraph 38 of the Final Document explicitly 
calls for negotiations on a treaty on general and complete disarmament. The paragraph 
statos : 

"Negotiations on partial measures of disarmament should be conducted 
concurrently with negotiations on more comprehensive measures and should be 
followed by negotiations loading to a treaty on general and complete disarmament 
under effective international control". 

On the above basis, our concrete suggestion is that the Committee on Disarmament 
should start liork on such a treaty and report the results achieveü to the United Nations 
General Assembly at i t s thirty-eighth session. 

During the spring session, i t was obvious that the working groups on negative 
security guáranteos and radiological weapons respectively had clearly reached an 
impasse in their negotiations. In the limited time available to us during this 
session,' v/e would prefer that instead of convening regylar meetings of those working 
groups, their respective Chairmen should conduct informal consultations, especially" 
with the delegations most directly concerned, in order to explore options that may 
point the way to compromise solutions. It has been our experience that in a situation 
of deadlock, meetings of a group merely result in a restatement of positions and 
sometimes even a hardening of positions. It would be best to avoid such a development. 
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Before concluding my statement, I would l i k e , with your permission, to 
introduce document No. CD/255, dated 23 July 1982, containing tin: text of a d r a f t 
convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the use of nuclear '/eapons, which was submitted by 
India at the second s p e c i a l session. Tho d r a f t convention i s an attempt to provide 
a concrete and p r a c t i c a l basis f o r the long-standing proposal by non-aligned 
countries c a l l i n g f o r a p r o h i b i t i o n of the use of nuclear weapons, pending nuclear 
disarmament. I need not go into the r a t i o n a l e f o r the conclusion of such a 
convention, which w i l l be s e l f ' e v i d o n t . Both i n Geneva and i n New York, our 
delegation has made several interventions i n j u s t i f i c a t i o n o f such a measure, and 
delegations present here aro quit'^ f a m i l i a r with the argumentJ advanced i n t h i s 
regard. I t had been our hope that i n response to the \,'idesprcad and r i s i n g wave 
of anxiety and concern over tho growing danger of a possible nuclear holocaust, the 
General Assembly at i t s secono s p e c i a l sess ion v;ould have agreed to an immediate 
p r o h i b i t i o n on the use o f nuclear weapons, pending the achicvomont of nucloar 
disarmament. Unfortunately^ t h i s d i d not prove to be p o s s i b l e . 'ÎQ t r u s t 
that delegations represented i n the Committee on Disarmament w i l l now give serious 
c o n s i d e r a t i o n to the d r a f t India has submitted and provide t h e i r reactions to i t s 
contents. Since i t i s put forward as a d r a f t , I'e would, of course, be v / i l l i n g 
to consider any sensible amendments or modificationo to i t . Lot me make i t c l e a r 
that our motivation i n introducing t h i s d r a f t convention i s to serve the cause 
of the prevention of nuclear war, the; cause of human s u r v i v a l , and no other purpose. 
Those who disagree with our proposal should therefore -it l e a s t be w i l l i n g to engage 
i n a meaningful debate on the issues involved and not attempt to r e j e c t i t out of 
hand as some delegations sought to do at the second s p e c i a l session. V/e remain 
j-eady a t a l l times to answer questions and to d i s p e l any doubts that delegations 
may have on the text of the d r a f t . 

India has c o n s i s t e n t l y t r i e d to work a c t i v e l y and responsibly to f u r t h e r the 
cause of disarmament. I t i s not merely idealism that impels us to '.jork f o r 
disarmament. In tho age of nuclear weapons, disarmament has become, f o r India 
as a nation and f o r us a l l here as members of the world f a m i l y , a p r a c t i c a l 
matter f o r ensuring our s u r v i v a l . We a l l have our p a r t i c u l a r n a t i o n a l i n t e r e s t s 
to .serve. But we should also be acutely conscious of the f a c t that i n today's 
interdependent world, no nation can escape the common destiny imposed upon us by 
the very existence of nuclear weapons. As the Prime M i n i s t e r of India asked i n 
her message to the second s p e c i a l session; "In a v/ar, the dominant thought i s 
to win. Can wc do l e s s f o r peace?". 

The delegation of India pledges to you, Mr. Chairman, t h a t i t w i l l never be 
found wanting i n the quest f o r peace and s e c u r i t y through disarmament, a peace that 
i s novi more than ever before a c a t e g o r i c a l imperative i n drawing the v;orld back 
from the brink of nuclear d i s a s t e r , before i t i.s too l a t e . 
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The CHAIRMAN; I thank the repr.¿sentative of India f o r his statement and 
f o r the kind words chat he has addressed t o the Chair. I now give the f l o o r to the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of B r a z i l , His Excellency Ambassador de Souza e S i l v a . 

Mr. DE SOUZA E GILVA ( B r a s i l ) : Mr. Chairman, r.-.y delo:^.;. •• j on i s pleased 
to welcome you to the Chair of the Committee on Uisarmaraent during the current 
month of August. You miy count. S i r , on the f u l l co-oporation of the B r a z i l i a n 
delegation f o r the discharging of your r e e p o n s i b i l i t i o s , I ал confident that during 
your Chairmanship t h i s Committee w i l l achieve substantive progress i n i t s endeavours. 

Once again t h i s s i n g l e m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g body i n the f i e l d of disarmament 
meets i n Geneva to resume i t s work. This time, however, delegations are s t i l l 
pondering the dismal r e s u l t s of the second s p e c i a l session devoted to disarmament, 
which, as we are acutely awaro, did not reach any agreement on the substantive 
questions placed before i t . I n t e r n a t i o n a l public opinion vvatched the proceedings 
i n New York with keen i n t e r e s t , and w i l l c e r t a i n l y have derived the l o g i c a l 
conclusions from the f a i l u r e of tho second s p e c i a l session to meet the expectations 
i t had r a i s e d . No amount of pious expressions of regret w i l l d i s g u ise the stark 
f a c t that the second s p e c i a l session did not accomplish i t s task because the 
commitments to the F i n a l Document of 1978 and to the implementation o f - i t s Programme 
of Action have been s y s t e m a t i c a l l y ignored i n the p o l i c i e s of the nuclear-weapon 
Powers during the four years since the f i r s t s p e c i a l session and i n the day-to-day 
proceedings of the second session i t s e l f . 

During the preparatory stages of the s p e c i a l session, the delegation of B r a z i l 
repeatedly warned against the growing trend tow-ird the d i l u t i o n of the p r i n c i p l e s 
and p r i o r i t i e s i n s c r i b e d i n the F i n a l Document. Upon tho adoption of the report of 
the t h i r d session of the Preparatory Committee, l a s t October, I had occasion to 
express our misgivings over tho opportuneness and the u t i l i t y of holding a s p e c i a l 
session on disarmament i f no adequate preparation were undertaken with reg-ard to 
the substantivo questions that should be addressed. I stated then that "some 
delegations r a i s e d d i f f i c u l t i e s as to the acceptance of language previously agreed 
upon by consensus", and that "such a disavowal of commitments accepted only four 
years ago i s viewed by my delegation as a d i s t u r b i n g p r a c t i c e " . I ended those 
remarks by saying that i f substantive aspects were not s e r i o u s l y discussed i n 
preparation f o r the second s p e c i a l session, i t s chancos f o r success " w i l l become 
so dim that i t would be l e g i t i m a t o to ask ourselves whether i t should take place 
at a l l " . 

The second s p e c i a l session did take place, however, and can claim as i t s only 
substantive achievement the adoption of a document that contains the "unanimous" and 
" c a t e g o r i c a l " r e a f f i r m a t i o n of tho v a l i d i t y of the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t 
s p e c i a l session, as w e l l as a renewed pledge by a l l Member States to respect the 
p r i o r i t i e s agreed on t h e r e i n . 

Upon the adoption of the report of the second s p e c i a l session, my deleg;ation 
stated i t s understanding that such a reaffir-mation amounts to a renewed commitment 
f o r the immediate s t a r t of m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on such p r i o r i t y matters as the 
cessation of nuclear-weaoon t e s t i n g and measures of nuclear disarmanient. The 
current session of the Committoe on Disarraaient i s thu appropriate occasion to 
a s c e r t a i n whether or not member States are prepared to l i v e up to t h e i r renewed 
undertaking to honour t h e i r commitments. As I have j u s t s a i d , the f a i l u r e of the 
second s p e c i a l session can be ascribed to the trend to backtracking from such 
commitments. The c o n t r a d i c t i o n between the stated p o l i c i e s of some nuclear-weapon 
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Powers and those commitments is even more disturbing. Nevertheless, such commitments 
were-formally reaffirmed at the close of the special session. Accordingly, the 
credibility and usefulness of the multil.-.teral machinery for disarraament, including 
this Committee, depend 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 un Disarmament. 

Allow me now to turn to the immediate questions of organization that are 
before us, and which my delegation hopes can be quickly disposed of so that the 
Committee can dsdicate the larger part of this short session to the substantive 
work assigned to i t . 

We ended our last session with four working groups, namely, those on a 
comprehensive programme of disarmament, radiological weapons, negative security 
assurances and chemical weapons. The latter has already resumed i t s 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 Committee would ¡continué i t s efforts to achieve a draft that could be submitted 
to the General Assembly at i t s 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-seventh session 
of the General Assembly, my delegation believes that a l l of us could benefit 
from a period of reflection on the options open to us with regard to the programme. 
Accordingly, the Committee might decide that the Ad Hoc Working Group on a 
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament should start i t s work some time next January, 
a few weeks ahead of the scheduled date for the Committee's I985 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 d i f f i c u l t i e s that l i e in the path of agreement are not likely to be resolved 
in the deliberations of this Committee for the time being. Progress on negative 
assurances depends ultimately on progress in the security p^:rceptions 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 session the Governments of the USSR and France made Important 
unilateral statements on matters that have a bearing on the question of negative 
security assurances. Both statements represent, in our view, an evolution with 
regard to thoir previous stand. The other nuclear-weapon Powers should examine 
thoroughly those tv/o statements with a view to evolving their own positions on the 
matter, so as to provide adequate ground for multilateral progress. 

As for radiological weapons, thé low priority of the issue and the nature of 
the controversy over the scope of the proposed treaty would make i t 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 same time, the Committee is now confronted with the need to speed up 
action on the top priority issue on i t s 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 
i ts responsibi l i t ies, the Committee should start by taking the remaining procedural 
steps so as to enable the Working Group to begin i ts 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 
i ts doubts on the opportuneness of dealing with such question in the absence 
of agreement on the priority items of our agenda. The establishment of the 
Working Group on a comprehensive test ban and the renewal of the commitment to 
respect the pr ior i t ies 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, ray delegation would not object to the 
establishment of a working group on outer space, with an agreed negotiating 
mandate. 

I T o sum up, my delegation proposes the suspension, for the time being, of 
the act iv i t ies of the working groups on negative security assurances and on 
radiological weapons. The Viorking Group on a Comprehensive Programme of 
Disarmament would resume i ts proceedings in early January next year. During 
the current session, the plenary of the Committee would, either formally, or 
informally, devote special attention to tho discussion of item 2 of i ts agenda, 
with a view to achieving agreement on the modalities of i ts substantive treatment. 
The proposal by the Group of 21 for'the establishment of a working group on 
nuclear disarmament is s t i l l 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 act iv i t ies : 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 wi l l have 
to be defined before i t can actually start substantive work. 

My delegation i s convinced that a decision on those lines would ensure 
the best possible ut i l izat ion of the short time available to us. We would hope 
that, in consultation with delegations, the Chair wi l l be very soon in a position 
to make f inal proposals on the organization of our work for this second part 
of the 19З2 session. 

The CHAIRMAN: Í 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 Viegener. 
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Mr. WEGENER (Federal Republic of Gerraany): Mr. Chairman, ray 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 aro now assured, 
i t 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 
d i f f i c u l t tim.e. We gladly join 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 
it s preparation and marked i t s early stages. The outcome has been a disappointment 
for many, and the Federal Government is among those v/hich share that regret, the 
more so since i t 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 f i r s t special session, on the ensured continuity of 
the world"V;ide disarmament debate, and on the maintenance of the principle of 
consensus. In it s view, the special session has thus confirmed the most important 
principles which will enable us to continue to give a positive responso to the 
challenge of disarmament which faces the international community. AIT 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 
comprehensive a task that we set our sights too hip^h. 

But there aro a good many useful and positive elements in the "Conclusions" 
of the second special session and v/o 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 tho fact that the f i r s t meeting of 
the START talks took place during the session i t s e l f provides encouragement and 
impetus for the future. 

Tho Federal German Government is dctarm.lnad in the spirit of 
Cnancollor Schmidt •'£•; зрезоЬ of I4 Juna beforo tho United i'ations •• • to continue 
to work vi.GO.-'ously fo;' tl'io Objectives of disarmament and to make 'Contributions that 
ar¿ аз concrete аз pocsiblo. 

In this shoi-tencid nciosion p'rcio'.", also,. --lo -arc called upon to deal v;ith 
concreto problem.s in th-o .noiit rational and jcononic manno;:'„ Since a l l . topics on our 
a.gonda are uo for d.otai3ed c-iseuñsion in plenary, I do not wish to give viows nov/ on 
tho-n a l l . I would like to sxn;.,lo out, osilv' those wher.o my rielfi');4tion B-.ies particular 
potential for progr'oss dixriug this зо.'..?.1оп, and víhoro i t plac; particular priorities. 
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The chemical weapons group has got off to an early and promising start. It will 
easily become tnc one v/ork unit which wil 1 accumulate the ¡máximum number of meetings 
by the end of our session. This i s perfectly in keeping v/ith ray delegation's 
intentions. Л comprehensive chemical v/eapons ban is highest on our priority l i s t , 
and my' delegation notes with encouragement the nev/ vistas that have opened up for 
the Committee's v/ork in thi5 donain on th^ basis of declarations made during the 
second special session, mainly by the Soviet delegation. Tnesc vistas havo to be 
explored with caro, and have to bo measured against the requirements v/hich many 
countries havG established in the course of previous sessions, specif ical ly in the 
vorif ication f i e ld , bhile ny delegation gonorally welcomes tho thrust of the now 
Soviet proposals, v/s feel that there may s t i l l be considerable deficiencias, mainly 
as regards the scope of regular obligatory on-site inspection.^, and there is a need 
also to incorporate in the future chemical weapons convention a full-fledged 
contractual obligation on the part of a l l States to submit to on-site inspections 
i f 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 the meaning 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 \iorking Group has comrnenced i ts work 
with considerable momentum and speed, and this momentum should be maintained. 

In the view of my delegation i t is imperative that the Vforking Group on nuclear 
testing should get off to a rapid start under dynamic leadership, and that thé 
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 viork of this Group going ahead on the basis of realism, taking into account the 
preparedness and ability of a l l participating countries to move forward at this time. 
This would also imply that the Working Group docs not disdain the principle of 
graduality and brings in i t s harvest, limited as i t may appear to some, at a time 
when the fruits are ripe hoping for new seasons to yield additional and perhaps 
more delicious f r u i t s . 

The comprehensive programme of disarmament is back on our l i s t of agenda items. 
My delegation has attempted to make the fullest possible contribution to the 
comprehensive programme of disarraament, both prior to and during the special session. 
Vie are therefore particularly saddened that progress in New York was not more 
substantial. Yet the thorough discussion of a l l parts of the comprehensive 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 l i t t l e point in devoting a major part of 
this session to further formal negotiations on the comprehensive programme, but 
a l l delegations must now carefully analyse the results of the negotiations of June 
and July and, on that basis, perhaps in the framev/ork of informal exchanges, give 
thought to how and v/hen a nev/ series of negotiations should be initiated, taking 
into account our I983 deadline for that venture. During the final stages of the 
special session ray delegation had occasion to suggest that we may also wish to 
rethink the methodology and structure of tho comprehonsive programme. 

As the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiological Weapons I am fully 
av/are of the dif f i c u l t i e s that l i e in the way of a successful resumption and 
conclusion of negotiations in that Group. At this juncture, i t appears important 
that a l l delegations should gain a very clear view of the options that offer 
themselves to negotiators. I have written to a l l heads of delegations in that sense, 
and v/ould hope shortly to embark on some informal consultations on the basis of 
reactions to that letter, before now formal meetings of the Working Group, i f any, 
are called. 
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The Committee i s to report to the thirty-seventh regular session of the 
General Assembly on i t s membership structure, and must deal with a number of 
thoughtful recommendations as to the restructuring of i t s viork. 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 i t s 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. 
Tn our view, the future work schedule of the Committee should be such that Geneva 
delegations could continue to make their f u l l contribution to the proceedings 
of the General Assembly's First Committee, and also, i f 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 c r i t e r i a . Among these, 
the contribution individual countries can bring to our Committee on the basis of 
their prior earnest work is of particular significande. 

My delegation is eager for the Committee to embark on i t s concrete work 
as early as possible, and promises you, Mr. Chairman, i t s f u l l co-operation. 

Ihe CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of the Federal Republic of Germany 
for his statement and for the kind vrords that he has addressed to the Chair. 

We have now exhausted the tine available to use for this morning's meeting. 
If there i s no objection, I vrould suggest that we suspend the plenary meeting 
and resume i t this afternoon. We would then listen to the last speaker inscribed 
on my l i s t , 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 v/ho 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 Committee 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 CHAIRL-LàK; The ll^tYi plenary meeting of the Committee on bisarmament i s 
resumed. As agreed t h i s morning, the Committee v / i l l now l i s t e n to the remaining 
speaker i n s c r i b e d f o r today's plenary mooting. 

I novi give the f l o o r to the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Sveden, 
Mrs. Inga Thorsson. 

Mrs. THORóSON (Sv/eden): F i r s t of a l l , i t i s my very great pleasure to congratulate 
you on advancing to the important o f f i c e of Chairman of fche Committee on Disarmament 
during the month of August. The ówedish delegation \ 7 i l l , of course, give you i t s 
f u l l support i n the execution of your o f f i c e v/hich you v / i l l do ui.th the s k i l l and 
d i s t i n c t i o n that we ha-ve been accustomed to expect from you. 

I would also l i k e to thank you f o r your kind v/ords of welcome to me t h i s morning. 

V/arm thanks go also from my delegation to the representative of Japan, 
Ambassador Okav/a, f o r the excellency v/ith v/hich he carried out h i s hea.vy duties as 
Chairman of the Committee, not only during the month of A p r i l , but also behind the 
stage of the second s p e c i a l session on disarmament. I want, furthermore, to v/elcome 
the new Romanian representative. Ambassador Datcou, my o l d f r i e n d of many yeiirs from 
the General Assembly's F i r s t Committee'. 

Likewise the Sv/edish delegation i s very pleased to see this, year' s disarmament 
Fellows w i t h us i n t h i s Chamber, and vre v/ant to v/elcome them here. 

V/e have come together again — ve, the club of 40 nations — committed, through 
the votes of our countries over the years i n the United Hâtions General Assembly, to 
carry out successful multilatéral disarmament neg o t i a t i o n s . Have vre come together 
more happy, more s a t i s f i e d vrith the state of things than when ve adjourned at tho end 
of A p r i l ? 

Between that date and today l i e s the second s p e c i a l session of the United Nations 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. Anyone pledged to the cause of disarmament 
would, I b e l i e v e , be prepared to agree with my judgement, that vre are not more happy 
than three months ago. The remaining impression today i s that those Governments vrhich 
are genuinely committed to disarmament, as the cause of t h i s generation of mankind — 
and the Svredish Government belongs to those — w i l l have, follovring tho f i v e weeks i n 
'Rev York, to redouble t h e i r e f f o r t s , with the aim of achieving a d e c i s i v e breakthrough 
i n the f a i r l y immediate future i n disarmament t a l k s . Othervrise the end r e s u l t v r i l l 
only be one. And l e t us admit that d i f f i c u l t i e s e x i s t , obstacles e x i s t , even 
adversaries of disarmament e x i s t to make r e s u l t s i n f i n i t e l y hard to achieve. V/e 
experienced a l l of i t during the f i v e memorable vreeks that ve spent at the 
second s p e c i a l session i n June and J u l y . V/hat should омт judgement be on the events 
that have passed since the Committee adjourned i n l a t e A p r i l ? 

The vreeks i n Nevr York vrere weeks of agony and anguish. And a.t the end, on 
Saturday, 10 J u l y , we l i s t e n e d to an impressive l i s t of spealcers \rishing to give t h e i r 
f i n a l vievis on why so much vrent vrrong during these vreeks. 

There i s indeed very much to be s a i d i n negative terms about the General Assembly's 
second s p e c i a l session on disarmament. But I do f e e l i t of importance to emphasize 
that most of what happened and what d i d not happen could have been foreseen i n advance. 
Let us remember that the f i r s t s p e c i a l session, four years ago, needed s i x vreeks of 
vrork, under severe s t r a i n and almost to the point of c o l l a p s e , to achieve the ultimate 
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adoption of a F i n a l Document that has, with f u l l j u stification,..been c a l l e d of 
h i s t o r i c importance. This happened at a time when i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s , and 
r e l a t i o n s between the two Superpowers i n p a r t i c u l a r , were i n f i n i t e l y b e t t e r than now. 
The second s p e c i a l session wa.s fa,ced with the task of managdng, i n a period of f i v e 
weeks, to deal s u c c e s s f u l l y with two ma,in iss u e s , of such magnitude and containing such 
c o n t r o v e r s i a l elements, debated and negotiated over f c r years, that an -onbelievable 
amount of t r u s t , confidence and goodwill would have been roq"aired to cope with i t . 
We a l l know that under p r e v a i l i n g circumstances t h i s was simply not so. The task before 
the second s p e c i a l session wa.s сотрагаЛЬо to a request by the United Nations that the 
two Superpowers should change t h e i r basic s t r a t e g i c concepts cvornight. 

Thus, the necessary p r e r e q u i s i t e s f o r reaching beyond the 1978 F i n a l Document 
simply d i d not e x i s t . But, i n my judgement, four things were achieved at the second 
s p e c i a l session. 

F i r s t , the session d i d adopt, by consensus, a concluding document, containing as 
i t s f i n a l p a r t ю paragraphs of p o l i t i c a l conclusions. 

* 

Secondly, i t adopted guidelines f o r the World Disarmament Campaign, which was 
solemnly launched at the opening meeting of the session. 

T h i r d l y , i t acted as a c a t a l y s t f o r one of the most impressive manifestations cf 
free popular movements ever witnessed, not only i n New York but wherever opinion can 
be f r e e l y expressed. 

FoTorthly, i t assured the continuou,s consideration of the items on i t s agenda by 
t r a n s m i t t i n g them to the forthcoming regula-r Gonera-l -.¿xssembly session and, i f necessary, 
to subsequent sessions. No proposals aje f i n a . l l y k i l l e d . 

Let me say a few more words on some of those achievements. 

The concluding document i s not a bad. document. On the contrary i t i s , under the 
circumstances, a very good one. I t states the h i s t o r y of the past îovx years i n c l e a r 
p o l i t i c a l terms. I t contains, furthermore, a number of p o l i t i c a l statements adopted 
by consensus on issues which up to the very l a s t moment were h e a v i l y contended by the 
major m i l i t a r y Powers. What i s even more important, considering i n d i c a t i o n s that some 
of these Powrers were wavering i n t h e i r dedication to the 1978 F i n a l Document, i s the 
unequivocal and unanimous r e a f f i r m a t i o n by a l l Member States of tho v a l i d i t y of t h i s 
document, as w e l l as t h e i r pledge to respect the p r i o r i t i e s i n disarmament negotiations 
e s t a b l i s h e d i n i t s Programme cf A c t i o n . 

Most \xnfortunately, I s h a l l have to r e t u r n , i n very sad terms, to t h i s p a r t i c u l a r 
p o i n t i h a few minutes. This i s due to something which becajne abundantly c l e a r during 
the f i v e weeks of the second s p e c i a l session but which indeed i s not a now phenomenon. 
I s h a l l dwell b r i e f l y on t h i s matter as i t i s , beyond doubt, tho main reason behind 
our f a i l u r e s so f a r i n m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament ne g o t i a t i o n s . As anyone co\rLd guess, 
what I am aiming at i s the a t t i t u d e of the Superpowers towards these negotiations, the 
Powers which have, through t h e i r p o l i c i e s of negligence and o b s t r u c t i o n , blocked 
progress f o r years, the Powers which p r e f e r secret b i l a t e r a l t a l k s behind closed doors, 
denying t h i s m u l t i l a t e r a l body the r i g h t and the p o s s i b i l i t y to negotiate the highest 
p r i o r i t y items on i t s agenda, the Powers which disregard p o l i t i c a l l y , aJthoiigli not 
l e g a l l y , b i n d i n g United Nations r e s o l u t i o n s , on which they themselves have voted i n 
favour, tho Powers which through t h o i r behaviour d i s p l a y t h e i r arrogance towards the 
world around them. 
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What has happened— and not happened-— so f a r i n the f i e l d of disarmament 
negotiations i n the nuclear age i s to me evidence of the l a c k of i n s i g h t , and 
imagination, of these Pov/ers. As a small piece of evidence, I s h a l l quote one sentence 
from the l e t t e r which President Reagan sent to General Rovmy, the Chairman of the 
United States delegation to the ЗТ^ШТ t a l k s which opened on 29 June here at Genevas 

"•As the two l e a d i n g nuclear powers i n the world, the united States and the USSR 
are trustees f o r humanity i n the great task of ending the menaxo of nuclear 
arsenals and transforming them i n t o instruments undervrriting peace.'' 

I want to say i n a l l s i n c e r i t y that, judging those Pov^ers by t h e i r performance 
so f a r , which i s one of an a c c e l e r a t i n g nuclear arms race, the majority of the peoples 
of t h i s earth e n t e r t a i n grave d i s t r u s t i n those self-appointed "trustees f o r humanity". 
We have the r i ^ t to he equal partners, f o r two reasons: 

1, The nuclear-weapon States have shown that they are unable to free themselves 
from a s i t u a t i o n characterized by a morally and p o l i t i c a l l y i n s o l u b l e dilemma. 

2, A l l States, be they nuclear or non-nuclear, m i l i t a r i l y a ligned, n e u t r a l or 
non-aligned, share the common fat e of a p o s s i b l e nuclear holocaust. 

Against the background of what we have witnessed over the years and, most r e c e n t l y , 
at the second s p e c i a l session, of o b s t r u c t i o n i s t Superpov/er p o l i c i e s , 1 could not 
bel i e v e щу ears when I heard the United States delegate on the l a s t day of the session 
says 

"The u n i t e d States i s proud of i t s record i n disarmament." 

Nor could 1 but disagree with the USSR Ambassador to the United Nations when, on 
the same occasion, he spoke of tho constructive approach of the delegations of the 
s o c i a l i s t countries and fvrcther stated that t h e i r p o s i t i o n s accord with the a s p i r a t i o n s 
of the overwhelming majority of the States and peoples of tho world. I t i s , of course, 
deeds, and not words, that count when the performances of the Superpowers are assessed. 
And the deeds of the USSR speak against the words of the USSR at the United Nations, 

One g l a r i n g example of the intransigence of the Superpowers, i n t h i s particixLar 
case e s p e c i a l l y of the United States, a s s i s t e d by the United Kingdom, i s of course the 
behaviour before, dviring and a f t e r the second s p e c i a l session, regarding the question 
of a comprehensive test-ban t r e a t y , j u s t l y considered the key issue of nuclear 
disairmament and thus the highest p r i o r i t y item on our agenda. This key issue has, as 
we a l l know, a t r a g i c h i s t o r y . So f a r , a l l e f f o r t s to get genuine negotiations s t a r t e d 
have been i n v a i n . At the second specia,l session a l s o , the res i s t a n c e continued, 
b l o c k i n g attempts to have te x t s 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 r e s i s t a n t States might make us wonder about the seriousness of t h e i r recent 
agreement to i n i t i a t e CTB discussions i n a working group of t h i s Committee, 

I t w i l l , of course, again be r e c a l l e d t h a t , at the second s p e c i a l session, oven 
these States j o i n e d the consensus d e c i s i o n to adopt the concluding document which, i n 
i t s paragraph 62, states the followings 

"The General Assembly was encovuraged by the unanimous and c a t e g o r i c a l 
r e a f f i r m a t i o n by a l l Member States of the v a l i d i t y of the F i n a l Document of the 
Tenth S p e c i a l Session as w e l l as t h e i r solemn commitment to i t and t h e i r pledge 
to respect the p r i o r i t i e s i n disarmament negotia.tions as agreed to i n i t s 
Programme of A c t i o n , " 
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However, two weeks ago, 10 days a f t e r t h e i r support of t h i s consenus document 
at the United Nations, the Reagan j i d m i n i s t r a t i o n decided, 19 years a f t e r the 
avdoption of the p a r t i a l test-ban Treaty, not to resume the t r i l a t e r a l GTB n e g o t i a t i o n s . 
This i s grave news. Not that we p a r t i c u l a ^ r l y need the t r i p a r t i t e t a l k s , which were, 
anyhow, only preparatoiy to m u l t i l a t e r e . l negotiations i n t h i s body on our highest 
p r i o r i t y item. But the sense of the United States d e c i s i o n seems to be to postpone 
i n t o tho d i s t a n t futirre any serious consideration of a CTBT. 

Perhaps we should not be siorprised, as we vrere given advance n o t i c e , f o r example 
i n the memorable speech on 9 February' by Dr. Eugene Rostow,the D i r e c t o r of the 
United States Arms Control and Disarma,ment j.gency, i n t h i s veiy chamber. He then 
stated that the ultimate d e s i r a b i l i t y of a t e s t ban has not been at i s s u e , and that 
"a comprehensive ban cn nuclear t e s t i n g remains an element i n the f u l l range of 
long-term United States arm.s c o n t r o l o b j e c t i v e s " . But he went on to say something 
more stunning, and I quote h i n again; 

" L i m i t a t i o n s on t e s t i n g must n e c e s s a r i l y be considerod w i t h i n tho broad range 
of nuclear i s s u e s , " 

How can the lumping together of the CTB and "the broad range of nuclear issues" 
be i n conformity with the l e g a l l y b i n d i n g commitments of the United States to a CTBT, 
i n the second preambular paragraph of the p a r t i a l test-ban Treaty of 19^3, where p a r t i e s 
pledged to seek the achievement of the "discontinuance of a.11 t e s t explosions of 
nuclear weapons f o r a l l time", a pledge which was confirmed i n the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n 
Treaty •̂'f 1968? 

There i s nothing i n these l e g a l l y b i n d i n g documents, that were signed and r a t i f i e d 
by the United States, that l i n k s the CTBT to "the broad range of nuclear i s s u e s " . On 
the contrary, a CTBT i s e x p l i c i t l y saàd to be sought f o r on i t s own merits. The 
United States has not abrogated these preambular pa,ra.graphs, Prom i t s recent a c t i o n , 
however, must we draw the conclusion that the United States decs not want a CTBT, that 
through continuing nuclear t e s t i n g i t aims at continuing the murderous nuclear arms 
race? But i s the United States now prepared to face a s i t u a t i o n where i t w i l l be 
accused of v i o l a t i o n of l e g a l l y b i n d i n g i n t e r n a t i o n a l commitments f r e e l y entered into? 
When these commitments were made i n 1963, through the r a t i f i c a t i o n of the p a r t i a l 
test-ban Treaty by a Senate vote of 80 to 19, the l a t e Senate Republican leader 
E v e r e t t M, Dirksen s a i d : 

" I should not l i k e to havo w r i t t e n on щу tombstones 'He knew what happened 
at Hiroshima, but he d i d not take a f i r s t step,"' 

The next step seems to be i n the d i s t a n t f u t u r e . What w i l l be w r i t t e n on the 
tombstones of thoso responsible f o r t h i s deplorable f a c t ? 

Of course, there are also p r a c t i c a l p o l i t i c a l considerations to be made by the 
United States, r e l a t i n g to i t s g l a r i n g r e f u s a l to accept f u l l scope m u l t i l a t e r a l 
n egotiations on a CTBT, This Superpov/er should be aware of the r a p i d l y mounting, and 
f i e r c e , o p p o s i t i o n among non-nuclear-weapon States against the o b s t r u c t i o n by the 
nuclear-weapon States of nuclear disarmament, i n accordance with A r t i c l e VI of the NPT, 
VJhat w i l l happen at the t h i r d NPT Review Conference i n 1985, thtee years from now, i f 
by that time we do not have a m u l t i l a t e r a l l y negotiated CTBT? W i l l the United States 
take the r i s k of the c o l l a p s e of the NPT, the only b a r r i e r , however d e f i c i e n t , that the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l community possesses against h o r i z o n t a l nuclear-weapon p r o l i f e r a t i o n ? 
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No, we should not have been surprised at President Reagan's d e c i s i o n two weeks 
ago, V/e had been given e a r l y warnings. But we are deeply sorry and shocked that i t 
was taken a f t e r the second s p e c i a l session, a f t e r the r e a f f i r m a t i o n of the v a l i d i t y 
of the P i n a l Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session. However, f o l l o w i n g t h i s new act 
of d i s d a i n f u l disregard of consensus decisions at the United Nations, the United States 
i s p r o v i d i n g cheap ammunition to i t s main adversary. I t does make a c t i o n on the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l stage unnecessarily easy f o r that Power. 

Let me state emphatically, that, i n accerdance with Sweden's p e r s i s t e n t p o l i c y , 
f o r us a СТБТ r e t a i n s i t s f u l l importance both as a means to slow or stop the 
p r o l i f e r a t i o n cf nuclear wcai^ons and as a demonstration of the p o s s i b l e i n t e r e s t of 
the nuclear Powers to f i n a l l y i n i t i a t e an era of mutual nuclear r e s t r a i n t . 

I t a l s o remains оггг view that the goal i s , and must bo, to axhievo a complete 
t e s t ban of г^nlimited dvixation. Althoггgh we support what must be c a l l e d a moratoriглn 
i n t h i s context, i . e . a t e s t ban of l i m i t e d d uration, л/е consider i t only an instrument 
to promote the n e g o t i a t i o n of a permanent CTBT under s t r i c t i n t e r n a t i o n a l verificatií-n. 
In t h i s context, l e t me s t r e s s that Sweden does not b e l i e v e i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l i z i n g a 
Threshold Test-Ban Treaty of the kind concluded i n 1974 but not yet r a t i f i e d by the 
United States and the Soviet Union. Such a Treaty coifLd not r e s t r a i n a feared h o r i z o n t a l 
p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear arms and i s of l i t t l e concern to developed шгс1оаг powers which 
could l e g i t i m i z e — probably f o r a long t i m e — t h e i r intenso continued development of 
miclear weapons w i t h i n the generous threshold allowed. I t would amoiKit to another 
smokescreen f o r ijnliraited t e s t i n g . I se^ t h i s with some emphasis as 1 \inderstand the 
l a t e s t move of President Reagan to be to look f o r changes i n that Treaty i n order to 
fi.irther strengthen p r o t e c t i o n against v i o l a t i o n of i t s l i m i t s . This would only serve 
the purpose of showing some z e a l i n the search f o r some measures of arms co n t r o l while 
i n r e a l i t y there would be none. 

The Viorking Group now e s t a b l i s h e d should be u t i l i z e d to the f u l l to i n v e s t i g a t e 
a l l r elevant aspects • f a CTBT. The Committee on Disarmament should bear i n mind 
that the task of the seismic export Сгоъгр i n important respects would a s s i s t and 
iinderpin the a c t i v i t i e s of the V/orking Groop. In t h i s context, l e t me a l s o s t r e s s the 
d e s i r a b i l i t y of a l l o w i n g the expert Groiip to consider and report a l s o on the most 
modern data a c q u i s i t i o n and a n a l y s i s methods a v a i l a b l e and of enlarging i t s 
p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r l o o k i n g i n t o f u r t h o r ways of v e r i f y i n g a t e s t baui, su.ch as throггgh 
the detection and measurement of airborne r a d i o a c t i v i t y . 

As the work of tho CTBT V/orking Grcup unfolds, Sweden intends to reintroduce at 
an appropriate moment relevant parts of i t s 1977 d r a f t CTB t r e a t y t e x t , together with 
now parts which take i n t o accoimt developments since then and the comments ma.de i n 
the V/orking Group, so as to again provide the Committee with a complete and contemporaiy 
d r a f t CTBT t e x t . 

The b r e v i t y of th i s session of the Committee on DisariTiament w i l l probably only 
allow f o r l i m i t e d progress on the other high p r i o r i t y item of chemical weapons, on 
which a l o t of usefvil work has been performed di^ring the l a s t two years. In so f a r as 
there was a need f o r new p o l i t i c a l s i g n a l s , we have noted with considerable i n t e r e s t 
the o u t l i n e of a d r a f t convention presented to the General Assembly at i t s second 
s p e c i a l session by the Soviet Union. As i t seems to contain or r e f l e c t a number of 
featoxres discussed by t h i s Committee, i t would be our hope that i t represents a §епгг1пе 
w i l l to negotiate d i f f i c u l t issues and i s not intended merely to p o l i t i c a l l y counter 
c e r t a i n d i s p o s i t i o n s i n the chemical weapons f i e l d by the other Superpower. V/e are 
l o o k i n g forward to d i s c u s s i n g these questions i n greater d e t a i l i n the chemical weapons 
V/orking Group. 

http://ma.de
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The.- chemical weapons f i e l d appears to щу delegation to he one area c f n e g o t i a t i o n 
where there i s s t i l l hope f o r agreement, however complicated the substance. This 
opportuni-cy must be used t^' the f u l l ' by the Committee and i t s Working Огоггр. Needless 
to s a y , i t w i l l take the a c t i v e co-operation of the Superpowers not only i n the Ccmraittee 
but a l s o throagh a resumption of t h e i r b i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s . We f o r our part are 
prepared to make every e f f o r t to cr;ntrib-ate to a s o l u t i o n of outstanding problems. 
We wo\ild not be opposed, i n t e r a.lia. to continuing work beyond the scheduled working 
pe r i o d of the Committee, i f t h i s appears desirable to achieve d e c i s i v e progress. 

This loads me on to a few words cn the proced-ares and a c t i v i t i e s of the 
Committee on Disarmament, which has been reaffirmed as the sole m - a l t i l a t e r a l 
disarmament n e g o t i a t i n g body. Sweden does not b e l i e v e that we should allow a 
d i s c u s s i o n on t h i s matter to develop iirt o a great procedural debate, which would 
deprive the Committee of much of i t s precious n e g o t i a t i n g time. On tho other hand i t 
would be f u t i l e to dery that certain'improvements and changes cunld be brc'igjit about 
t h r o u ^ informal c o n s u l t a t i o n s . At t h i s point l e t me make the f o l l o w i n g b r i e f comments. 

We have s' me doihts about making t h i s bcdy a permanent aroimd-the-year n e g o t i a t i n g 
forum. Even the present work-load o f the Committee s t r a i n s the capacity of a developed 
and t e c h n i c a l l y advanced cijuntiy l i k e i;y own. A fur'ther extension of working schediiles 
and programmes would be l i k e l y to cverextend smaller delegations and wo-ald only favour 
those large btates or groups' of States whose sincere disa.rmament i n t e r e s t there i s 
sometimes reason 'to doubt. 

But there i s , as I s a i d , room f - r i'lwproving the e f f i c i e n c y of our work. Thus, 
the use of plenary meetings f.,r making repeated general statements could be qu stioned. 
Much s t r i c t e r p r i o r i t i e s should be set f i r the time a l l o c a t e d to working groups., 
lihereas i t would seem h i g h l y advisable U, provide a d d i t i o n a l meetings f o r "the 
negotiations cn chemical weapons and the CTBT and perhaps alse- f o r <.uter space, we 
should somewhat l i m i t time a l l o t t e d to some o'ther working gr^ ups, not beca'asc the 
issues that they are d e a l i n g with are i n themselves o f secondary importance but because 
they are u n l i k e l y t^^ y i e l d r e s u l t s umlcss a change of w i l l s and minds .;ccurs. This 
could i n due course be atscertained through infirma.! c o n s u l t a t i e n s . 

Let me also r e c a l l üwedens f i r m view, which we sha,rri wi'th many c-thcr members of 
the Group c f 21, that the consensus r u l e o f the Committee shruld Uwt any longer be 
allowed to be misiised r n procedural ma,tuers, such as i n b l o c k i n g the s e t t i n g up of 
working groups requested by a large ma.jcrity o f Gommittee members. 

Much has been s a i d a.nd much w i l l have t be s a i d abi.\it the imperative need f o r a 
change o f w i l l s and minds, f i r s t and fore-most i n the l e a d i n g mili-tary Powers. We have 
waited f o r that change a lung time. Quito a nnmber <.'î o s have re c e n t l y gained new 
hope, not because c f any signs :..f s u c h a change, but beca-ase o f the appearance of a 
new and, h o p e f u l l y , s i g n i f i c a n t p o l i t i c a l fc¡rce, the sharply awakening p u b l i c awareness 
of the tremendciis r i s k s that t h i s and coming generations run, i f we a l l o v i the leaders 
of the world to continue t h e i r present course. Por a growing ni'inbcr c f people, f o r a 
s w i f t l y growing nui'iiber n f people, the issue has changed from being enc of deterrence, 
of m i l i t a r y balance, o f i n f e r i o r i t y o r superi->rity, i n t o being an issue ' f s u r v i v a l . 
I t i s a ma.tter of r a p i d l y i n c r e a s i n g awareness o f vAiat a nuclear weapon a c t u a l l y i s . 
Por the f i r s t time since 19б2, when 'Herman Kalm published h i s well-lcnown bocdi, people 
are t n i n k i n g about the -onthinka.ble. One c f the reasonss they have suddenly i.mderst(.iv-d 
that they w i l l have to d' S(J, becai 'ise m i l i t a r y and p o l i t i c a l lead.ers, by t a l k i n g ab n.t 
" c o n t r c l l e d n-ucloar cc . iinter-attacks' , ''pretracted c o n f l i c t periods", have made the 
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unthinkable thinkable, i .e . by the logic of nuclear doctrines, nuclear v/eapons 
are becoming usable. And people understand that this trend wi l l 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 act iv i t ies 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, wi l l ever forget 
what role individual concerned citizens are able to play, and wi l l 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 a l l people of 
good wi l l 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-knov/n American Roman Catholic priest, the 
Reverend Theodore Hesburgh. He said: 

"I experienced something almost l ike a religious conversion. For 
thirty years I have been deeply engaged in trying to create a better 
world, in the face of extreme poverty in Asia, Africa and Latin America, 
Viorking to alleviate world hunger, to oppose the denial of human rights 
at home and abroad, working against tropical diseases af f l ic t ing hundreds 
of millions of humans, against i l l i te racy and for education and 
suddenly i t dawned on me — i f we do not eliminate the nuclear threat, a l l 
of these other problems wi l l be irrelevant, for there wi l l be no more humans 
on earth to have problems." 

When the same consciousness is awakened around the world, there wi l l be no 
po l i t i ca l leader, in any leading military Power, viho can withstand i t . 
Disarmament wi l l 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 l i s t 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.1/Rev.7 entitled "Basic information for delegations on conference 
arrangements and documentation". The next plenary m.eeting of the Committee on 
Disarmament wi l l be held on Thursday, 5 August, at 10.ЗО a.m. 

The plenary stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 4 p.m. 
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The CHAIRMAN; I declare open the 176th plenary meeting of the Committee on 
Disarmament, 

Before we l i s t e n to the speakers vjho w i l l address the Committee today, I would 
l i k e the Committee to adopt i t s programóle of work i n w'orkin^. Paper Mo. 63/Rev.l. 

As a r e s u l t of the exchange of views at tho informal meeting, two days have been 
a l l o c a t e d to the comprehensive programme of disarraament. I f there i s no ob j e c t i o n , 
I w i l l consider that the Committee adopts Working Paper No. 6o/Rev.l.-

I t was so decided. 

The CHAIRMAN: We turn now to Working Paper No. 69, i _ / c o n t aining a d r a f t d e c i s i o n 
on tho request received from Greece to p a r t i c i p a t e i n the Committee's d i s c u s s i o n s . 
I f there i s no ob j e c t i o n , I w i l l consider that the Committee adopts the d r a f t d e c i s i o n . 

I t was so decided. 

The CHAIRMAN; May I now turn to Working Paper No. 70, 2J dealing with the request 
received from Ireland to p a r t i c i p a t e i n the Committeo's work. I f there i s no 
o b j e c t i o n , I w i l l take i t that the Committoe adopts the d r a f t d e c i s i o n . 

I t was so decided. 

The CHAIRMAN; I suggest that we take up now Working Paper No. 7I» containing a 
d r a f t d e c i s i o n to r e - e s t a b l i s h the Ad Hoc Viorking Group on a Comprehensive Programme 
of Disarraament. I wish to s t a t e that i t i s the understanding of the Committee that 
there w i l l be no formal meeting of t h i s Working Group during t h i s part of the session, 
but instead the Chairman w i l l hold informal consultations or meetings of an exploratory 
character. I f there i s no o b j e c t i o n , I w i l l take i t that the Committee adopts the 
d r a f t d e c i s i o n on the basis of t h i s understanding. 

I t was so decided. 

!_/ "In response to the request of Greece (CD/JO?) and i n accordance with 
r u l e s 33 to 35 of i t s r u l e s of procedure, the Coramittoo decides to i n v i t e the 
representative of Greece to p a r t i c i p a t e during 19o2 i n the discussions on the 
substantive items on the agenda at plenary and informal meetings of the Committee, 
as w e l l as i n the meetings of the ad hoc vrorking groups es t a b l i s h e d f o r tho 1932 
s e s s i o n . " 

"With reference to the agenda of the CoraMittoo f o r the I9O2 session and the 
programme of work f o r the second part of i t s session, the representative of Greece 
i s i n v i t e d to i n d i c a t e i n duo course the p a r t i c u l a r concerns of Greece," 

"¿J "In response to tho request of Ireland (CD/303) and i n accordance with 
r u l e s 33 to 35 of i t s r u l e s of procedure, the Committee decides to i n v i t o tho 
representative of Ireland to p a r t i c i p a t e during 1932 i n tho discussions on the 
substantive items on the agenda at plenary and informal meetings of tho Committee, 
as w e l l as i n tho meetings of the ad hoc working groups established f o r the 
1982 s e s s i o n . " 

"With reference to the agenda of the Comraitteo f o r the 1982 session and the 
programme of work f o r the second part of i t s session, the representative of Ireland i s 
i n v i t e d to i n d i c a t e i n due course the p a r t i c u l a r concerns of Ireland.'' 
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The CHAIRMAN; I also understand that there i s agreement that the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
representative o f Mexico, Ambassador Alfonso Garcia Robles, should be reappointed 
Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group. 

I t vjas so decided. 

The CHAIRMAN: Hay I extend to Ambassador Garcia Robles on behalf of the 
CoiTimittoG our congratulations and, at the same time, our thanks f o r having accepted 
once again t h i s important and hoavy burden. 

Ue have now concluded with o r g a n i z a t i o n a l quostions, 

I have on my l i s t of speakers f o r today tho representatives of Czechoslovakia, 
Japan, Romania, China, Franco, A u s t r a l i a , S r i Lanka and tho German Democratic 
Republic. 

I now give the f l o o r t o the f i r s t speaker on my l i s t , the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
representative of Czechoslovakia, His Excellency Ambassador Vejvoda. 

Mr. VSJVODA (Czechoslovakia): Mr. Chairman, may I be permitted, f i r s t of a l l . 
to welcome you to the post of the Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament f o r the 
month of August and to wish you good luck i n f u l f i l l i n g your d u t i e s . Our 
delegation w i l l be pleased to vjork under the chairmanship of the representative of a 
country which i s a jiembor of the group of non-aligned countries whoso a c t i v e r o l e i n 
disarmament negotiations Czechoslovakia values so much. I would also l i k e to thank 
your prodecossor. Ambassador Okawa of Japan, f o r h i s very u s e f u l and valuable vjork 
during the c l o s i n g weeks of the s p r i n g session. I t i s a l s o a great pleasure f o r me 
to v/elcome among us Ambassador Datcou, the representative of the brotherly S o c i a l i s t 
Republic of Romania. 

In view of the f a c t that our session s t a r t e d p r a c t i c a l l y only a few days a f t e r 
the conclusion of the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament, i t i s quite n a t u r a l that i n most statements s i g n i f i c a n t a t t e n t i o n in 
paid to an assessment of that session. Today, a f t e r a c e r t a i n , though r e l a t i v e l y 
short time, we can evaluate everything p o s i t i v e that was achieved at that session and 
consider how our Committee can most e f f e c t i v e l y contribute to the implementation of 
i t s conclusions and recommendations, however meagre they were and u n s a t i s f a c t o r y as 
regards the main questions on the agenda. 

Our view as to why we did not achieve more p o s i t i v e and concrete r e s u l t s was 
unambiguously expressed i n a j o i n t d e c l a r a t i o n on the r e s u l t s of the second s p e c i a l 
session issued by the s o c i a l i s t countries at tho conclusion of that session i n 
Nevi York. In reviewing the s p e c i a l session we proceed from the f a c t that even though 
no s p e c i f i c conclusions and rccomi-nendations v/ere achieved, i t was an important 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l event which c l e a r l y confirmed the i n t e r e s t of an overwhelming majority 
of States i n p u t t i n g an immediate end to the f e v e r i s h arms race and i n achieving r e a l 
steps toward disarmament, and p r i m a r i l y nuclv-sar disarmament. This i s the nost pressing 
task of today, a task which has to be accomplished i n order to eliminate m i l i t a r y and 
p o l i t i c a l confrontation and diminish tho dangor of v/ar, i n tho i n t e r e s t of 
maintaining and strengthening the process of detente and developing i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
co-operation. V/e a l s o believe that i t was a highly p o s i t i v e feature of the s p e c i a l 
session that i t r a i s e d a whole number of urgent, t o p i c a l issues the immediate s o l u t i o n 
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of v̂ íhich i s v i t a l f o r mankind. Above a l l , t h i s concerns such a grave problem as the 
prevention of nuclear war and the c l o s e l y r e l a t e d quostion of the noh~use of nuclear 
weapons which became the c e n t r a l items of the s p e c i a l session. Like most delegations, 
wc a l s o v/armly v;olcomed the ..ussago of L . i . Brezhnov to the s p e c i a l session which 
contained a commitment on the part of the Soviot Union not to be the f i r s t to use 
nuclear weapons. Not only do we soo i n t h i s commit-iient a c l e a r , concrete step aimed 
at r e s o l v i n g the most acute problem of tho present time but a l s o a highly p o s i t i v e 
c o n t r i b u t i o n to the s p e c i a l session and, as w-з can say today, also i t s most s i g n i f i c a n t 
r e s u l t . Already i n tho course of tho s p e c i a l session wc emphasized that the adoption 
of a s i m i l a r commitment al s o by other nuclear powers would reduce the danger of the 
outbreak of nuclear war and would amount to a f a c t u a l ban on the use of nuclear weapons. 

Like the majority of members of the Committee on r-isarmament and the world 
community, we too cannot accept the concept according to which the existence of 
powerful arsenals of nuclear weapons w i l l help keeping the peace and maintain 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l s t a b i l i t y i n the world. 

Ue welcomed al s o other concrete proposals of tho Soviet Union submitted to the 
s p e c i a l session, e s p e c i a l l y tn3 proposal f o r tho basic provisions of a chemical 
weapons convention, the proposals contained i n the Soviet memorandum and those s p e l l e d 
out by the M i n i s t e r f o r Foreign A f f a i r s of tne USSR, A. Gromyko, i n h i s statement. 
Again we can only regret that i s i . . i i l a r approacii, that of submitting concrete proposals, 
was not assumed at the session a l s o by tne delegations of a l l other m i l i t a r i l y 
advanced c o u n t r i e s , and e s p e c i a l l y of thoso possessing nuclear weapons. 

W i i l e the s p e c i a l :,ossion had i t s important p o s i t i v e moments, as I stated before, 
i t s r e s u l t s i n major areas wore qu i t e modest. Of course, we could hardly expect that 
any s p e c i f i c recommendations would be reached, f o r instance, i n the f i e l d of nuclear 
disarmament, t a k i n g i n t o considoration that even the establishment of a working group 
on nuclear disarmament and on tho banning of nuclear weapon t e s t s i n the Committee on 
Disarmament has been blocked f o r s e v e r a l years. I t i s a l s o not very s u r p r i s i n g 
that the General Assembly at i t s second s p e c i a l session f a i l e d to elaborate and 
adopt a comprehensivo programme of disarmament, because som:. western countries pay 
much greater a t t e n t i o n to programncs of continu.'SQ long-term arms build-up shaped 
i n p recise time-frames ratnor than to disarmament programmes. As f o r our 
delegation, we arc ready to continue our a c t i v o p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n tho preparation of 
a d r a f t comprehensive programme so that i t can be submitted to tho General Assembly 
at i t s t h i r t y - e i g h t h session, nc;xt year. i'^verthelcsc, wr. s t i l l b e lieve that i f 
such a programme i s to play a p o s i t i v e r o l o i t must not evade tho s o l u t i o n of basic 
p r i o r i t y questions, i n p a r t i c u l a r i n the f i e l d of nuclear disarmament. In the 
course of f u r t h e r negotiations on the CPD no delegation should forget that the second 
s p e c i a l session f u l l y reaffirmed the v a l i d i t y of the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l 
session and stressed the o b l i g a t i o n of States to respect i n disarmament negotiations 
the p r i o r i t i e s of i t s Programme of Action. 

In our opinion the World Disarmament Campaign, the d e c l a r a t i o n of which we 
welcomed, should help i n paying primary a t t e n t i o n to c r u c i a l tasks i n h a l t i n g the arms 
race. For our part, v/e arc ready to take an a c t i v e part i n ensuring the successful 
and e f f e c t i v e course of the campaign. 

With regard to the f a c t that at tho s p e c i a l session a t t e n t i o n v/as a l s o paid to 
questions of the machinery f o r disarmament negotiations, I would l i k e to underline 
that our delegation regards the e x i s t i n g n e g o t i a t i n g forums and i n s t i t u t i o n s as 
s u f f i c i e n t f o r present needs. At the same time, we share the view that there are 
p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r f u r t h e r r a t i o n a l i z a t i o n aimed at greater e f f i c i e n c y of the e x i s t i n g 
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iiiachinery, i n c l u d i n g the Committee on Disarmament. We regard s e v e r a l proposals 
tabled i n t h i s context as notable and we are ready to consider them c o n s t r u c t i v e l y . 
However, the enhancement of the e f f e c t i v e n e s s of our work must be d e c i s i v e . 

These days the whole world p u b l i c i s once again r e c a l l i n g the tragedy of the 
moment when a l e t h a l atomic mushroom spread over the heads of hundreds of thousands 
of innocent human beings f o r the f i r s t time i n h i s t o r y . And i t i s most d i s t u r b i n g 
that today, when the arms stocks are overcharged with nuclear explosives, the r u l i n g 
c i r c l e s of a country whose leadership was already i n the past not halted by i t s 
conscience from t e s t i n g i n p r a c t i c e the pernicious e f f e c t s of atomic bombs, aro now 
p l a y i n g with new dangerous concepts and ideas. They admit the p o s s i b i l i t y of a 
f i r s t nuclear s t r i k e and plan the p o s s i b i l i t y of a s o - c a l l e d l i m i t e d nuclear war, they 
have s t a r t e d the production of neutron weapons and seek f u r t h e r ways of a t t a i n i n g a 
higher degree of p e r f e c t i o n of the v/ido range of other types of weapons of mass 
d e s t r u c t i o n . 

Therefore, no other task i s more urgent at present than that of b u i l d i n g a f i r m 
b a r r i e r to the danger of war, of preventing the threat of nuclear d i s a s t e r and of 
adopting e f f e c t i v e measures aimed at the achievement of nuclear disarmament. 

Since tho problem of nuclear weapons emerged, the s o c i a l i s t countries have, 
i n the various i n t e r n a t i o n a l forums, c o n s i s t e n t l y been put t i n g forward e f f e c t i v e 
proposals f o r i t s s o l u t i o n . The proposal of the group of s o c i a l i s t countries of 
1979 f o r achieving nuclear disarmament the imploraentation of which would not only 
b r i n g the nuclear arms race to an end but would a l s o ensure gradual reduction of 
s t o c k p i l e s of nuclear weapons u n t i l t h e i r complete o l i m i n a t i o n (CD/4)-, has l o s t 
nothing of i t s t o p i c a l i t y ; rather the contrary. We also consider highly 
c o n s t r u c t i v e the proposal to elaborate, adopt and to implement stage-by-stago a 
programme of nuclear disarmamont, contained i n the Soviet memorandum "To avert the 
growing nuclear threat and to curb the arms race". I t i s a r e a l i s t i c proposal which 
takes i n t o consideration a l s o the views of other Statos e.g. on the question of tho 
production of f i s s i o n a b l e materials used f o r the production of \'arious types of 
nuclear vjoapons. We believe that a l l aspects of nuclear disarmament could be 
e f f e c t i v e l y discussed w i t h i n a working group dealing '/ith item 2 of our agenda, the 
establishment of which we f u l l y support. VJo also hold that the a c t i v e p a r t i c i p a t i o n 
of a l l the delegations represented i n tho Committee i s a necessary p r e r e q u i s i t e f o r 
the f r u i t f u l a c t i v i t y of such a working group. 

The completo and general p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear-weapon t e s t s has been heading 
our agenda f o r quite some time. Our delegation considers t h i s item a question of 
tho highest p r i o r i t y and has alv/ays favoured i t s e f f e c t i v e s o l u t i o n . VJe a l s o 
maintained a c o n s t r u c t i v e approach at the end of the spring, session, when during the 
process of the c r e a t i o n of the relevant V/orking Group, e f f o r t s to r e s t r i c t i t s 
mandate were dis p l a y e d . Now, when the V.îorking Group i s about to s t a r t i t s 
d e l i b e r a t i o n s , wo a l s o consider discouraging c e r t a i n inform.ation to the e f f e c t that 
the United States administration has a l t e r e d i t s approach to the achievement of a 
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nuclear-v/eapon t e s t ban. We cannot but add our voice to that of the delegations 
of I n d i a , Mexico, Sv/eden, the Soviet Union and others, v/hich have questioned the 
United States aporoach. Ue also believe that an explanation on the part of the 
United States delegation as to i t s approach to the Working Group on a CTB v/ould 
be very u s e f u l . 

Thanks to the c o n s t r u c t i v e v/ork of the group of experts i n the f i e l d of 
seismolqgy v;ho, a f t e r sev>en years of complicated n e g o t i a t i o n s , have i n f a c t 
resolved a l l the basic problems of the v e r i f i c a t i o n system f o r a future 
agreement, v/e can hope that t h i s Working Group v / i l l bo able t h i s year to 
concentrate i t s e f f o r t s on the preparation of an agreement i n a l l i t s aspects. 
Czechoslovakia i s ready to o f f e r the experience of i t s experts i n seismology and 
intends to take an a c t i v e part both i n the meetings of experts as w e l l as i n tho 
Working Group. 

\'e welcome the increased a c t i v i t y of the Committee i n d e a l i n g with the 
problem of the p r o h i b i t i o n and d e s t r u c t i o n of chemical v/eapons. The relevant 
Working Group, headed by Ambassador Sujka of Poland, has since 20 July done a l o t 
of u s e f u l work. We are convinced that given good p o l i t i c a l w i l l there are 
s u f f i c i e n t o p p ortunities f o r the elaboration of a convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of 
the development, production and s t o c k p i l i n g of chemical weapons and on t h e i r 
d e s t r u c t i o n , i n c l u d i n g the establishnent of an e f f e c t i v e system of v e r i f i c a t i o n . 
The Soviet proposal concerning the basic provisions of a convention submitted to 
the second s p e c i a l session c o n s t i t u t e s a new basis f o r undertaking d e c i s i v e stops 
tov/ards reaching the desired aim. We consider encouraging tho f a c t that both 
during the second s p e c i a l session and i n the Committoe on Disarmamont a number of 
delegations reacted p o s i t i v e l y to the proposal of the Soviet Union, We hope that 
a c o n s t r u c t i v e approach w i l l p r e v a i l a l s o i n the d r a f t i n g process. In the present 
circumstances we consider i t d e s i r a b l e that the Comraitteo should undertake, 
preferably during t h i s year's session, the e l a b o r a t i o n of a composite d r a f t t e x t 
of a future convention. Although we s h a l l probably not achieve generally acceptable 
t e x t s on a l l the aspects during t h i s summer session, i t seems to us that a composite 
d r a f t t ext could become a use f u l framewoi-k f o r an assessment of the progress achieved 
as w e l l as s e r v i n g as an instrument f o r f u r t h e r n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

A p o s i t i v e course i n the complicated negotiations would, i n our v i e i / , 
undoubtedly be f a c i l i t a t e d a l s o by the implementation of the Soviet proposal 
not to deploy chemical weapons i n t e r r i t o r i e s v/hore there arc no such weapons at 
present. At tho same time we cannot help v/ondering v/hether good p o l i t i c a l w i l l 
i n t h i s regard e x i s t s on the part of a l l States msmbors of the Committee, The 
United States a t t i t u d e to the s o l u t i o n of problems of such weapons of mass 
de s t r u c t i o n , i t s i n t e n t i o n to s t a r t the production of binary weapons, the 
i n t e r r u p t i o n of i t s b i l a t e r a l negotiations with the USSR and tho launching of noisy 
slanderous campaigns are a matter of serious concern. 
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The enormous progress achieved by the c r e a t i v o anu t e c h n i c a l genius of 
mankind provides already novj r e a l p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r f i n d i n g s o l u t i o n s to such 
Dressing and u n i v e r s a l problems as the struggle ag;ainst hun.-^or, diseases j 
viant and many others. However, a l l t h i s requires t h a t s c i e n t i f i c and t e c h n o l o g i c a l 
progress should begin to serve e x c l u s i v e l y as an instrument of peaceful 
a s p i r a t i o n s of mankind. 

The Czechoslovak S o c i a l i s t Republic, along i.-ith other s o c i a l i s t c ountries, 
has f o r a long timo been proclaimin;-; tho urgency of taking some precautions which 
ííoulci prevent tho f u r t h e r iiiJsuse of the r e s u l t s of scionct: and technology as w e l l 
as the waste of hunan and material resources f o r the development and production 
of new types and systems of weapons of nass d e s t r u c t i o n . '.-o are convinccü that 
the d r a f t i n g of tho text of an appropriate i n t o r n a t i o n a l agreement and considoration 
of the p o s s i b i l i t i e s of concluding separate s p e c i f i c agrecuents would be 
considerably f a c i l i t a t e d by tho s e t t i n g up of an a u t h o r i t a t i v e group of experts 
which, vjould Gimultaneously observe and evaluate dovolopmonts i n t h i s area. 

The d e c i s i o n of tho United States a d m i n i s t r a t i o n to b u i l d neutron weapons 
i n numbers amounting to tens of thousands, i n our view strongly adds to the 
urgency of considering s e r i o u s l y tho d r a f t convontion on t l i c p r o h i b i t i o n of the 
production, s t o c k p i l i n g , deployment and use of neutron weapons submitted to the 
Committee i n 197a by the delegations of tho s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s . 

Nowadays ме can a l s o witness y e t another tendency, i n s p i r e d Ъу the Western 
m i l i t a r y - i n d u s t r i a l complv^x, that of tho penetration of weapons to areas which 
were not usGd e a r l i e r f o r m i l i t a r y purposes. V/c condcin r e s o l u t e l y any steps 
aimed at spreading the arms race i n t o outer suac^. Oute; space should remain 
forever free of any weapons so that i t cannot become a now sphere of tho f e v e r i s h 
arms race and a source of furtb.sr d e t e r i o r a t i o n i n the r e l a t i o n s among States. 
ThorGfore, wo support tho oatablishi'iont of a working group which would deal i n 
f u l l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y with the problem of p r o h i b i t i n g a l l types of vjcapons i n 
outer space. Wo believe that a generally acceptable mandate f o r t h i s group 
could be agreod upon without unnecessary delay so that не can s t a r t b u s i n e s s - l i k e 
negotiations on a number of e x i s t i n g proposals already nadG at previous sessions 
and at t h i s s G S s i o n . 

In t h i s complicated i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n we regard i t as e s p e c i a l l y 
urgent to take a f i r m l i n e of opposition to the p o l i c y of warmongering. I t 
i s encouraging that i n s p i t e of a complicated i n t e r n a t i o n a l atmosphere more and 
more e f f o r t s агг t a k i n g place to h a l t tho f c v e r i s i i arms race. I t i s promising 
that e s p e c i a l l y i n recent years the number of i n i t i a t i v e proposals from various 
countries designed to resolve the s p e c i f i c tasks of disarmament has sharply 
incroascd. 

The Czechoslovak S o c i a l i s t Republic i n the Committee on Disarraamont i s 
ready t o contribute i n good f a i t h to the c o n s t r u c t i v e discussion of any proposal 
or a set of proposed msasuros on disarmamont v;hich viould be based on the p r i n c i p l e 
of e q u a l i t y and equal s e c u r i t y , 
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The CIîAIEI'IAN; I thank the representative of Czechoslovakia f o r h i s statement 
and f o r the kind words that he ha.s addressed to the Chair. I now give the f l o o r 
to the distinguished representative of Japan, His Excellency Ambassador Okawa. 

Ihr. OKiitfA (Japan): Mr. Chairman, i t i s a great pleasure f o r me to welcome 
you back to t h i s Committee, t h i s time as our Chairman. Many of us here w i l l 
r e c a l l the important r o l e you played as Chairman of one of the Committees of the 
NPT Review Conference held i n Geneva tvro years ago. My delegation i s d e l i g h t e d to 
be able to vrork once again under your d i s t i n g u i s h e d leadership. 

I wish to thank you very s i n c e r e l y f o r the most k i n d words you pronounced the 
day before yesterday i n connection with my chairmanship i n A p r i l . 

May I take t h i s opportunity to vrelcome amongst us Ambassador Datcou, the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Romania. I vrould a l s o wish to say how sorry we 
are to learn that Ambassador Yu Peivren of China and Ambassador V a l d i v i e s o of Peru 
have l e f t Geneva; vrhile paying t r i b u t e to them f o r t h e i r work i n the 
Committee on Disarmament, 1 wish them good headth and happiness i n the years ahead. 

The second special, session of the General Assembly i s now behind us. The 
people of Japan and indeed the people of the e n t i r e vrorld had hoped that that 
s p e c i a l session vrould prove to be a constructive forum to promote nevr internationa.l 
e f f o r t s f o r disarmament, and that i t v/ould be able to produce f r u i t f u l r e s u l t s through 
our common e f f o r t s . 

We cannot therefore but express our regret at the f a c t that the General Assembly 
was unable at the second s p e c i a l session, to adopt a comprehensive programme 
of- disarmament v/hichi vras expected to be the p r i n c i p a l outcome of the session. I t 
was vrorthwhile that the v a l i d i t y of the F i n a l Document adopted at the f i r s t 
s p e c i a l session vras reaffirmed and that delegations expressed t h e i r determination 
to continue the disarmament process on the b a s i s of that document. My delegation 
a l s o attaches s i g n i f i c a n c e to the f a c t that many Heads of State and of Government 
and a great many jther d i g n i t a r i e s v/ere i ce sent at the s p e c i a l session and pledged 
to do t h e i r utmost f o r the promotion of disarmament, p a r t i c u l a r l y nuclear disarmament. 

I n t h i s connection m.y delegation, at the close of the second s p e c i a l session, 
expressed my Government's hope that i t would provide a nev/ and p o s i t i v e momentum to 
negotiations i n the various forums, such as those between the United States and the 
Soviet Union on s t r a t e g i c arms reduction and on intermediate range nuclear f o r c e s , 
as w e l l as negotiations i n the Committee on Disarmament on such matters of the 
highest p r i o r i t y as a comprehensive nuclear test-ban and the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical 
vreapons. 

My delegation considers that the duties and r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s of t h i s Committee 
as the s i n g l e m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament negotiating foruin have been reaffirmed by the 
d e l i b e r a t i o n s i n New York, because i t became c l e a r to a l l that e f f e c t i v e disarmament 
measures can be produced only through serious and painstaking negotiations. 

I f vre are indeed to f u l f i l our r o l e and respond to the expectations of the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l community as represented at the second s p e c i a l session, I t h i n k we 
should s e r i o u s l y review our vrorking methods vrith a view to enhancing the 
e f f e c t i v e n e s s of the Committee's vrork. 
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I n p a r t i c u l a r , t h i s summer session w i l l be of very l i m i t e d duration — 5*or 
6 weeks at the most — and we must endeavour to make the most of that short period-
My d e l e g x t i o n therefore endorses the idea t h a t , during t h i s summer session, we place 
emphasis on the t r u l y p r i o r i t y items, i . e . item 1 (СТВ) and item 4 (chemical vreapons); 
we viould l i k e to see more time a l l o c a t e d to these items than to the other items both 
i n the plenary sessions and i n the working groups. 

On the question of chemical weapons, the \/orking Group has been at vrork under 
the conscientious chairmanship of embassador Sujka since ¿C J u l y , p r i o r to the 
opening of the summer session. ¥sy delegation hopes t h a t , on the basis of the 
r e v i s e d mandate achieved at our spring session, f u r t h e r s u b s t a n t i a l progress v / i l l be 
made tov^ra-rd the e l a b o r a t i o n of the d r a f t text of a convention by the end of t h i s 
s ession. 

I n t h i s connection a number of noteworthy proposals v/ere tabled at the 
second s p e c i a l session by the delegations of the Federal Republic of Germany, France, 
the Soviet Union and others. I'Jy delegation hopes these proposals w i l l contribute 
to advancing our discussions i n t h i s Committee. V7e have duly noted that the concent 
of on-site inspections has i n n r i n c i p l e been accepted by the Soviet Union, i n 
p a r t i c u l a r v/ith respect to v e r i f i c a t i o n o f the d e s t r u c t i o n of e x i s t i n g chemical 
weapons stocks. 

Japan has been c o n s i s t e n t l y c a l l i n g f o r the r e a l l K a t i o n of nuclear disarmament 
as a matter of the utmost urgency. Japan has, i n p a r t i c u l a r , urged the e a r l y 
conclusion of a comprehensive ban on nuclear t e s t i n g , i n c l u d i n g underground t e s t i n g , 
v/ith a viev/ to r e s t r a i n i n g the f u r t h e r s o p h i s t i c a t i o n of nucleo.r weapons as the 
f i r s t concrete step tov/ard nuclear disarmament. I t goes v/ithout saying that the 
elaboi-ation of adecúate and e f f e c t i v e v e r i f i c a t i indispensable f o r the 
r e a l i z a t i o n of a comprehensive t e s t ban. This i s why Japan has been a c t i v e l y 
c o n t r i b u t i n g over the years towards the establishment of a. system of i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
co-operative measures to detect a.nd i d e n t i f y siesraic events. 

I n t h i s connection, v/e wish to express our regret that the reopening of the 
t r i l a t e r a l CTB n e g o t i a t i o n s — which Japan has been c a l l i n g f o r — seems to remain 
beyond our reach i n the foreseeable f u t u r e . Japan wishes to ;ppeal once again f o r 
the e a r l y resumption of those t r i l o . t e r a l n e gotiations, through j o i n t e f f o r t s by the 
p a r t i e s concerned to achieve a breakthrough i n t h e i r quest f o r a s o l u t i o n to the 
problem of v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

Under these circumstances, one can say that the r o l e of t h i s Committee on 
Disarmament i n achieving a. CTBT has become a l l the more important. I n that context, 
the agreement at the end of our spring session to set up the Ad Hoc V/orking•Group on 
a Nuclear Test Ban v/as most opportune. Iiy Government places, great hopes i n the 
work to be undertaken by the Ad Hoc V/orking Group i n the sense that i t could open the 
way to t r u l y m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on a comprehensive t e s t ban v/hich Japan has 
been c a l l i n g f o r f o r so many years. 

I wish to urge that v/e i n i t i a t e substantive d e l i b e r a t i o n s i n the nev/ 
Working Group as soon as possible durinf; t h i s summer session, so that v/e may f i n a l l y 
s t a r t making progress under the agenda item "Nuclear test ban". 
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We may r e c a l l that at the recent s p e c i a l session i n Nev; York a great many 
representatives of non-governmental organizations and peace and disarmament research 
i n s t i t u t i o n s came to add t h e i r voices to governmental delegates i n c a l l i n g f o r 
nuclear disarmament. My delegation, and I hope many other delegations, l i s t e n e d 
c a r e f u l l y to the fervent pleas of the Japanese NGO representatives v;ho spoke from 
t h e i r personal experiences i n the atomic homhings of 1945- I t r u s t that t h e i r simple 
and s t a r k messages were r e g i s t e r e d deeply i n the minds of t h e i r audience. 

Surely these appeals should be constantly borne i n mind by us, as members of 
the Committee on Disarmament, when we pursue our duty of accomplishing or t r y i n g to 
accomplish e f f e c t i v e disarmament measures — notably nuclear disarmament measures — 
and we must endeavour to achieve v;hat progress we can during t h i s short session i n 
moving forv;ard i n that d i r e c t i o n . 

The CHAIKM&N; I thank the representative of Japan f o r h i s statement and f o r the 
k i n d v;ords that he has addressed to the Chair. I nov; give the f l o o r to the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Romania, His Exc e l l e n c y Ambassador Datcou. 

Mr. DATCOU (Romania) ( t r a n s l a t e d from French); I t i s a p a r t i c u l a r pleasure f o r 
me, Mr. Chairman, to be taking the f l o o r i n t h i s Committee f o r the f i r s t time under 
the chairmanship of y o u r s e l f , the di s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Kenya, a f r i e n d l y 
A f r i c a n country. Your v;ealth of diplomatic experience at m u l t i l a t e r a l gatherings 
and your q i i a l i t i e s as a patient negotiator v ; i l l be invaluable to us during t h i s very 
important phase of the v;ork of our Committee. In wishing you every success i n the 
discharge of your tasks — your r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s — I should l i k e to assure you of 
the f u l l support of the Romaniein delegation. Allow me a l s o to take t h i s opportunity 
to express to Ambassador Yoshio Okavra, the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Japan 
and our l a s t Chairman, my delegation's admiration f o r the s k i l f u l way i n váaich he 
presided over the a c t i v i t i e s of the Committee, f o r h i s a s s i d u i t y and f o r the s p i r i t 
of understanding he i n s p i r e d . I t i s a genuine pleasure to see among the s e c r e t a r i a t 
of the Committee colleagues v;ho have l e f t us i n order at the same time to remain 
with us. I should l i k e to o f f e r my greetings to Ambassador R i k L J a i p a l , a former 
colleague and a long-standing f r i e n d v;hom I am very happy to see again. I should 
l i k e , too, to express my sincere g r a t i t u d e to you, Mr. Chairman, and to a l l the 
representatives who have addressed such warm and f r i e n d l y words of welcome to me, 
words of encouragement v;hich I appreciate a l l the more i n that I am returning — 
not without a c e r t a i n emotion — to represent my country i n t h i s body a f t e r an 
absence of many years. 

V/e are resuming the v;ork of the Committee on Disarmament i n circumstances of 
unprecedented g r a v i t y . I n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s are marked by very serious tensions 
and the danger of the outbreak of new m i l i t a r y c o n f l i c t s , i n c l u d i n g a. nev; world war, 
i s c onstantly i n c r e a s i n g . The p o l i c y of arming i s i n t e n s i f y i n g beyond reason and 
the world i s seeing the accumulation of a t e r r i f y i n g and i r r a t i o n a l arsenal of 
nuclear vreapons v;ith a de s t r u c t i v e p o t e n t i a l v;hich defies the imagination. At the 
same time, the balance of forces e s t a b l i s h e d f o l l o w i n g the Second V/orld V/ar, based 
on the existence of m i l i t a r y b l o c s , i s no longer relevant to current n a t i o n a l , 
s o c i a l , economic and p o l i t i c a l r e a l i t i e s . V/e have i n f a c t , now reached a period 
i n which e f f o r t s are being made to e s t a b l i s h a nev; vrorld balance between the various 
States and groups of States, i n which i n t e r - S t a t e r e l a t i o n s v r i l l be based on a 
greater d i v e r s i t y of centres of power and more importance v r i l l be attached to the 
i n t e r e s t s and the r o l e of small and medi-um-sized countries, of developing and 
non-aligned countries. Obviously we are s t i l l at a dangerous crossroads, vrhere nevr 
c o n f l i c t s and new states of tension may a r i s e vrhich, i n the conditions of ever-growing 
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interdependence that i s c h a r a c t e r i s t i c of the development of contemnorary 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l l i f e , may h^ve unforeseeable consequences f o r the peace and s e c u r i t y 
of a l l marikind. 

During the P e r i o d since the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament, i n 1^76, the arms s i t u a t i o n has developed - • and t h i s i s 
profoimdly d i s t u r b i n g —• i n a d i r e c t i o n completely contrary to t h a t embodied i n 
the conclusions, the decisions and the documents then adopted by consensus. The 
arms race has continued at an i n c r e a s i n g l y accelerated r a t e ; the volume of m i l i t a r y 
expenditures has grown constantly, breaking a l l records; e f f o r t s t o develop and 
manufacture nev; types and systems of ^'eanons vdth an unimaginable d e s t r u c t i v e 
cap'^city have i n t e n s i f i e d . The r o l - i and importance of the m i l i t a r y - i n d u s t r i a l 
complex i n f o r e i g n p o l i c y have increased,'hich only serves to accentuate tho trend 
tov;ards the m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of i n t e r n a t i o n a l l i f e . .хпа a J t h i s has taken place 
against the background of the absence of s i g n i f i c a n t r c s u / t j i n the sphere of 
disarmament and arms c o n t r o l . 

The present s i t u a t i o n i n Europe i s p a r t i c u l a r l y i i e x i o u s , f o r Europe has become 
a g i g a n t i c nuclear arsenal whero vast o u a n t i t i c s of v'eapons have been a^massed, f a r 
surpassing any rationad defence needs, and where the tvro opposing m i l i t a r y blocs 
are confronting each other. The deployment a.nd development of ne\; medium-range 
m i s s i l e s on the European continent f u r t h e r increase the throat to peace and s e c u r i t y 
f o r every country of our continent and f o r tiic i;orld a-: a vholc, endangering l i f e 
i t s e l f on our planet. 

I should l i k e t c add, too, that m i l i t a r y expenditures cause great d i f f i c u l t i e s 
and anomalies i n the economic and s o c i a l development of a l l countries and p a r t i c u l a r l y 
the developing c o u n t r i e s , aggravating the world economic c r i s i s and r a i s i n g an 
important b a r r i e r to the achievement of - o r l d economic and p o l i t i c a l s t a b i l i t y 
through e f f o r t s to eradicate undcr-developmont and e s t a b l i s h a nei.; internatiop.al 
economic order. 

At the second speciad session of the bnited Hâtions devoted to disarmament, 
Romania submitted a s e r i e s of concrete proposals aimed at h a l t i n g the arms race and 
achieving disarmament. The suggestions of the Grand Nationa.! Assembly and of 
Nicolae Ceauçescu, President of the S o c i a l i s t Republic of Roma.nia , with rospect to 
the problems that v;erc discussed a t the second special s e s s i o n , have been c i r c u l a t e d 
as an o f f i c i a l document of the Gommittee on Disarmament, document CD/lSb. 

The Romanian people arc profoundly attached to tho cause of disarmament, 
understanding and internationad co-operation. This i s i n part because, throughout 
i t s long h i s t o r y , i t has freouently experienced the horrors and devastation of war. 
I ' l i l l i o n s of Romania's c i t i z e n s signed the appeal of the Romanian people addressed 
to the United Nations General Assembly a t i t s '^jpocial s e s s i o n devoted to disarmament, 
which has a l s o been d i s t r i b u t e d as an o f f i c i - ^ l document of the Comnittee, CD/297. 

I t i s the s p i r i t of those t\io documents v;hich guides the Jtomanicin delegation's 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the work of the Committee on Disarraament. 1ягг raandate i s c l e a r : 
i t i s to spare no e f f o r t i n v;orking, together v;ith other delegations, to ensure that 
everything i s done to nut a stop to the i n f e r n a l cycle of m i l i t a r y competition and 
to defend the fundamental r i g h t of men and nations to l i f e , to peace, to a free 
and decent existence. 

We share the view tha t , p a r t i c u l a r l y a f t e r the second s p e c i a l session devoted to 
disarmament, our Committee should redouble i t s e f f o r t s to t r y to secure the adoption 
of c e r t a i n concrete measures and за f a r as possible to a v o i d s t e r i l e polemics, v;hich 
are a viaste of the short time a v a i l a b l e to \x.-. The important statements mide at ru.-
f i r s t meeting and v h i o morning, as ъ'е11 as the proposa Is put forward which w" are 
studying c a r e f u l l y , seem to us to i n d i c a t e t h a t ¡mch an approach v ; i l l p r e v a i l i n the 
Committee. 
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The huge demonstrations i n favour of peace and disarmament v;hich have taken place 
i n many count r i e s , including. Romania, and have shown a strength and vigour never seen 
since the Second World War, prove c l e a r l y that world p u b l i c opinion expects the 
ne g o t i a t i n g bodies i n t h i s f i e l d , and i n p a r t i c u l a r t h i s Committee, to produce 
concrete r e s u l t s to save mankind from a nuclear d i s a s t e r . 

As many delegations have stressed, the second part of the 1532 session of the 
Committee on Disarmament i s very short. Furthermore, i t i s taking place between 
the second s p e c i a l session and the t h i r t y - s e v e n t h session of the General Assembly. 
I n the viev/ of the Romanian delegation, these circumstances require us to make an 
a d d i t i o n a l e f f o r t of w i l l and o r g a n i z a t i o n so that the time a l l o t t e d to us i s used i n 
the most e f f e c t i v e wa.y p o s s i b l e . I t i s on t h i s subject that I v/ould l i k e to make 
c e r t a i n p r e l i m i n a r y remarks. 

F i r s t , I would l i k e to emphasize that, l i k e other delegations; v/e consider that 
i t i s a matter of the utmost urgency and moreover necessary as a demonstration of the 
v i a b i l i t y c f t h i s m u l t i l a t e r a l body that r e a l negotiations' on the subject of the 
c e s s a t i o n of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament should be i n i t i a t e d w i t h i n 
the framework of t h i s Committee. I would l i k e to s t r e :s that i n my delegation's 
view there can be no v a l i d argument against the commencement of such n e g o t i a t i o n s . 
The complexity of measures connected with nuclear disaimamemt i s simply one more 
reason f o r beginning the search f o r s o l u t i o n s as soon as p o s s i b l e , f o r there i s no 
b e t t e r way — no other v/ay, i n f a c t — of f i n d i n g s o l u t i o n s than a p a t i e n t and 
p e r s i s t e n t search with a w i l l to f i n d s o l u t i o n s acceptable to a l l to large and 
small countries a l i k e . This c a l l s f o r the establishment of a more appropriate 
framework f o r the search f o r s o l u t i o n s than that of plenary meetings. That i s why 
the Romanian delegation supports the c r e a t i o n of a s u b s i d i a r y body of the Committee 
on Disarmament, i n accordance with the relevant r u l e s of the r u l e s of procedure f o r 
the e f f e c t i v e discharge of the Committee's tasks i n connection with the c e s s a t i o n of 
the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. We b e l i e v e that such a d e c i s i o n 
would make i t p o s s i b l e to deal with a l l the s p e c i f i c proposals г/hich heve been 
submitted to the Committee concerning the h a l t i n g of nuclear weapon production, the 
p r o h i b i t i o n of the use of such weapons and other measures designed to reduce the r i s k s 
of a nuclear war s t a r t e d e i t h e r d e l i b e r a t e l y or by accident, e r r o r or m i s c a l c u l a t i o n . 
Furthermore, i t would provide an appropriate framework f o r the d i s c u s s i o n of general 
questions a r i s i n g from the adoption of s p e c i f i c measures i n tho nuclear f i e l d , and f o r 
keeping Member States of the Committee informed about the nuclear negotiations taking 
place i n other, forums. 

As the Romanian delegation has f r e q u e n t l y emphasized the establishment of 
s u b s i d i a r y bodies i s not an aim i n i t s e l f f o r the Committee. But i n view of the 
present state of nuclear arsenals and the conditions of gra.ve tension a f f e c t i n g 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s , we b e l i e v e that a d e c i s i o n to e s t a b l i s h a s u b s i d i a r y body on 
the subject of nuclear disarmament could have a considerable impact, by shov/ing the 
p o l i t i c a l w i l l of a l l of us to co-operate and to negotiate, l u c i d l y and r e a l i s t i c a l l y , 
i n a constructive s p i r i t , and with respect f o r the i n t e r e s t s of a l l countries. 

I t goes without saying that the launching of negotiations i n the Working Group 
on a nuclear t e s t ban, a v i t a l element i n the s t r a t e g y f o r h a l t i n g the improvement and 
development of nuclear weapons, v / i l l be an important t e s t f o r the Committee on 
Disarmament. The appeal made t h i s very morning by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative 
of Japan made a very great impression on us. For the moment, I s h a l l confine myself 
to s t a t i n g once again my delegation's support f o r the urgent conclusion of an 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l agreement p r o h i b i t i n g nuclear weapon t e s t s . 

The p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons v/eapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n i s 
undoubtedly a p r i o r i t y area t h i s year. Without now going i n t o th.-ï substance of tho 
discussions on t h i s matter, I should l i k e to s t r e s s my delegation's support f o r 
intense and c o n s t r u c t i v e a c t i v i t y i n the Working Group v/hich i s presided over with such devotion and dynamism by our colleague, Amoassador Bogumil Sujka of Poland. 
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The recent proposals made on the subject by the Soviet Union w i l l , i n our vievi, 
f a c i l i t a t e the negotiations i n progress. 

The Romanian delegation also f e e l s tnat the prevention of an arms race i n outer 
space and the p r o h i b i t i o n of the use of s c i e n t i f i c and t e c h n o l o g i c a l d i s c o v e r i e s f o r 
m i l i t a r y purposes are important and p r i o r i t y subjects f o r our Coffimitte©-'s work. V/e 
are convinced that the establishment of a working g""oup on outer space and the 
o r g a n i z a t i o n of informal meetings, with the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of experts, on new weapons 
of mass d e s t r u c t i o n w i l l provide us with valuable opport-unities Lo discuss these 
sub j e c t s . The Romanian delegation would albo l i k e to welcome the d e c i s i o n taken t h i s 
morning to r e - e s t a b l i s h the Ad Hoc V/orking Group on a Comprehensive Programme of 
Disarmament, under the chairmanship of His Excellency Ambassador ^Ifonso Garcia Robles 
of Mexico. The informal consultationo v/hich are to take nlace vvdll, v/e are sure, 
enable the Committee to sta.rt i t s substantive work on t h i s subject next year with 
b e t t e r pro;:pccL,3. 

These are, i n our view, the p r i o r i t i e s of the Committee on Disarmament during 
the second part of i t s 1982 ession. 

I v/ould l i k e to emphasize that, i n my delegation's viev/, while concentrating i t s 
work on these subjects the Committee should contimie to give i t s a t t e n t i o n to such 
important questions as s e c u r i t y assurances f o r non-nuclear-v/eapon .states and 
r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. The programme of v/ork v/e h ve adopted means simply that during 
t h i s part of Ghe session, v/hich w i l l n e c e s s a r i l y be very short, v/e agree to the 
d i s c u s s i o n of these subjects i n informal consultations so as to a s c e r t a i n how best to 
promote our negotiations on them next year. 

We b e l i e v e that c e r t a i n s p e c i f i c tasks entrusted to the Committee by the 
General Assembly at i t s s p e c i a l session, such as those of increasing i t s e f f e c t i v e n e s s 
as the s i n g l e m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating forum and considering the Q u e s t i o n of an 
enlargement of i t s membership, should a l s o f i n d a p l a c e i n our programme of v/ork. I 
s h a l l confine myself f o r the moment to r e s t a t i n g my country's p o s i t i o n of p r i n c i p l e 

a p o s i t i o n f i r s t stated here a veiy long time ago, p r a c t i c a l l y at tlie s t a r t of 
the work of the m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament bodies. We ha.ve i n f a c t alv/ays considered 
i t a matter of p r i n c i p l e that disarmament questions are of concern to a l l States and 
that a l l , therefore, have the r i g h t to p a r t i c i p a t e i n the negotiations. 

I n contrast to the past, the trend which i s now emerging i n the Committee towards 
a more pragmatic approach, and negotiations on s p e c i f i c questions, seems to us to be 
among the good omens which give us cause f o r hope. For, there i s s t i l l reason to 
hope, i n spite of the lack of concrete r e s u l t s from the General Assembly's 
s p e c i a l session and perhaps even p r i m a r i l y because of that s i t u a t i o n our negotiating 
forum can and should make progress i n the s o l u t i o n of the s p e c i f i c problems on our 
agenda. 

Romania considers that^ today more than ever, the h a l t i n g of the arms race, the 
reduction and e l i m i n a t i o n of nuclear weapons and other v/eapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n , 
and disarmament are the only a l t e r n a t i v e to the r e a l r i s k of a devastating c o n f l a g r a t i o n . 

The most dramatic issue i n the h i s t o i y of mankind "Peace or v/ar" has 
never before been posed so s t a r k l y i n the form of the equation, " S u r v i v a l or 
e x t i n c t i o n " . 

We are, of course, a c t i n g here i n accordance with the mandate entrusted to us by 
our respective countries and governments, but as a m u l t i l a t e r a l n egotiating forum we 
are a l l , I believe, the representatives of the hopes of the peoples, of h-umanity, of 
a l l those m i l l i o n s v/ho are asking us to act before i t i s too l a t e . Our r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
i s therefore greater than ever before i n the long h i s t o r y of disarmament negotiations. 
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The CHAIRMAN; I thank the representative of Romania f o r h i s statement and 
fo r the kind words that he has addressed to the Chair. I now give the f l o o r to 
the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of China, His Excellency M i n i s t e r Tian J i n . 

Mr. TIAN JIN (China) (translated from Chinese): Mr. Chairman, f i r s t of a l l , 
on behalf of the Chinese delegation, I would l i k e to congratulate you warmly on 
your assumption of the chairmanship of the Committee f o r the month of August and 
to express the hope that under your eminent leadership our work during t h i s 
summer session w i l l proceed smoothly. The Chinese delegation w i l l co-operate 
c l o s e l y with you. Meanwhile, I wish to take t h i s opportunity to express our 
appreciation to the outgoing Chairman, Ambassador Okawa of Japan, f o r h i s 
co n t r i b u t i o n to our work, and v/armly to welcome Ambassador Datcou of Romania 
to p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n our work i n the Committee on Disarmament. 

As t h i s session of the Committee i s being held subsequent to the 
second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, i t i s 
quite n a t u r a l for us to review and r e f l e c t on our work. I t i s disappointing • 
that, i n s p i t e of the enormous e f f o r t s made by many members of the Committee, 
and p a r t i c u l a r l y by the non-aligned members, the second s p e c i a l session f a i l e d 
to l i v e up to people's expectations that the session would promote disarmament. 
The work on a comprehensive programme of disarmament, on which the Committee 
spent so much time and energy, ran i n t o countless d i f f i c u l t i e s at the 
second s p e c i a l session and no agreement could be reached on i t . Even the review 
of the implementation of the decisions and recommendations of the 
f i r s t s p e c i a l session f a i l e d to achieve consensus. The course of the session 
c l e a r l y i n d i c a t e d that the superpowers with the l a r g e s t arsenals lacked the w i l l 
to carry out disarmament and used various methods and pretexts to s h i r k t h e i r 
s p e c i a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r disarmament. This i s the basic reason f o r the f a i l u r e 
of the session. The f a i l u r e of the s p e c i a l session to produce substantive r e s u l t s 
also r e f l e c t s the d e t e r i o r a t i o n i n the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n . In recent years, 
the hegemonists have I n t e n s i f i e d t h e i r aggression and expansion and the 
Superpowers have accelerated the arms race between them. The m.omentum of t h e i r 
expansion and m i l i t a r y build-up has not decreased a b i t , notwithstanding the holding 
of the s p e c i a l session. This i n e v i t a b l y jeopardizes normal i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s , 
thereby posing serious d i f f i c u l t i e s and obstacles f o r disarmament. From the 
second s p e c i a l session we can draw one conclusion, namely, that the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
s i t u a t i o n i s c l o s e l y l i n k e d with disarmament, and discussions of disarmament 
issues i n i s o l a t i o n from the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n would be what a Chinese 
proverb describes as "climbing a tree to catch f i s h " . I t follows that e f f o r t s 
should be made to overcome the obstructions and obstacles that aggravate the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n , as t h i s would be conducive to the achievement of r e a l 
progress i n the work of disarmament. 

At the c l o s i n g meeting of the second s p e c i a l session many co u n t r i e s , while 
expressing t h e i r disappointment, pointed out that the above-mentioned obstructions 
and obstacles should be eliminated and reaffirmed t h e i r determination to continue 
to make u n t i r i n g e f f o r t s f o r the cause of disarmament. The Chinese delegation has 
the same f e e l i n g and determination with these co u n t r i e s . 

I now wish to make some b r i e f comments on the items under d e l i b e r a t i o n and 
nego t i a t i o n at t h i s summer session of the Committee on Disarmament. 

I . The cessation of the nuclear arms raco and nuclear disarmament are 
issues of common concern. With the i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n of the nuclear arms race and 
the increase i n the danger of war, the voice of the people has been heard ever 
more stro n g l y throughout the world i n urging the maintenance of peace and the 
prevention of nuclear war. Vie f u l l y understand and sympathize with the a s p i r a t i o n s 
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for peace on the part of the broad masses. Ue believe that, with a view to 
safeguarding peace and preventing nuclear war, i t i s necessary to i d e n t i f y the 
source of the threat to i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and the s e c u r i t y of countries 
before e f f e c t i v e measures can be i n s t i t u t e u to check the arms race and prevent 
the outbreak of a nuclear war. At present, the two major nuclear powers are 
engaged i n a f i e r c e arms race to seek for nuclear s u p e r i o r i t y , and are 
i n t e n s i f y i n g t h e i r deployment and preparations for a nuclear war. Under such 
circumstances, the threat of nuclear war can be lessened only i f these two 
countries with the l a r g e s t nuclear arsenals cease f o r t h w i t h t h e i r arms race 
and reduce s u b s t a n t i a l l y t h e i r nuclear weapons. Proceeding from t h i s 
fundamental p r i n c i p l e , the Chinese delegation put forv/ard concrete proposals 
at the second s p e c i a l session, the main content of one of which i s to c a l l on 
the Soviet Union and the United States to c e a s e - a l l nuclear t e s t s , stop the 
q u a l i t a t i v e improvement and manufacturing of any kind of nuclear weapons and 
reduce by 50 per cent a l l types of nuclear weapons and t h e i r moans of d e l i v e r y . 
Thereafter, a l l nuclear-weapon States should cease a l l nuclear t e s t s , stop the 
q u a l i t a t i v e improvement and manufacturing of nuclear weapons and reduce t h e i r 
respective nuclear arsenals according to agreed proportions and procedures. 

Judging from the present s t a t e of nuclear armaments i n the world, the key 
to disarmament today l i e s i n the cessation of the t e s t i n g , q u a l i t a t i v e 
improvement and manufacturing of nuclear weapons and t h e i r reduction by the 
two States with the l a r g e s t nuclear arsenals, which measures we could c a l l , 
f o r the sake of b r e v i t y , "three cessations and one reduction". Since they both 
possess the capacity f o r o v e r k i l l , a mere cessation of the t e s t i n g , q u a l i t a t i v e 
improvement and manufacturing of nuclear weapons cannot bring about any. reduction 
i n the huge nuclear arsenals i n t h e i r possession and, consequently, would be of 
no help i n diminishing the threat of nuclear war. Only when the "three cessations" 
are c a r r i e d out i n conjunction with the "one reduction", w i l l the nuclear threat 
be diminished. 

дз a nuclear-weapon State, China i s also prepared to assume disarmament 
o b l i g a t i o n s . After the two superpowers hav : c a r r i e d out the three cassations 
and one reduction" and narrowed the gap between themselves and the other 
nuclear-weapon States, China w i l l be ready to j o i n a l l other nuclear-weapon 
States i n assuming the o b l i g a t i o n of the cessation of the t e s t i n g , q u a l i t a t i v e 
improvement and manufacturing of nuclear weapons and to j o i n i n a reduction 
leading u l t i m a t e l y to the t o t a l e l i m i n a t i o n of nuclear weapons. 

We are i n favour of the establishment of a v/orking group on nuclear 
disarmament as proposed by many countries i n the Committee on Disarmament. At 
the same time, we hope that the United States and tha UCSR w i l l conduct t h e i r 
nuclear t a l k s i n a serious and responsible manner, so that t h e i r negotiations 
w i l l r e s u l t i n agreements t r u l y conducive to the curbing of the nuclear arms race 
and to the reduction of nuclear weapons. 

I I . The p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons has a l l along been a quostion of 
deep concern to the people-of a l l c o u n t r i e s . During the spring session, the 
Working Group on Chemical Weapons made some progress i n i t s work. I t s Chairman 
submitted document CD/CW/WP.33, uhich contains a summary of the d e l i b e r a t i o n s 
of the group i n recent years. This w i l l f a c i l i t a t e f u r t h e r n e g o t i a t i o n s . 
Certain concrete t e c h n i c a l r e s u l t s achieved by the expert group on t o x i c i t y 
determination w i l l undoubtedly be of help also to the work of the Committee. 
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S t a r t i n g on 20 J u l y , tho VJorking Group on Chemical Weapons has hold 
in-depth discussions and earnest consultations on the e x i s t i n g divergences 
and on ways to resolve them. Л number of delegations, i n c l u d i n g the Chinese 
delegation, have put forward s p e c i f i c proposals i n a p o s i t i v e and constructive 
s p i r i t . 

China has c o n s i s t e n t l y been opposed to the use of chemical weapons f o r 
massacring people. I'e are i n favour of e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l i n v e s t i g a t i o n 
i n t o reported cases of the use of chemical weapons. MQ advocate the speedy 
ela b o r a t i o n of a convention through n e g o t i a t i o n , providing f o r tho complete 
p r o h i b i t i o n and t o t a l d e s t r u c t i o n of chemical weapons, so as to eliminate 
once and f o r a l l the threat they pose to mankind. The Chinese delegation w i l l 
c o n t r i b u t e i t s e f f o r t s to t n i s task. 

I I I . The question of the prevention of an arms race i n outer space. The 
threat to world peace and s e c u r i t y posed by the development of weapons used i n 
outer space i s causing increasing concern among the world community. The two 
superpowers are sparing no expense i n the development of m i l i t a r y technology f o r 
use i n outer space, and the arms race betwv^en them i s s t e a d i l y extending to 
outer space. As i s known, at present only tne two superpowers have the means 
to t e s t , deploy and use weapons i n outer space, and i t stands to reason that 
they should undertake the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r the prevention of an arms race i n 
outer space. People should be v i g i l a n t against the p r a c t i c e i n some quarters 
of paying l i p service to 'the peaceful use of outer space'' while a c t u a l l y 
stepping up the development of various type.s of weapons used i n outer space. 

China f i r m l y advocates that outer space be upsd f o r peaceful purposes and 
for-the good of a l l mankind and s t r o n g l y opposes tho arms race i n outer space, 
which endangers peace and s e c u r i t y . Consaquently, i t stands f o r tho p r o h i b i t i o n 
of a l l outer space -..'eapons, i n c l u d i n g a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapons. V.'e arc i n favour 
of the establishment of a working group on t h i s subject, h'ith regard to the 
mandate of t h i s working group, i t should, i n our view, be the negotiation of a 
comprehensive tr e a t y on the p r o h i b i t i o n of outer space weapons. 

ÏV. The question of s e c u r i t y assurances f o r the non-nuclear-weapon States. 
Faced with the increasing nuclear t h r e a t , tho non-nuclear-weapon States at 
the second s p e c i a l session once again voiced th.^ir strong demand that nuclear-
weapon States should immediately and u n c o n d i t i o n a l l y undertake not to use or 
threaten to use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weipon States, pending the 
r e a l i z a t i o n of nuclear disarmament. This demand of t h e i r s i s f u l l y j u s t i f i e d . 
The Chinese delegation to the session r e i t e r a t e d that China u n c o n d i t i o n a l l y 
undertakes not to use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-vieapon States. VJe 
hope that the major nuclear powers w i l l no longer c l i n g to t h o i r respective 
narrow, s e l f - i n t e r e s t s so that conditions w i l l be created to enable the 
Working Group to continue with i t s meaningful work. 

V. The question of a comprehensive programme of disarmament. ';Jc appreciate 
the e f f o r t s by many non-aligned c o u n t r i e s f o r the formulation of a CPD, which 
went on u n t i l the l a s t moment of the second s p e c i a l session. VJe wish also to 
express our admiration f o r tho t a l e n t and devotion of the Chairman of the 
Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disainnament and the chairmen of 
the d r a f t i n g groups at the s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . The Chinese delegation, having 
p a r t i c i p a t e d i n the whole process of the negotiations on a comprehensive 
programme, f u l l y understands the sentiments of disappointment and d i s s a t i s f a c t i o n 
f e l t by the non-aligned countries about the f a i l u r e to roach agrc-emont on 
a CPD at the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . Wi share the view expressed by some 
delegations t h a t , i f the countries with the greatest r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s f o r 
disarmament s t i l l lack the p o l i t i c a l w i l l , i t would bo useless f o r the 



CD/PV.176 
21 

(Mr. Tian J i n , China) 

Committee on Disarmament to continue with negotiations on the CPD i n the 
same manner as before. Vfe also agreo to a period of r e f l e c t i o n on the 
question of the e l a b o r a t i o n of a comprehensive programme with a view to 
e x p l o r i n g new avenues. However, "cooling o f f " should not be used as a 
pretext f o r prolonged delay. 

The Committee's current summer ses.iion i s of l i r a i t u d d u r ation. Wo 
hope that t h i s session can resolve i t s o r g a n i z a t i o n a l and procedural matters 
without wasting too much e f f o r t so that what l i t t l e time there i s at our 
d i s p o s a l may be e f f e c t i v e l y used on substantive discussions and n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

The СНАХПМАЫ; I thank the représentative of China for h i s statement and 
fo r the kind words that ho has addressed to the Chair, I now give the f l o o r 
to the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Franco, His Excollency Ambassador de l a Gorce. 

Mr. de l a GOUCE (France) (translated from French): The French delegation 
wishes f i r s t of a l l to o f f e r you i t s congratulations and i t s very warm wishes 
fo r every success i n your task. The A f r i c a n country you represent i s making a 
p a r t i c u l a r l y a c t i v e and welcome c o n t r i b u t i o n towards i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operation. 
We have seen that ourselves here i n the Committee on Disarmament. 

We are therefore convinced that under your guidance our work w i l l proceed 
i n the best possible way. 

I also Viish to convey the French delegation's congratulations and thanks 
to Ambassador Okawa f o r the outstanding manner i n v/hich he accomplished an 
important and d i f f i c u l t task, that of guiding our v/ork l a s t A p r i l , more 
p a r t i c u l a r l y as regards the preparation of the s p e c i a l report v/e submitted 
to the General Assembly at' i t s s p e c i a l session. 

That session has already formed the subject of c e r t a i n comments i n t h i s 
Committee which the French delegation has heard with a great deal of i n t e r e s t . 
Needless to say, i t shares the f e e l i n g s of disappointment which have been 
expressed. I t r e g r e t s , i n p a r t i c u l a r , that the General Assembly was unable to 
conclude i t s work on the comprehensive programme of disarmament, the session's 
prime o b j e c t i v e i n the eyes of many of us and a subject to v/hich our Committee 
had devoted much time and e f f o r t , Yot there are some u s e f u l lessons to be drawn from 
our p a i n f u l experience i n New York : disarmament i s not an undertaking that can 
be conducted i n i s o l a t i o n from p o l i t i c a l c o n d i t i o n s , upon v/hich i t s progress 
depends ; and progress i s possible only i f the comprehensive and balanced approach 
enshrined i n the F i n a l Document of 197S and based on the p r i n c i p l e of undiminished 
s e c u r i t y i s respected. 

Thus the r e l a t i v o f a i l u r e of the second s p e c i a l session can lead us towards 
a more sober and r e a l i s t i c view of disarmament problems. 

L a s t l y —=• and, i n our view, t h i s i s the most important t h i n g — tho r e s u l t s 
achieved at the f i r s t session, which f o r a time we thought threatened, were i n 
the end preserved: the F i n a l Document of 197^ was solemnly reaffirmed, together 
with the i n s t i t u t i o n a l system i t sot up, the c e n t r a l r o l e of the United Nations 
i n the disarmament undertaking and the s p e c i f i c r o le of our Committee as a 
n e g o t i a t i n g body. 

The summer session v ; i l l give us l i t t l e time to show the greater e f f e c t i v e n e s s 
the General Asseubly asks of us. But v/e must make the best possible use of the 
time a v a i l a b l e and, to that end, v/e must make c e r t a i n choices. On t h i s point the 
French delc-gation shares the views generally exprooüed thus f a r i n our d i s c u s s i o n . 
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On item 1 of our agenda, the Committee took an important d e c i s i o n l a s t 
spring by e s t a b l i s h i n g a Vtorking Group to examine issues r e l a t i n g to 
v e r i f i c a t i o n which would a r i s e i n connection with a nuclear test-ban t r e a t y . 
The French delegation did not object to the consensus reached on that question. 
I t f u l l y recognizes the importance of de f i n i n g an e f f e c t i v e and non-discriminatory 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n system. 

I t would, hoviever, l i k e to remind the Committee of i t s p o s i t i o n as stated 
repeatedly i n the past. In the French Government's view, the cessation of 
t e s t s must, as indeed i s stated i n paragraph 51 of the F i n a l Document, take 
place w i t h i n the framework of an e f f e c t i v e nuclear disarmament process. My 
Government therefore f e e l s that any commitments i t might enter i n t o i n the 
matter of t e s t s should bo l i n k e d with those i t would be prepared to undertake 
as regards the l i m i t a t i o n of i t s own nuclear f o r c e s . Allow me to r e c a l l , 
however, that France w i l l be able to embark on t h i s process of reduction only 
vihen the two p r i n c i p a l powers, f o r t h e i r p art, have reduced t h e i r nuclear 
arsenals to such an extent as to narrow markedly the gap between those arsenals 
and the nuclear means i n the possession of my country. 

That being so, the French delegation w i l l not bo able to p a r t i c i p a t e i n work 
undertaken with a view to the ela b o r a t i o n of a treaty which the French Government 
could not sign because the conditions f o r an undertaking on i t s part have not 
been met. 

With regard to item 2 of the agenda, cessation of tho nuclear arms race and 
nuclear disarmamont, the French delegation considers that t h i s t o p i c should, as 
i t d i d l a s t year, form the subject of a substantive d i s c u s s i o n at informal meetings. 

In p a r t i c u l a r , i t vrould be us e f u l to examine the modalities which would enable 
the Committee to express i t s views on the b i l a t e r a l negotiations i n progress: the 
question of tho prevention of nuclear war — together with that of the prevention 
of war i n general and the maintenance of s e c u r i t y — could a l s o be discussed on the 
basis of r e p l i e s received on t h i s subject by the Secretary-General. 

Item 3 of the agenda, negative s e c u r i t y assurances, w i l l probably give r i s e 
to only a l i m i t e d number of meetings of the Working Group concerned. The French 
delegation nevertheless wishes to r e c a l l the new p o s i t i o n adopted by i t s 
Government and stated before the General Assembly by the French M i n i s t e r f o r 
Foreign A f f a i r s . As Mr. Claude Cheysson said i n his.statement, France " w i l l not 
use nuclear arms against a State that does not have them .and that has pledged not 
to seek them, except i f an act of aggression i s c a r r i e d out i n a s s o c i a t i o n or 
a l l i a n c e with a nuclear-weapon State against Franca or against a State with which 
France haq a s e c u r i t y commitment. In thus moving c l o s e r to tho kind of guarantee 
already made by others, France hopes to f a c i l i t a t e the d r a f t i n g of a Security Council 
r e s o l u t i o n on t h i s i s s u e " . 

By espousing t h i s a t t i t u d e the French Government hopes to promote the adoption 
of a common formula. 

The French delegation, l i k e many others, oonsiders that chemical weapons 
c o n s t i t u t e one of the p r i o r i t y items on our agenda and the item upon which our 
e f f o r t s should be concentrated i n t h ^ coming weeks; i n present circumstances, 
i t i s undoubtedly the f i e l d where concrete r e s u l t s are most urgently needed 
and where r e a l progress i s p o s s i b l e . 
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But the urgency of the problem should not make us adopt an over-hasty 
s o l u t i o n — on the contrary, i t would serve no purpose to embark prematurely 
on the d r a f t i n g of a text which on many points would be a mere j u x t a p o s i t i o n 
of statements of d i f f e r e n t p o s i t i o n s ; these p o s i t i o n s must f i r s t be given 
thorough examination and e f f o r t s must be made to see how f a r they may be 
compatible with one another. 

Among recent proposals made on the subject of chemical weapons, my 
delegation noted with the utmost i n t e r e s t those put forward at the 
second s p e c i a l session on disarmament by Hr. Gromyko, the M i n i s t e r for 
Foreign A f f a i r s of the Soviet Union, and reproduced i n a document submitted 
l a s t month to the Working Group on Chemical Weapons. ,\ number of questions 
have been put to the Soviet delegation on the subject of that proposal and 
there w i l l no doubt be others, the French delegation w i l l undoubtedly wish 
to ask f o r c l a r i f i c a t i o n s on a number of points. Those questions and the 
Soviet Union's r e p l i e s to them are of i n t e r e s t to the Committee as a whole, 
and the exchange w i l l make a c o n t r i b u t i o n of the highest importance to the 
consideration of the substantive problems that remain to be solved. Only 
when those substantive problems have been examined w i l l i t be possible to 
judge how f a r the d r a f t i n g of a composito text would be u s e f u l to the 
progress of our work t h i s year. 

Among those problems, none i s more e s s e n t i a l than that of v e r i f i c a t i o n . 
In f a c t , only e f f e c t i v e v e r i f i c a t i o n of each party's f u l f i l m e n t of i t s 
undertakings can guartintee that the convention on chemical v/eapons w i l l 
increase the s e c u r i t y of a l l . 

We consider that the system of v e r i f i c a t i o n to be established by tho 
convention should bo based e s s e n t i a l l y on i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n . Ue 
regard acceptance of such a system as the c r i t e r i o n of the p o l i t i c a l w i l l 
to conclude the convention and to carry out i t s commitments i n good f a i t h . 

With regard to the working groups on r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons and on a 
comprehensive programme of disarmament, i t seems to us, as to other 
delegations, that they can be l e f t i n abeyance during the summer session. 
We should, however, be very happy i f informal consultations conducted by 
t h e i r chairmen yielded some progress. 

The l a s t item on our agenda tho new item, on the subject of outer 
space "~ has already given r i s e to statements of substance. Many delegations, 
i n c l u d i n g our own, are i n favour of the establishment of a working group. 
Wo are a l s o i n favour of the s t a r t i n g of consultations on the terms of the 
mandate of such a group. We should also l i k e discussions on the substance 
of the question to continue so as to shed more l i g h t on the various aspects 
of t h i s very complex issue. 

L a s t l y , the Committee must, i n accordance with the conclusions adopted 
at the second s p e c i a l session, report to the General Assembly at i t s 
next session on a possible enlargement of i t s membership. Consultations on 
t h i s subject ought therefore to be i n i t i a t e d among us very soon. The French 
delegation w i l l approach them with a very open mind; i t takes a sympathetic 
view of the candidatures submitted by countries which have a sincere i n t e r e s t 
i n disarmament negotiations and some of which have already made a s u b s t a n t i a l 
c o n t r i b u t i o n to our work. 
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The CHAIRMAN; I thank the representative of France f o r h i s statement and f o r 
the kind v;ords that he has addressed to the Chair. I now give the f l o o r to the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of A u s t r a l i a , His Excellency Ambassador S a d l e i r . 

Mr. SADLEIR ( A u s t r a l i a ) : Hr. Chairman, on behalf of the A u s t r a l i a n delegation 
may I congratulate you and welcome you as our Chairman. So many strands l i n k my 
own country to yours. So many q u a l i t i e s have brought you to t h i s key p o s i t i o n . 
That can only benefit the Committee as i t faces a short, sharp and i n t e n s i v e 
summer session. I a l s o take the opportunity to thank Ambassador Okav/a of Japan 
f o r h i s outstanding work i n overcoming so many challenges to bring the Committee 
i n such good shape to the second s p e c i a l session on disarmament. I wish, too, 
to v/elcome Ambassador Datcou of lîomania who j o i n s us at t h i s session. 

The General Assembly's second s p e c i a l session on disarmament interrupted the 
schedule of t h i s Committee f o r 1982. The meagre outcome of the session remains 
fre s h i n our minds and w i l l have i t s e f f e c t s on our v/ork i n coming weeks. There 
i s a range of i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s on what went v/rong at that s p e c i a l session, although 
there i s unanimity that the session f e l l short of i t s aims. None the l e s s , tho 
aims continue to be worth s t r i v i n g f o r . I should l i k e i n my b r i e f i n t e r v e n t i o n 
today to set aside the i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s , to acknowledge the consensus and, going 
on from there, to suggest a c o n s t r u c t i v e approach to our work i n the Committee. 

I t was not e n t i r e l y s u r p r i s i n g , Mr. Chairman, that the General Assembly i n 
i t s f i v e weeks session proved unable to negotiate agreed t e x t s . One of the ,. 
recommendations of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session was that the body entrusted with 
n e g o t i a t i n g on disarmament should be of l i i i t e d s i z e . We did not r e a l l y need a 
second lesson to show that a large.forum, operating on formal r u l e s with speakers 
given the f l o o r i n order, i s an i n e f f i c i e n t system f o r dialogue and f o r compromise. 
Sometimes i t may be possible to achieve r e s u l t s by that method but i n matters of 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y i t w i l l always be d i f f i c u l t . The lessons I hope we can 
draw from the unproductive outcome of the second s p e c i a l session are, f i r s t , that 
the Committee on Disarmament i t s e l f probably o f f e r s the best prospects f o r 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l agreement on disarmament, secondly, that the Committee's membership 
and work methods should be f i n e l y tuned to that purpose and, t h i r d l y , that our 
agenda should be so fashioned as to holp us gain our o b j e c t i v e s . 

I t i s the view of my delegation, Mr. Chairman, t h a t , more than ever, the 
Committee on Disarmament as an i n s t i t u t i o n deserves the strongest support. I t i s 
here that compromises, i f they are at a l l p o s s i b l e , should be attempted. I t i s 
here that f o r m a l i t y should give v/ay to c o n s u l t a t i o n , and r h e t o r i c to the search 
f o r middle p o s i t i o n s . Perhaps we could achieve reforms along these l i n e s by s e t t i n g 
aside periods f o r debate with tho aim of coming to decisions — but we d i d t r y 
that i n 1981 and 1982 and d i d not make s i g n i f i c a n t progress. An a l t e r n a t i v e way 
has to some extent been pioneered i n the chemical weapons Working Group, and here 
I pay t r i b u t e to the imaginative approach of Ambassador Sujka, i t s Chairman, 
v/hereby the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of members i s on an i n f o r m a l , l o o s e l y structured b a s i s . 
So long as there i s c o n t r o l and f u l l accounting to the subsidiary bodies of the 
Committee or the plenary i t s e l f a t appropriate stages, t h i s approach could w e l l 
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increase our e f f o c t i v e n e s s . Creeping i n f o r m a l i t y , i f I might so describe the 
approach, could have other b e n e f i t s i n roducing thoss procedural d i f f i c u l t i e s which 
charactobized the e a r l y years of t h i s Committee's h i s t o r y , and served to delay 
i t s r e a l viork. I t would, f o r example, Mr. Chairman, do us more good than harm 
i f v;e distinguiiBhed ourselves l e s s , i f wo r c f a r r e d to each othor by name, allowed 
points to be taken more issue by issue than s t r i c t l y by tho order i n which 
speakers speak, and, g e n e r a l l y , took advantage of our unique round-table s t r u c t u r e 
to f o s t e r n e g o t i a t i o n . 

I t f o l l o w s from what I have j u s t s a i d , Mr. Chairman, that my delegation 
favours soma review of our irork methods and a p a r a l l e l review of our membership; 
we would not, however, favour any prolonged debato on e i t h e r i s s u e , nor do \ie seok 
much expansion, i f any, i n our numbers. We may not be at optimal s i z e r i g h t now, 
although I suspect we aro close to i t . In any case i t i s , i n my view, much more 
important that we develop our n e g o t i a t i n g p o t e n t i a l . Tnis, as I have s a i d , can 
best be done i n f o r m a l l y . I f vie move i n t h i s d i r e c t i o n we w i l l have learned from 
our experiences at the second s p e c i a l session, 

• I t u r n novi, Mr. Chairnan, to our agenda. Some thing.? on i t c a l l f o r a 
greater e f f o r t than before, but others, I suggest, should not continue to absorb 
so much of our energies,, In short, with the second s p e c i a l session behind us, i t 
i s timely f o r us to review our agenda. 

Ihree items c u r r e n t l y on the agenda have, i n recent years, been exhaustively 
d e a l t Viith i n viorking groups and have reached a point where we can r i g h t l y question 
the usefulness of proceeding as before. The f i r s t i s the comprehensivo programme 
of disarmament. A u s t r a l i a v/as n a t u r a l l y disappointed that agreement could not 
be reached on the programme at tho second spécial session, p a r t i c u l a r l y since 
our own delegation, along vrith many others, had put much e f f o r t i n t o the matter. 
In many respects the CPD proved simply too large and complex an e n t e r p r i s e 
i n view of the l i m i t e d time a v a i l a b l e to the s p e c i a l session. However, everything 
i s f a r from l o s t . On the contrary; we have gained f o r ourselves a period i n 
v/hich to r e f l e c t on the progress made so f a r and to f e r r e t out now approaches 
to the comprehensivo programme. 

In t h i s respect we welcome the d e c i s i o n j u s t taken t h a t , ovon though the CPD 
VJorking Group needs f o r procedural reasons to be re-established at t h i s session, 
no meetings w i l l be held u n t i l next year. Tho intervening period should c e r t a i n l y 
be put to good use, not only through informal contacts between delegations but 
a l s o perhaps between delegations and the Chairman of the Working Group, 
Ambassador Garcia Robles. A p a r t i c u l a r aspect on v/hich a t e n t a t i v e s t a r t might 
be made i s the i n t r o d u c t i o n , or preamble, v/hich, as Ambassador Garcia Robles 
himself has mentioned, delegations did not have time to considor i n d e t a i l at 
Mew York. 

Secondly, we have s a i d j u s t about a l l t h a t , f o r tho time being, can be 
u s e f u l l y s a i d on tho subject of negative s e c u r i t y assurances. I t i s an important 
issue v/hich my delegation values as, among other things, one possible p i l l a r 
i n the s t r u c t u r e aimed at discouraging the spread of nuclear weapons. But here, 
too, we should pause, perhaps u n t i l b i l a t e r a l t a l k s between the two major 
nuclear-v/eapon States show that the confidence necessary for new arrangements to 
be made i s manifesting i t s e l f . 
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Thirdly, on radiological víeapons UQ have reached a stalemate. My delegation 
considers that the so-called "traditional" track could s t i l l usefully bo pursued 
to i t s conclusion, and that the other track should be developed as well, perhaps 
on law-of-war lines. Wo do not have particular ambitions or expectations in this 
area though v/e 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 Disarraament —= to demonstrate that i t can produce something 
i f i t really t r i e s . 

Of the remaining agenda items, a ban on chemical weapons clearly is the best 
immediate hope for the Committee. If, in the foreseeable future, a convention 
could be elaborated here at Geneva this would practically in i t s e l f justify the 
existence of this Committee. It is not an impossible, merely a complex, task. We 
arc already proceeding on sound lines, negotiating effectively, bringing in 
technical expertise as necessary and, above a l l , we are unanimous on the final goal. 
We should not f a i l to give the required time and resources 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 v/ould be to our credit if.our 
f i r s t 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 were'able to concentrate in these f i r s t stages on verification, we 
should be in a l l the better a position to argue for a broader mandate in coming 
sessions. I note in particular the related seismic work on vorification done 
in the Group of Scientific Experts and urge a l l delegations to give this work 
particular support, preferably by active participation. 

The other new item on our agenda, outer space, is similarly ready for 
serious consideration with fresh minds. Ivhcther we should move straight into 
debate on the need for a working group is a moot point. My delegation would: 
prefer that we f i r s t lay the basis for that step by identifying the potential 
areas for useful activity since we do not have a great body of existing v/ork in 
this f i e l d to draw on. It is an important and a vast subject; i t is a subject 
of considerable future potential for disarmaraent and i t will need careful handling 
on our part. 

I have not gone into a l l the possible questions that our agenda encompasses. 
I have avoided the issue of nuclear disarmaraent, partly because of a personal 
preference to leave something v/hich has escaped a l l compromise in this forum 
to be given more of a chance in new bilateral forums. V/e could perhaps review 
the issues in more detail early in our 1985 session. Similarly I should like to 
sec us begin looking at conventional disarmament some time, but since there 
are several priority tasks which command the attention of this brief session 
that topic, too, might be.left to another year. 



(ñr. S a d l e i r , A u s t r a l i a ) 

I conclude by r e t u r n i n g to the ide a of a nev; approach i n our work. Ua 
nocd, as Vie have been t o l d many, timos i n t h i s Comnittee, the p o l i t i c a l w i l l to 
reach apjroomont. P o l i t i c a l w i l l ha.-î the important, conponent of d e c i s i o n at the 
high..st l-2/ol to modify n a t i o n a l p o s i t i o n s f o r the 3reat._;r i n t e r n a t i o n a l good. 
I t has no l e s s in.portantly the component a t the n e g o t i a t i n g l e v e l o f d e c i s i o n 
to f o r s a k e r h e t o r i c , p o l i t i c a l p o i n t - s c o r i n g , prooaganda and l a c k o f substance 
i n f avour o f a i n i n - i a t the p r a c t i c a l and th..- a c h i e v a b l e . Should vjc bo wise 
enou-çh now to denon s t r a t a t!ús l a t t e r a.spect o f p o l i t i c a l - . i i l l tho c o s t s , 
I should p o i n t out, a r e s.:nll and tho rewards l i i g h thon w.- s h a l l 'nave l a i d a 
b a s i s f o r renc.'ed mutual c o n f i d e n c e . In a -'ory r.aal senñc- the lar g e , cause of 
disarnamont depends on tho июге I f j i t e d di:.'arnanont v h i c h i s o\ir o p p o r t u n i t y 
and our agenda. 

Тле CHAIni'iAH : I thank the r e o r c s o n t a t i v o o f A u s t r a l i a f o r h i s statement and 
f o r the k i n d viiords t h a t ho has addrosisec to tho C h a i r . ' I now x±v~i the f l o o r to the 
d i s t i n g u i s i i c d r o p r o s e n t a t i v G o f S r i Lanka, His E x c e l l e n c y Ambassador Jayakoddy. 

Mr. JaYAKOnpy ( S r i Lanka): Mr. . Chai man, i t i s a g r o a t plba-sure f o r ne, 
on b e h a l f o f the S r i Lankan dcle.j.ation, t o extend t o you a very v/arra v/elco;.i2 as 
Chairman o f t h i s C o n n i t t e e f o r the month o f ..August. . You arc ths. r c p r e s s n t a t i v o .. 
o f a country \;ith vjhich S r i Lanka has very c l o s e and f r i e n d l y t i e s , and копуа .and 
S r i Lanka to g e t h e r share nembership i n the Connonwcalth n n o tho non-ali.gnc3d novoniont 
You Slave a l r e a d y , i i r . Chairi.ian, do•.lonstrated ;^гoat : S k i l l and d i s t i n c t i o n i i i 
conductin^í our meetings, l'y d e l e g a t i o n has every confidóneo th a t youi' l o n g 
expérience i n n a t i o n a l and i n t o r n a t i o n a l a f f a i r s and your d e d i c a t i o n t o the causo 
of disamiament ' . ' i l l c o n t r i b u t e g r e a t l y towards na.iiins t h i s s e s s i o n o f tho Comnittee 
a p r o d u c t i v e one. 

ifey Ï a l s o express the gin c o r o a p p r o c i a t i o n of.my d e l e g a t i o n to d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
.imbassador Okawa f o r h i s o u t s t a n d i n g c o n t r i b u t i o n t o the work o f t h i s Coniáiittoe 
i n A p r i l and t h e r e a f t e r . A l l of us here owe a b i g debt o f g r a t i t u d e t o h i n f o r 
the d e d i c a t e d s e r v i c e he gave thé Comnittee a t times t h a t \;cre p a r t i c u l a r l y 
d i f f i c u l t . And may I say a \.'ord o f g r e a t i n g to ray neighbours, Mrs, Ihorsson 
and d i s t i n g u i s h a d Ambassador Datcou o f fîomania, v/ho have a l r e a d y made v a l u a b l e 
c o n t r i b u t i o n s t o our work here. 

ЛЬ our s p r i n g s e s s i o n t h i s year wo wore i n agreement t h a t the second 
s p a c i a l s e s s i o n o f t h e G e n o r a l /'sscmbly on disarraamont was t o bo an important event 
i n the disarna.ment p r o c e s s . Ivo agreed t h a t our d o l i b e r a t i o n s i n s p r i n g should 
servo t o enhance the s i g n i f i c a n c e and outcomo o f the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . 
Our G x p e c t a t i o n s of the s p e c i a l s e s s i o n were v a r i e d , but none o f us dared t o 
f e e l t h a t i t 'jould be as f u t i l e as i t turned out to be. 

The second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n was a welcome o p p o r t u n i t y t o take s t o c k o f 
the disarmament process s i n c e I97G. I t was a t i m e l y forum i n \ihich not on l y 
c o u l d the i n c r e a s e d i n t e n s i t y an.d magnitude o f the t h r a a t o f armaments be e l a b o r a t e d 
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but i t could a l s o have served as the occasion to decide c o l l e c t i v e l y on bold, 
d e c i s i v e steps'to make a neu beginning. My delegation d i d not expect miracles 
or measures of instant disarmament, nuclear or conventional. Neither d i d we 
expect Member States to abandon abruptly p o s i t i o n s that had been held stubbornly 
by them f o r over three decades. Our hopes were more modest to the extent that 
we f e l t there was an opportunity to паке a s t a r t on moving away from baroojue 
p o l i c i e s that have not increased s e c u r i t y f o r the world but, on the contrary, 
have made us hostages of the d e s t r u c t i v e weapons that have p r o l i f e r a t e d . 

But even t h i s very modest measure of expectation v/as not r e a l i z e d . VJhat we 
d i d r e a l i z e i n our view was a stupendous f a i l u r e . No amount of p u b l i c concern, 
of reasoned argument, of l e g i t i m a t e p u b l i c protest that was supported and 
r e i n f o r c e d by r a t i o n a l and informed opinion v/ere able to convince some powers 
that the time had a r r i v e d to break av/ay f r o n past patterns of t h i n k i n g and 
reasoning that have f i n a l l y brought us to the edge of d i s a s t e r . VJe were compelled, 
therefore, to end the session with great seriousness masking our enormous f a i l u r e 
with well-chosen words i n concluding paragraphs that s a t i s f i e d a l l of us i n 
d i f f e r e n t degree. 

Î iy delegation sees no sense i n t r y i n g to conduct an autopsy on the 
second s p e c i a l session here, or to apportion blame f o r what v/as not achieved or 
what took place. Far more important i n our view i s to dv/ell at l e a s t on one 
conclusion that my delegation draws from the session's f a i l u r e . For my delegation 
the unwillingness of some DDwers to prevent the session from turning i n t o ân 
exercise i n f u t i l i t y , and t h e i r readiness to permit a s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly on disarmament to end without a s i n g l e tangible step being 
taken towards disarmament i s a d e l i b e r a t e , serious blov/ struck at the m u l t i l a t e r a l 
disarmament process. I t s i g n i f i e s a growing i n d i f f e r e n c e to, and open disregard 
of, the e n t i r e m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament process. 

Tills a t t i t u d e of some Powers, i n our view,, stems from t h e i r c o n v i c t i o n that 
disarmament, p a r t i c u l a r l y work on nuclear disarraament, i s best r e s t r i c t e d to 
b i l a t e r a l or at most t r i l a t e r a l n e gotiations. I t s i g n i f i e s t h e i r determination 
to t r e a t States that are not m i l i t a r i l y s i g n i f i c a n t as of marginal value, at 
best, i n disarmament negotiations. Their a t t i t u d e stems from a mistaken notion 
that the w i e l d i n g of nuclear weapons power gives them an exclusive r i g h t to 
determine how, 'when, v/here and to v/hat extent disarmament w i l l be negotiated. But 
t h i s i s a notion that v/as r e j e c t e d many years ago by the vast majority of States. 
There i s no State, no nation on t h i s planet, that i s ready to abdicate to other 
States, however big or powerful they may bo, i t s r i g h t to be concerned and involved 
i n the disarmament process. Ihe m u l t i l a t e r a l process i n disarmament was only 
grudgingly conceded but there can be no doubt about i t s continuing i n the future. 

For my delegation, b i l a t e r a l an1 t r i l a t e r a l negotiations do have t h e i r placo, 
and my Government has v/elooaed such negotiations as are nov/ under way i n t h i s c i t y . 
But the conduct of such n e g o t i a t i o n s , i n our view, should not be used, e i t h e r d i r e c t l y 
or i n d i r e c t l y , to minimize or c o n s t r i c t tho r o l o o f ' t h i s Comraitteo or other m u l t i l a t e r a l 
forums that address the question of disarmanent ne g o t i a t i o n s . In the l i g h t of t h i s , 
w« attach to t h i o sessioa of the GoniiTiittes on Disarmament the utmost importance. 
Although i t w i l l be a short s y s s i o n , i t should be tho occasion f o r the Committee to 
ríí:a3sert i t s r o l e as the sole m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i t i n g body on disarnanent, and i t 

.-snould do so by addressing i t s e l f f u l l y and e n e r g e t i c a l l y to the items of highest 
p r i o r i t y viz. ( i ) a niaclear t e s t ban and ( i i ) the cessation of the nuclear arras race 
and nuclear disarmament. 
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At t h e s p e c i a l s e s s i o n i t was ab u n d a n t l y c l e a r t h a t the major concern o f mankind 
to d a y i s o l i r n i n a t i n g t h e t h r e a t o f n u c l o a r a n n i h i l a t i o n . I f any s i n g l e message came 
out l o u d and c l e a r from t h a t s e s s i o n i t was the need t o pre v e n t n u c l e a r war and t o 
e l i m i n a t e , the moans by which such ar c a t a s t r o p h e c o u l d bo brought about. The 
Committee on Disarmament i n i t s summer s e s s i o n must t h e r e f o r e r e f l e c t t h i s c oncern i n 
i t s d o l i b o r a t i o n s . 

On t h o i s s u e o f n u c l e a r disarmament the Conr.ittoc Ьаз a c h i e v e d n o t h i n g so f a r . 
'Je endCL! tho s p r i n g meeting o f t h i c Committee f a r a p a r t i n our views on the c r e a t i o n 
o f a o u b s i c i i a r y body on n u c l e a r d i s a r m a i e n t . My d e l e g a t i o n hopes t h a t t h i s f a i l u r e 
vv'ill n o t pre v e n t us from r e t u r n i n g v i g o r o u s l y t o the i s s u e a t t h i s s e s s i o n . To a v o i d 
i t , by. c i t i n g a v a r i e t y o f reasons ao t o why the time i s not ooportune amounts t o 
a g r o s s d i s r e g a r d o f what the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community f e e l s about c o n t i n u i n g t o l i v e 
i n v o l u n t a r i l y w i t h i n t h e embrace o f n u c l o a r arms. I t i s , i n our view, an a f f r o n t 
t o t h e c o l l e c t i v e c o n s o i e n c e o f mankind. 

ilore I would l i k e t o mention t h a t the d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador o f I n d i a i n h i s 
sta t e m e n t tv.;o days ago proposed, tho s e t t i n g ap of a w o r k i n g group on t h e p r e v e n t i o n 
o f n u c l e a r war. Иу d e l e g a t i o n welcomes t h i s i n i t i a t i v e as i t h e l p s t o draw t h i s . 
Committee's a t t e n t i o n even f u r t h e r t o the p r i o r i t i . j s • t h a t we must t a c k l e . Ue hope ' 
t h i s p r o p o s a l - . . ' i l l be g i v e n the c o n s i d e r a t i o n it m e r i t s i n niie c ourse o f our 
d e l i b e r a t i o n s . 

The . CommittOG a t t h i s .^^^ossion s h o u l d t r y t o e x p l o i t t o tho utmost the m a r g i n a l l y 
b e t t o r p o s i t i o n i t e n j o y s w i t h r e g a r d t o a ccmprohsnsivo t e s t - o a n tror.t.^f.. '-'o agreed 
on s e t t i n g up an Ad Hoc Uor.king Group on t h i s i s s u e a t our l a s t s e s s i o n a f t e r 
p r o t r a c t e d n e g o t i a t i o n s , i n t h o nope t h a t a t l o n g l a s t w¿. had found a s t a r t i n g p o i n t . 
The i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s , e x p l a n a t i o n s and d e f i n i t i o n s t h a t r.ave been s i n c e e l a b o r a t e d on 
the mandate s i g n a l t h a t tho path we must take w i l l not be easy o r c l e a r one. 
F u r t h e r , a r e c e n t d e c i s i o n o f one o f tho n u c l e a r -иоа-юп Powers c a s t s doubts on t h e 
p o s s i b i l i t y . o f conductin," s e r i o u s . no,^;otiations t h a t -would l o a d t o a CTPT. :.'n 
a g r o e i n g on the s e t t i n g up o f a '.'orking Group on a. CYBT wo opened up f o r t i . i s 
Committeo a new o p p o r t u n i t y b h a t s h o u l d be usod f u l l y f o r c o n s t r u c t i v e v/orlc. My 
de-logation hopes t h a t when the •.orking Group commences i t s wori: i t w i l l , e x p l o r e a l l 
i s s u e s w i t h i n i t s .mandate i n a c o n s t r u c t i v e and cornprohensive way. Achiovoment o r 
l a c k o f i t i n the ;.'orking Group i n t h e cominc' weeks l i e s w i t h i n our hands and our 
w i l l s , '-'a.hope t h a t . t h e o p p o r t u n i t y t h a t v'ao c r e a t e d so p a i n f u l l y f o r a l l o f us 
\ . ' i l l n o t be l o s t i n t h i s Committee by the a c t i o n s o f э few. 

Having c a l l e d f o r t h i s s e s s i o n o f the Comr.iittoo t o f o c u s i t s a t t e n t i o n on n u c l e a r 
disarmament i s s u e s , may I say t h a t my d e l e g a t i o n would s u p p o r t p r o p o s a l s t o . h o l d i n 
.alvjyance v;ork on the cor,¡prehonsJ.vo programme o f disarmaip.cnс, n e g a t i v e s e c u r i t y 
a s s u r a n c e s t o non-nucloar-woapon S t a t e s and on r a d i o l o g i c a l './capons. These a r e 
ite m s t h a t were e x h a u s t i v e l y examined i n June and JuDy and v/hat we now need i s a 
pause f o i ' l o n g e r and deeper r e f l e c t i o n on hov/ f u r t h e r v/ork s h o u l d p r o c e e d , Ue b e l i e v e 
t h a t t h o y can bo tak e n up u. c o f u l l y v/hen t h e Co--,)'littec resumes i n fn e sprin-T: o f 19-"3. 

Ky d e l e g a t i o n v/olcomes the re s u m p t i o n of "oi-^k by tho Ad Hoc Working Group on 
Chemical Weapons l a s t month. We .jup.oorfc t i e wori: t h a t i s under way on c h e m i c a l weapons 
and hope t h a t s i g n i f i c a n t p r o g r e s s can bo made i n the '.brking Group d u r i n g t h i s • 
s e s s i o n . 

At o ur s p r i n g s e s s i o n t h i s y e a r , wo examined tho q u e s t i o n o f the p r e v e n t i o n o f an 
arms r a c e i n o u t e r space. Our exchanr^es v/ere u s e f u l , tivough i t v/as c l e a r t h a t tv;o 
d i f f e r e n t approachan t o the q u e s t i o n wore on the minds o f d i , s t i n g u i s h c d r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s . 
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But the o b j e c t i v e v/as the same, v i z . , the need to prevent the extension o f the arms 
race to outer space. I f we do not t r y to prevent such an arms race now, i t i s 
est imated t h a t w i t h i n the next two decades, or even by the end of t h i s decade, space 
weapons w i l l end the balance of t e r r o r that has made nuclear war a l l but unthinkable 
f o r the l a s t 36 years , but they w i l l make p o s s i b l e a g l o b a l c o n f l i c t whose 
undamaged v i c t o r could d i c t a t e terms to a disarmed and h e l p l e s s l o s e r . This i s 
a s i t u a t i o n t h a t a i l States would prefer to a v o i d . 

My d e l e g a t i o n , t h e r e f o r e , favours the s e t t i n g up o f a s u b s i d i a r y body on the 
prevent ion of an arms race i n outer space t h i s year , which marks the t w e n t y - f i f t h 
anniversary of the launching of mankind's f i r s t space object — the Soviet s p u t n i k 
i n October, 1957- But we hope that a consensus on the s e t t i n g up of the s u b s i d i a r y 
body and i t s mandate can be achieved without the time-consuming meandering process 
t h a t we went through at the c l o s i n g stages of the s p r i n g s e s s i o n . We hope t h a t the 
s e t t i n g up of the s u b s i d i a r y body w i l l s i g n a l the f i r s t t a n g i b l e step i n t h i s 
Committee to prevent i n outer space what mankind has not succeeded i n doing up 
to now on e a r t h . 

We have at the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n reaf f i rmed our commitment to the 
F i n a l Document of 1973, and t h i s i n our view i s a commitment to implement the 
Programme o f A c t i o n i n terms of the p r i o r i t i e s set out t h e r e i n . We b e l i e v e t h a t 
the r e a f f i r m a t i o n was not conf ined to agreeing wi th the percept ions and concepts 
i n the F i n a l Document. Rather, i t was an express ion of w i l l i n g n e s s and readiness 
to p a r t i c i p a t e c o n s t r u c t i v e l y i n r e a l i z i n g those c o n d i t i o n s t h a t alone can l a y the 
b a s i s f o r l a s t i n g i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y . We hope that t h i s r e a f f i r m a t i o n 
w i l l be t r a n s l a t e d i n t o p o s i t i v e a c t i o n i n t h i s Committee at t h i s and future s e s s i o n s . 

Although t h i s i s a forum f o r disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s I f e e l i t necessary to 
speak some words on the end-product of the use of armaments i n gross v i o l a t i o n of 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and t o t a l d i s r e g a r d of c i v i l i a n s who are trapped by naked 
aggress ion and i l l e g a l occupat ion . For the past e ight weeks we have been witnesses 
of the b i t t e r f r u i t s of the b a r b a r i c implementation of a p o l i c y o f exterminism 
d i r e c t e d aga inst Lebanon and her people and tho P a l e s t i n i a n people by the 
I s r a e l i aggressors . In t h e i r premeditated attempt to exterminate a people, no 
screw i s l e f t unturned. And who are the biggest v i c t i m s ? c i v i l i a n s — c h i l d r e n , 
women, men — who are exhorted to disappear from t h e i r homes i f they wish to 
save t h e i r l i v e s . Amongst the v i c t i m s of the s iege are thousands of my countrymen 
and women who had chosen to l i v e and work t h e r e , p a r t i c u l a r l y i n B e i r u t . This 
s t a t e of a f f a i r s stems from, the gross v i o l a t i o n of i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and the 
r e l e n t l e s s p u r s u i t of p o l i c i e s of s t rength and deterrence . I t i s the harvest 
of d e v a s t a t i o n and death that grows out o f the scourge of armaments when used 
to s e t t l e p o l i t i c a l i s s u e s . My d e l e g a t i o n hopes that the events of the past 
e i g h t weeks i n Lebanon w i l l help a l l of us to understand bet ter the p r e s s i n g and 
urgent need f o r disarmament, be i t nuclear or c o n v e n t i o n a l . 
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The СНг11Ш-1а1\Т: I thank the representative of b r i Lanka f o r his. statement and f o r 
the k i n d v;ordc that he' has addressed to the Chair. 

V/e are now close to exhausting the time a,vailahle to us-for t h i s morning, before 
suspending the meeting u n t i l t h i s afternoon at 5 p.m. I give the f l o o r to 
Ambassador Gaxcla Robles. 

I l r . GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (transla,ted from Spanish); Mr. Chairman, I should 
l i k e to thank you f o r the congratula-tions you of f e r e d me at the beginning of t h i s 
meeting unon my appointment to act once agaán as the Chairman of the Ad Hoc V/orking 
Group on a Comprehe.nsive Programm.e of Disarmament which has been re- e s t a b l i s h e d by 
the Conmiittee today. At the same time I should l i k e , through ycu, to t e l l a l l the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d representatives of the estates members of the Committee how much I 
appreciate the proof of t h e i r confidence i n me that my appointment i m n l i e s , 
p a r t i c u l a r l y i n v i e v of the f a c t that I had the p r i v i l e g e of f i l l i n g the same 
o f f i c e both i n 1981 and during the f i r s t p a r t of t h i s 1982 session. L a s t l y , I 
should l i k e to s t r e s s that although my appointment i s a si.gnal honour f o r me, at 
the same time i t e n t a t l s a heavjr r e s p o n s i b i l i t y vihich, as I said at the Committee's 
informal meeting at which t h i s subject x;as discussed, I only f e l t able to accept — 
f o r the reasons I gave i n my statement of 3 August — because i t v/as clear that the 
V/orking (roup would net embark on i t s tasks u n t i l next year. 

Tho CHAirijAlT; I th.-^rik the represe.ntative of liexico f o r h i s statement and f o r 
the k i n d words }'ÍG has r.dàrossed to the Chair. 

I l r . ISSRJiELY/dl (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) ( t r a n s l a t e d from- Russian); 
Mr. Chairman, I have a question to ask. I understood that you v/ore abotit to close 
the meeting. Does that mean that Comrade Herder, the Ambassador of the 
German Democratic Republic, has decided not to speak today? I f not, then perhaps 
vre could hear him. V/e have the time. He i s the only ?феак:ег l e f t cn the l i s t and 
there viould not be mu.ch v o i n t i n our meeting t h i s afternoon j u s t f o r that. But of 
course the boviet delegation i s rea,dy to ccme at any time to hear a statement from 
the delegation of the Gernarn Democratic Republic. 

I'he GHAIRIIilH; The meeting vras not being adjourned; i t vras going to be suspended 
u n t i l 3 o'clock t h i s afternoon. I had the cnportunity to consult on the length of 
the statement of the distinguísiied reprer-entative of the Germrin Denocratic Republic; 
i t appears to be qui t e lengthy and night therefore take quite some time, but i f the 
Gommittee wishes to continue u n t i l approximately 1.20 p.m., I have no obje c t i o n s . 
Ilovrcvei', I thought that the neeting should be L-uspended. at t h i s point and. continueci 
i n the afternoon. 

Perhaps we could hear sc-ne commentR on whether to extend the neeting novr or 
resurae i n the afternoon. Comnents should not be long but I think vre should consider 
the vrishes of delegation::. 

Mr. de bOUZA T, SILVA ( B r a z i l ) ; Mr. Chairman, I am a f r a i d that vre night take 
twer.ty minutes to take that d e c i s i o n . As dcTlegations ha^ve engagements at t h i s timo, 
vre s h a l l be pleased, to return and. hear the ita.tenent cf the representative of the 
German Democratic Republic t h i s aiternoon. 
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The CHAIRMAN; I f there i s no obj e c t i o n I suspend the meeting u n t i l t h i s 
afternoon. I see no ob j e c t i o n . 

I t v/as so decided. 

The meeting v/as suspended at 12.33 p.m. and resumedat 3.20 p.m. 

The CHAIHyjAH; The 176th plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament i s 
resumed. As agreed t h i s morning, the Committee v / i l l nov/ l i s t e n to the l a s t speaker 
i n s c r i b e d f o r today's plenary meeting. 

I give the f l o o r to the di s t i n g u i s h e d representative of the German Democratic 
Republic, H i s Excellency Ambassador Herder, 

Mr. IffiRDER (German Democratic Republic); Mr. Chairman, at the outset of my 
statement today I v/ould l i k e to j o i n previous spealcers i n congratulating you on 
your assumption of the chairmanship of the Committee f o r the month of August. 

At the same time, I v/ould l i k e to pay p a r t i c u l a r t r i b u t e to the outgoing 
Chairman, Ambassador Okav/a, the representative of Japan. I t v/ould not be an 
exaggeration to say that h i s remarkable diplomatic s k i l l and h i s v/ell-kno\m t a c t 
considerably helped the Committee to solve a number of important i s s u e s , p a r t i c u l a r l y 
i n preparing f o r the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament. 

My delegation also v/elcomes Ambassador Datcou, the nev/ representative of Romania, 
whose long е:фег1епсе i n the disarmament f i e l d v v i l l c e r t a i n l y be of great value f o r 
the f u r t h e r work of the Committee on Disarmament. 

At i t s 1982 summer session the Committee s t a r t s v/orking at a time characterized 
by a dangerous d e t e r i o r a t i o n of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n . Only four v/eeks have 
passed since the conclusion of the second s p e c i a l session. Me are on the eve of 
the t h i r t y - s e v e n t h anniversary of a c r u c i a l date i n the h i s t o r y of the arms race; 
on 6 August 1945 the f i r s t atomic bomb exploded over Hiroshima, k i l l i n g tens of 
thousands of inha b i t a n t s of that c i t y . A l l t h i s reminds us of tho high r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
v/hich the Committee on Disarmament i s f a c i n g f o r the destiny of manlcind by preventing 
a p o s s i b l e nuclear v/ar. 

Therefore I would l i k e to concentrate on tho-se questions v/hich i n our view should 
f i n d f u l l r e f l e c t i o n i n our programme of work and our a c t i v i t i e s during the 
forthcoming summer session. C e r t a i n conclusions from the second s p e c i a l session 
cannot simply be set aside, since they are c l o s e l y connected v/ith the discharge of 
our r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s . 

I n the course of the second s p e c i a l session, the overv/helming majority of States 
expressed t h e i r concern about the growing danger of a nuclear holocaust and advocated 
urgent measures f o r e l i m i n a t i n g the threat of nuclear war and ending the arms race, 
e s p e c i a l l y i n the nuclear f i e l d . 
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On the eve of the second s p e c i a l session on disarmament and during the session 
the víorld-víide movement against the arms race assumed unprecedented dimensions, 
îbomerous constructive pronosals f o r the prevention of a nuclear v/ar, f o r a freeze 
on nuclear arsenals and other disarmament measures vrere submitted to the 
s p e c i a l session by a number of States. 

The s o c i a l i s t countries cam.e to the s p e c i a l session vrell prepared v/ith concrete 
proposals aimed at the implementation of the p r i o r i t y goals sot by the 
F i n a l Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session on disarmamont. Ve acted i n the 
c o n v i c t i o n that the session would o f f e r a good opportunity f o r a l l States, regardless 
of t h e i r s i z e , m i l i t a r y p o t e n t i a l or geographical l o c a t i o n , to contribute a c t i v e l y 
to s o l v i n g the most urgent problems of arms l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament. Our e n t i r e 
approach to the tasks of the session was guided by t h i s determina,tion. 

Together v/ith other s o c i a l i s t countries, the German Democratic Republic reaffirmed 
i t s unchanged readiness to agree on the l i m i t a t i o n , reduction or p r o l i i b i t i o n of a l l 
kinds of vreapons on a j u s t and r e c i p r o c a l b a s i s . In h i s message to the President 
of tlie second s p e c i a l session the Chairman of the Council of State of the 
German Democratic Rep t i b l i c , E r i c h Honecker, r e i t e r a t e d that our country v / i l l alv/ays 
be ЭЛ a c t i v e and r e l i a b l e partner i n the struggle f o r l a s t i n g peace and disarmament 
and that i t i s imperative that measures aimed at ending the nuclear axuis race be 
adopted and vigorous follov/-through a c t i o n ensured. 

However, i n viev/ of the p o s i t i o n of the united States c f Am.orica and other 
NATO count r i e s , the session v/as prevented from taking a c t i o n on those proposals. 
Horeover, the session v/itnessed attempts by those States to c a l l i n t o doubt the 
p r i o r i t i e s set f o r disarmament negotiations by the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the 
United Nations General Assembly d-evoted to disarmament as v/ell as to j u s t i f y t h e i r 
ouperarmament p o l i c y ancL t h e i r doctrines of nuclear deterrence and nuclear f i r s t 
s t r i k e . 

Owing to svich an approach the session v/as unable to agree on a substantive 
document that v/ould provide an answer tc the challenges of our time and stimulate 
the imiDlementation of the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session on disarmament. 

Assessing the r e s u l t s of the second s p e c i a l session on disarmament, one comes 
i n e v i t a b l y to the conclusion that the session c¡uite c l e a r l y r e f l e c t e d the tv/o main 
tendencies by v/hich the present i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n i s characterized. F i r s t l y , 
p a r a l l e l to the second s p e c i a l session on disarmament a.gain a НАТО summit v/as h e l d , 
t h i s time i n 3omi, c a p i t a l of the Federal Republic of Germany. I t endorsed nev/ 
measures to implement NATO's long-term armament programme. Regardless of the 
o p p o s i t i o n of the peoples and the reservations of some Governments i n v/estern Europe, 
the d e c i s i o n v/a.s upheld to deploy new United States medium-range nucleax m i s s i l e s 
and cruise m i s s i l e s i n Europe beginning i n 1983. Thus, a nuclear f i r s t - s t r i k e 
capacity d i r e c t e d against the Warsaw Treaty countries i s to be established on the 
European continent. 

Steps were agreed upon to extend NATO's sphere of a c t i v i t i e s . Just before the 
summit the United States and the Federal Republic of Germany concluded a nev/ 
agreement on tho a d d i t i o n a l deployment of s i x United States d i v i s i o n s i n the 
Federal Republic i n "tim.es of c r i s i s " . Instead of responding favourably to the 
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proposal by the States P a r t i e s to the V/arsavi Treaty not to extend m i l i t a r y a l l i a n c e s 
and to s t a r t t h e i r d i s s o l u t i o n , NATO admitted a new member. Recent decisions by 
the United States on an unprecedented m i l i t a r y budget, on tho establishment of a 
s p e c i a l m i l i t a r y command f o r outer space and other measures are aimed at s e t t i n g the 
course f o r the arms race over the next years or even deca,des. 

At the saJïie time, i t vras not without the consent of the same country that I s r a e l 
launched the f i f t h Middle East vrar to eliminate the PLC and the P a l e s t i n i a n people 
and that the South A f r i c a n apartheid regime continued i t s aggression against Angola 
and Mozambique. I n a l l i a n c e and vrith the support o f other S t a t e s , A r t i c l e 2 (л) of 
the Charter of the United Nations continues to be s e r i o u s l y v i o l a t e d . 

Contrary to the p r i n c i p l e s of i n t e r n a t i o n a l lavr and the s p i r i t of peaceful 
coexistence the United States has, i n the i n t e r e s t s of i t s m i l i t a r y s t r a t e g i c aims, 
caused great damage to economic r e l a t i o n s , v^rhich are of mutual b e n e f i t f o r peoples 
and States. 

A l l these p o l i t i c a l , m i l i t a r y and economic actions cannot but escalate 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l confrontation and reduce the i n t e r n a t i o n a l confidence needed f o r 
f r u i t f u l n egotiations on arms l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament. Small wonder that the 
countries that pursue such a dangerous p o l i c y vrere eager at the second s p o c i a l session 
on disarmament to block any forvrard-looking decisions vrhich could impede t h e i r 
attempts to achieve m i l i t a r y s u p e r i o r i t y and accelerate t h e i r arms build-up. Such 
an a t t i t u d e cannot be camouflaged by proposals on " d r a s t i c arms reductions", a c t u a l l y 
aimed at reductions only by the other side so as to upset the m i l i t a r y - b a l a n c e . 
Nor can i t be covered by proposals to discuss v e r i f i c a t i o n problems i n an abstract 
vray. The peoples of the vrorld v r i l l not be misled by c o n c i l i a t o r y speeches. They 
vrant to stave o f f the danger looming over a l l mankind. 

On the other hand, the second s p e c i a l session on disarmament has shovm the 
strong determination of the vast m a j o r i t y of countries as vrell as the vrorld-vride 
peace movement to achieve urgent measures to remove the threat of nuclear vrar as vrell 
as to freeze and reduce nuclear arsenals and eventually eliminate them. The 
d.eclaration of the USSR vrhereby i t assumed a u n i l a t e r a l o b l i g a t i o n not to be the 
f i r s t to use nuclear vreapons was, no doubt, the h i g h l i g h t of the second s p e c i a l session. 
I t r e f l e c t e d the high sense of r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of a permanent member of the 
United Nations S e c u r i t y Council f o r ensuring l a s t i n g peace on earth and preventing 
nuclear catastrophe. This courageous step by the Soviet Union f u l l y corresponds to 
the p u r e l y defensive nature of the s t r a t e g i c doctrine of the countries of the 
Warsavr Treaty which was re-emphasized i n the Warsaw Declaration of 1980. That 
d e c l a r a t i o n stated that the States P a r t i e s to the Viarsavr Treaty had never sought and 
would never seek m i l i t a r y s u p e r i o r i t y and that they took a consistent p o s i t i o n i n 
favour of ensuring a m i l i t a r y balance at ever lovrer l e v e l s . 

The proposaJs submitted by the s o c i a l i s t countries at the second s p e c i a l session 
on disarmament concern such p r i o r i t y i s s u e s as a nuclear disarmament programme, a 
comprehensive t e s t ban, the p r o h i b i t i o n of the nuclear neutron vreapon and the 
comprehensive p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons. 

Since a l l these questions are i n s c r i b e d i n the agenda of the Committee on 
Disarmament, a l l e f f o r t s should be imdertaken to discharge our r e s p o n s i b i l i t y as 
the only m u l t i l a t e r a l body f o r the ne g o t i a t i o n of disarmament d r a f t agreements. 
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This vroxild not only lead to a s i g n i f i c a n t reduction i n the l e v e l of m i l i t a r y 
confrontation \ie. are f a c i n g today but a l s o , i n the long run, to the reduction and 
e l i m i n a t i o n of t h ^ most dangerous weapons threatening peace and the whole of 
mankind. 

At the beginning of the second part of the. 1982 session of the Committee on 
Disarmament i t i c ггр to member States here to draw the necessary nractico-l conclusion 
from the second s p e c i a l session on disarmament. My delegation vrould l i k e to 
emphasize tvro elem.entc; f i r s t l y , the P i n a l Document of tho f i r s t s p e c i a l session 
remains f u l l y v a l i d . I t provides a sound b a s i s f o r negotiations on disa,rmament. 
Secondly, everything should be done to i n t e n s i f y a l l kinds of such negotiations 
at a,ll l e v e l s , i n a J l contexts. In t h i s framework,'multilateral negotiations do 
have t h e i r proper place. They should duly take i n t o account the proposals advanced 
at the second s p e c i a l session on such p r i o r i t y ta^sks as 

The prevention of nuclear war, 

The cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmajnent, 

A comprehensivo t e s t ban, . 

The p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical vreapons, and 

The prevention of an axms race i n outer space. 

In t h i s connection my delegation f u l l y subscribes to v;hat was said by the 
representative of I n d i a i n h i s statement on 3 -'ugust. Me f u l l y support the proposal 
that the Committee on Disarmament should vise a l l i t s p o s s i b i l i t i e s to promote measure 
on the prevention of nucleajr war. I t should encovirage a l l States, and i n p a r t i c u l a r 
the nuclear-vreapon States, to consider as soon as p o s s i b l e various proposals d.esigned 
to secure the avoidance of the use of nuclear weanons, the prevention of nucleair v.-ar 
and r e l a t e d o b j e c t i v e s . A f i r s t step i n t l i i s regard vrould be tho ccmmiitmont by a l l 
nuclear-v/eapon S t t t e s not to bo the f i r s t to use such vreapons. The Comjnittee 
shovild therefore appeal to those nuclear-vreapon States v/hich have not yet assumed 
such an o b l i g a t i o n to take r e c i p r o c a l steps. Such steps talcen by a l l nuclear-
v/eapon States i./ould a c t u a l l y lead to an a l l out ban on the use of nuclear v/eapons. 
There are no arguments that could j u s t i f y any ireservation against sv;cb a c t i o n . 

The approach o u t l i n e d above vrould b u i l d the confidence needed f o r successful 
n e g o t i a t i o n s on the cessation of tlie arms race and nucleíí:f disamament. I t v/ould 
also improve the s i t u a t i o n v/itb regard to ал a.greement on s o c u r i t y aissurances f o r 
non-nuclear-v/eaj)on States. 

How as before the delegation of the German Democratic Republic favours the 
commencement of negotiations on item 2 of ovir agenda, the cessation of the nuclear 
gjms race and n u c l c a j disarmament, i n the framev/ork of an ad hoc v/orking group. 
I t vras vrith t h i s aim i n mind that vre proposed, i n docum.ent CI)7'259> a mandate f o r 
such a group. Under t h i s mandate the group should prepare, on the b a s i s of 
paragraph 50 of the F i n a l Document, the stages of nucle¿ir disarmament vrith the aim 
of preparing m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on the cessation of the nuclear arms race 
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and nuclear disarmament. A l l questions r e l a t e d to t h i s subject have so f a r been 
discussed i n the Committee on Disarmament i n a rather loose uay. They could be 
tabled and c l a s s i f i e d i n an organized manner i n such a vrorking group. The group's 
a c t i v i t i e s should be aimed at preparing a programme of nuclea.r disarmament to be 
implemented i n stages on the ba s i s c f the p r i n c i p l e of e q u a l i t y aaid equeJ s e c u r i t y . 
A l l nuclear-vreapon States should take nart i n the e l a b o r a t i o n , adoption and 
implementation of such a programjne. 

The German Democratic Republic v.'elcom.es the proposal f o r such a programmée 
contained i n tlie тетогапаш! presented by the HbSR to the second s p e c i a l session cn 
disarmament. The Soviet proposât f u l l y takes axcount of the need f o r a m.utual 
freeze of nuclear arsenals as a f i r t t step on the roa.d to nuclear disarmaraent. In 
t h i s regar-d irc also i.relcome the corresponding proposal.? by I n d i a and other countries. 

In t h i s context, my delegation draws a t t e n t i o n to the u n i l a t e r a l moratoriimi on 
the deplojonent of nedium-rangc m i s s i l e s i n the European part ef the USSR as v.rell as 
to the proposal to agree already now that the s t r a t e g i c arms of the USSR and the 
United btates bo o u a n t i t a t i v e l y frozen at tho moment- the s t r a t e g i c a,ms t a l k s begin, 
and that t h e i r modernization be l i m i t e d to the m.aximum extent p o s s i b l e . P r a c t i c a l 
r e s u l t s i n these t a l k s ar-c more urgent than ever before. 

In the o v e r - r t l fram.ework of nuclear disarmament my country attacher- s p e c i a l 
importance to the p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear neutron v/canons. The production of t h i s 
weapon i s bound to lead to a f u r t h e r e s c a l a t i o n of the nuclear arras ra,ce. I t s 
planned deployment i n western .Europe, near the western border of my country and 
other p a r t s of the; world, as veil as doctrines f o r a " l i m i t e d " nuclear v;ar connected 
га t i l the deploj^T.ient of t h i s nev wea.pon are l i k e l y tn lower the nuclear threshold, 
thereby increa,sing the danger of nuclear x/ar. 

Guided by these considerations, the Gsrman Democratic Republic strongly advocated 
at the second specird sescion the beginning of urgent negotiations by thc 
Committee on Disarmamont vrith a view tc concludtng a. convontion on the p r o h i b i t i o n 
of the production, s t o c l c p i l i n g , deplo^inent and use of nuclear neutron vroapons, 
thereby c o n t r i b u t i n g , as a matter of urgency and i n accordance vdth paragraph 50 of 
the F i n a l Document, towards the cessaticn of the q u a l i t a t i v e improvement and 
development of nuclear-vre anon system.s. My country f u r t h e r proposed that the 
non-nuclear-\.roapon btates declare that they v r i l l not permit the deploym^ent of nuclear 
neutron vreaoons on t h e i r t e i ^ r i t o r i e s . 

I t i s the hope of m.y delegation that the Committee cn Disa.rmajnent, i n 
e s t a b l i s h i n g an appropriate working group, r i l l create the necessary o r g a n i s a t i o n a l 
framevrork f o r the preparation of a convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear neutron 
vreapons. I t would thus meet the world-vrido concern expressed i n General Ai?sembly 
r e s o l u t i o n 56/9? K, as w e l l ar, by m.any non-governmental organizations. 

The complete and generad p r o l i i b i t i c n of nuclear-vroapon te,'jts i s a long overdue 
question, as was emphasized only a fev days ago also by the Secretary-General c f 
the United Nations, L r . Pérez de Cuéllar. Tliere i s no пее.д. to elaborate on i t s 
urgency i n t h i s forum. Jly delegation strongly objects to assertions that t h i s issue 
could only bo a long-term goal. 
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To promote the s t a r t of actual negotiations i n t h i s Gommittee on a comprehensive 
test-ban t r e a t y my delegation submitted, during the spring session, a d r a f t mandate 
f o r a working group on t h i s t o p i c . unfortunately, owing to the a t t i t u d e of some 
countr i e s , i t was not po s s i b l e to agree on an all-embracing mandate dir e c t e d at 
actual n e g o t i a t i o n s . In a s p i r i t of compromise my delegation i n A p r i l joined the 
consensus on a mandate v/hich f e l l r a t h e r short of our expectations, and not only 
ours. In my statement of 21 A p r i l I already o u t l i n e d my delegation's i n t e r p r e t a t i o n 
of t h i s mandate. I t i s our hope that the new Ad Hoc V/orking Group, by examining 
a l l s p e c i f i c issues as v/ell as relevant comprehensive proposals v/ith regard to a 
nuclear t e s t ban, v / i l l give f r e s h impetus to the i n i t i a t i o n of r e a l negotiations on 
a comprehensive t e s t ban, thus enabling the Committee on Disarmament to discharge 
i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s as the si n g l e m u l t i l a t e r a , l disarmament negotiating body, as 
v/as stated i n the mandate mentioned. Iiy delegation intends, i n the future course 
of t h i n session, to put forv/ard s p e c i f i c suggestions concerning the a c t i v i t i e s of 
the nev/ V/orking Group on item 1 of our agenda. 

The resumption and successful conclusion of the t r i l a t e r a l negotiations v/hich 
have been suspended v/ould very much improve the conditions f o r the m u l t i l a t e r a l 
n e g o t i a t i o n s on a. comprehensive test-ban t r e a t y v/ithin our Committee. V/e therefore 
j o i n a l l those delegations v/hich c a l l e d upon the United "tatos and the United Kingdom 
to declare t h e i r readiness to take such a step. I t i s our hope that the negative 
r e p l y given r e c e n t l y by the President of one major nuclear-v/eapon Pov/er v / i l l not be 
that country's l a s t v/ord v/ith regard to t h i s i s s u e . 

At the beginning of t h i s year's session a nev/ mandate f o r the Ad Hoc V/orking 
Group on Chemical VJeapons v/as agreed upon. Some headv/ay v/as made i n our negotiations 
during the spring session. 

At the second s p e c i a l session on disarmament, the delegation of the 
German Democratic Republic, l i k e many others, v/elcomed the proposal of the 
Soviet Union concerning the b a s i c p r o v i s i o n s of a chemical v/eapons convention. This 
i n i t i a t i v e talces i n t o account the viev/s of other countries, e s p e c i a l l y v/ith regard 
to v e r i f i c a t i o n , and c l e a r l y shows the f i r m i n t e n t i o n of the USSR to f a c i l i t a t e a 
breakthrough i n the negotiations on the P r o h i b i t i o n of chemical v/eapons and to b r i n g 
them to a successful conclusion. In t h i s connection, I v/ould l i k e to pay t r i b u t e 
to the e f f o r t s undertaken i n the V/orking Group on Chemical V/eapons under the able 
chairmanship of Ambassador Sujka, directed towards achieving tangible progress i n 
elaborating a d r a f t t r e a t y . V/e express our hope that s u b s t a n t i a l r e s u l t s i n the 
d r a f t i n g of the elements of a convention v / i l l be reached i n the foreseeable f u t u r e . 

The conclusion of a chemical v/eapons convention could be promoted by some 
urgent measures designed to bring about a cessation of the q u a l i t a t i v e improvement 
of chemical v/eapons as v/ell as t h e i r geographical spread. I t v/as f o r that reason 
that the German Democratic Republic at the second s p e c i a l session on disarmament, 
proposed that States should r e f r a i n from any act i o n which could impede the 
negotiations on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical v/eapons. In p a r t i c u l a r States v/ere 
urged 

To r e f r a i n from the production, stoclфiling and deployment of binary and other 
nev/ types of chemical v/eapons, and 

Hot to deploy chemical v/eapons on the t e r r i t o r i e s of States where there are no 
such v/eapons at present. 

My delegation looks forward to reac t i o n s to these proposals i n the Committee on 
Disarmament. 
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Those are the p r e l i m i n a r y considerations of my delega.ticn on the p r i o r i t y items 
of our agenda i n the l i g h t of the d e l i b e r a t i o n s гЛ the second s p e c i a l session on 
disarmament. I t i s the i n t e n t i o n of my delegation to comment on other items on the 
agenda i n the course of the simmier session. In concluding my remarks I would l i k e 
to express the exoectation of my delegation that- t h i s session v r i l l be marked by a 
s p i r i t of co-operation and the common desire of a l l delegations to contribute to 
success i n our disarmament neg o t i a t i o n s . 

The CHillRl'iilN; I thank the renresentative of the German Democratic Republic f o r 
h i s statement and f o r the kind vrords that he has addressed to the Ghair. 

That completes my l i s t of spealcers f o r today. Does any other delegation vrish 
to take tho f l o o r ? 

I have reque.sted the s e c r e t a r i a t to c i r c u l a t e today an informal paper containing 
the time-table f o r meetings to be held by the Committee on Disarmament and i t s 
s u b s i d i a r y bodies during the week 9 to 13 August. As usual, the time-table i s merely 
i n d i c a t i v e , since vre might have to a l l o c a t e time f o r meetings of the nuclear t e s t 
ban Uorking Group, once i t s Ghairman has been appointed. Ue might also need to have 
informal meetings. Therefore the time-table may have to be adjusted as vre proceed. 
The Chairman of the Ad Hoc Iforking Group on Chemical Ueapons requested a t h i r d meeting 
f o r next vreek. The Chairman informs me that the main t o p i c of that meeting, to be 
held on Monday, 9 August, at 3 p.m., v r i l l be to taice note of the Chairman's report 
on h i s - c o n s u l t a t i o n s vrith delegations and experts during the present vreek. The 
meetings l i s t e d i n the time-table v r i l l be held, as u s u a l , i n the-Council Chamber. 

As you know, as from Monday, the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to Consider 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l Co-operative Measures to Detect and I d e n t i f y Seismic Events w i l l s t a r t 
i t s summer session, scheduled to taice place from 9 to 20 August. The f i r s t meeting 
of that Group v r i l l be held next Monday, 9 Aug^jst, at 3 p.m. i n Conference Room 5, 
Further meetings of the Group w i l l be decided on by i t s members, as t h e i r vrork proceeds. 

I f there i s no o b j e c t i o n , I v r i l l consider that the Gommittee adopts the time­
table . 

I t was so decided. 

The CHAIRI-iAN; The next plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament v a i l be 
h e l d on Tuesday, 10 August, at 10.30 a.m. On that occasion, the Committee w i l l s t a r t 
i t s consideration of item 4 of i t s agenda, e n t i t l e d "Chemical vreanons". 

The meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 4 p.m. 
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