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The CHAIRMAW: I declare open the 177th plenary meetinz of the Committee on ..
Disarmament.

The Committee starts today its consideration of itea 4 of its agenda,
“"Chemical weapons". ‘

I have on my list of speakers for today the rapresentatives of Pakistan, the
United States of America, Romania, Poland, Belsium and iIndonesia.

I now give the floor to the first speakeb on 1wy list, the distinsuished
representative of Pakistan, His Excellency Ambassador Ahmad.

Mr. AHMAD (Pakistan): M. Chairian, we are very pleased to see you, the
representative of a great and friendly African country, assume the chairmanship of
the Commnittee on Disarmament at this crucial juncture of its work. Your vast
diplomatic experiencz and skill assure us that we shall achieve optimum results in’
our proceedings during ths current month.

rlay I also express out deesp appreciation to Ambassador Okawa of Japan who,
during the closing stages of our spring session, brousit into play his acknowledged
competence and comprehension to ensurz that the Cormmitte2 made a meaningful
contribution to the second spacial session of the United dations General fAssembly
devoted to disarmament. I would also like to take this opportunity to welcome
Ambassador Datcu of Romania in our midst. He brings with him considerable
experience in the field of security and disarmament, experience firom which we
shall all greatly benefit. At the same tiwe, it is a sad duty to bid fareuell to
Awbassador Yu P2iwen of China and Amnbassador Valdivieso of Peru who have both made
important contributions to the work of this Committeec. o

The 1982 session of the Committee is resuming in the aftermath of the failure
of the General Assembly's second special session on disarmament to achieve azrecment
on any of the important issues it considered. The irony, and indeed hypocricy,
involvad in some of the blithe "conclusions" adopted at the end of the session will
not pass unnoticed. It is important that in this Committee wez do not participate
in deluding oursalves about the gravity of the setbacl: to the hopes and aspirations
reposed by so many peoplzs and nations in the special session.

The svecial session did serve to focus public attention on the threat posed
by the arms race. Vo one who witnessed the wassive oublic rally in iew York on
12 June can be in any doubt that disarmamant is an aspiration which will, sooner
rather than later, becowe irresistible. Ve sincerely hooe that the Vorld Disarmament
Campaizn, launched at the special session, will contribute to arousing universal
public support for disarmament.

It iz obvious that the failure of the special session must be placed in the
perspective of the persistent detesrioration in thz international situation durinc~ the
past four yesars. This was acknowledsed in the conclusions approved by the special
session. In tiis context, it is particularly relevaat to remember the call by
lir. ©. Rostow, the head of the United States Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, in
_ his address to this Committee on 9 February this year, that "wes move nromptly and

effectively to restore Article 2 (4)" -=- i.,e., the oblization not to use or threaten
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to use force in international relations~- "as part of the living law of international
politics". Today, in addition to the festering crises existing at that time, we are
also confronted by the brutal Israeli invasion of Lebanor and the misery whlch this
has brougnt to millions of innocent people. Thousands of_Arabs and Palestinian men,
vemen and children have been massacred and hundreds of thousands have been uprooted
from their homes. The slaughter continues in full view of a world whose conscience
appears to hnave been numbed by decades of Zionist propaganda and the sheer audacity of
the aggression. As the President of Pakistan noted in a letter addressed to the

Heads of States of the five permansnt members of the Security Council, "the future of
our civilization despends on "hether ve are capablv of being stirred by such an appalling
spectacle"

The obvious lesson of what has happened in the past few years to Lebanon, to
Afghanistan and to Kampuchea, is that the lack of a credible capability for self-
defence is a mortal sin for the small and weak nations of the world. . Yet' we must all
recognize that, in the nuclear era, if the logic of security through military
strength is espoused by the more than 150 nations, it will ultimately lead to disaster.
Let us-hope that sooner, rather than later == and I quote the words of the
distinguished: representative of India -- "the illusion of political and military
pre-eminence: which is associated with the accumulation of armaments" will be discarded
in favour of* security throush disarmament. The majority of non-aligned countries have
demonstrated, most recently at the special session, their desire to ensure their.
security through a genuine and balanced process' of disarmament. It is no accident
that it is these States which are the most olsturbed at the failure of the second
gpcclal session. :

The Pakistan delegation considers it particularly resrettable that the special
session was unable to adopt a comprehensive programme of. disarmament. This was to be
the. centreplece of the session. MNegotiations on the CPD broke down on-the' question
of nuclear disarmament and, more specifically, over the issue of a nuclear test-ban
treaty. It is no secret that during the negotiations the non-aligned countries
demonstrated extraordinary flexibility which. was, unfortunately, not matched by the
positions of certain other groups. I say this not by way of recrimination but merely
in order to set out the conditions in which negotiations on the CPD can be resumed.
Before the Working Group begins consideration of the CPD, perhaps early next year, we
must have.an indication from certain major powsrs that they are prepared to respond
positively to tne numerous and reasonable compromise proposalg submitted during the
special session on the central elewments of the CPD.

Wy dalegation intends to part1c1patu energetically in the newotlatlonq in the
Ad hoc Working Group on a nuclear test ban. Tha experience of the special session and
subsequent developmonts have, however, raised strong doubts in our mind about the
- prospects for this endeavour. The dissociation of one 6f the nuclear powers from the
proceedings of this Yorlking Group can hardly raise expectations that we are moving
closer to a nuclesar test ban., We also find it difficult to square the consensus for
creation of this nesotiating forum with the recent statement reportedly made on behalf
of one of the inajor nuclear powers that "we're going to need. testing, perhaps even -
testing above the 150 kiloton level, for a long time to tome." Nor do we wish to sce
the exercise utilized for the purpose of clarifying bilateral verification problens
arising in the context of international agreements to which we. are not a party and
about whoss objcctives we entertain serious doubts
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The Ad Hoc Working Group has been asked to define, tiroush substantive
eXamination, the issucs relating to the verification of a test ban-treaty. In our
view, the first issue relating to verification is the scope of the test ban. In
other words, is it our intention to prohibit "all nuclear tests in all environments -
for all time" -- as stated in relevant General Assembly resolutions -= or do we seel
a prohibition of only nuclear weapons testingzg? The verification requireients of

~either alternative will be suvstantially different. If we choose the latter
alternative, as the trilatsral n2zotiators apparently did, what arransements are to be
envisazed for 'peaceful nuclzar explosions' and their verification? Ue would also be
"interested to know what verification and compliance measuras can e envisaged to
arrest the continuad glalitative iuprovement of nuclear weapons through laboratory
tests or simulation techniques that have reportedly been developad by sone of the
nuclear-uesapon States. Seome other relsvant issues are also enumerated in the list of
questions addressed by the Group of 21 to the trilateral negotiators last year in
document CD/lBl

The reticence of some of the nuclear=wecapon States regarding the nuclear test-—
ban treaty also implies a shift in their poasition regaprding the ultimate elimination
of nuclear weapons. If these weapons are to be progressively reduced and ultimately
eliminated, as envisaged in paragraph 50 of the Final Documant, they do not need to
oe tested "for a long time to come%, If indeed we are correct in this evaluation, if
indeed nuclear deterrence and the possession of nuclear arsznals is foreseasn for the
indefinite future, it will have profound conszquences for the pursuit of
disarmament. It is unreasonable to balieve that for the foresesable future, the non-
nuclear=veapon States will agree to the enisting and sisnificant asymmetry in the
distribution of world power dznotec by the possession of nuclear weapons by five
States. To discard the goal of nuclear disarmament will inevitably involve
discarding the neal of nuclear non=proliferation and the two, taken together, will
create a situation that is vastly more dangerous and unstable than even the nuclear
pracipice on which we stand today.

I would, therefore, urge those States which have so far persistently blocked
the proposal to set up a working group on nuclear disarmament to reconsider their
positions. My delegation believes that the elaboration of the process of nuclear
disarmament as envisagad in thz proposal of the Group of 21 in document CD/180
provides a reasonable basis for beginning the consideration of tnis subject. This
exercise will not prejudicc the positions of any of the nuclear~-weapon States; it
nay, on the other hand, lead to the evolution of a meaningful consensus which could
provide impetus for botih multilateral and bilateral negotiations relating to nuclear
disarmanent.

Some States have emphasized the importance of the so-called START and INF
negotiations being held currently in this city. Ve do not wish in any way to denigrate
the importance of these negotiations. Ue must, however, express the legitimate hope
that the objectives of the parties to these negotiations are indeed to bring about
important reductions in their strategic and other nuclear arsenals, rather than mere
posturing to play with public opinion wiiich has manifested itself so categorically in
recent months against the nuclear menace This Commitiezs also has a right to expect
that it will be kept fully 1nformed bv the partles, individually or collectxvely, of
the progress in these talks.,
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The consistent interest exhibited by my delegation in prouoting eifective
international arrangements to assure the non-nuclear=weapon States asainst the
use ovr threat of usc of nuclear uvcapons requires no reitsration. Yet we must admit
that work on this itew has rcached an inpasse. DBefore we adjourned for the special
session, the Group of 21 issued a statement in document CD/280, which inter alia
expressed the view "that furtner negotiations in the ad hoc working group on this
item are unlikely to ve fruitful sc long as the nuclcar-weapon States do not axhibit
a senuine political will' to reach a satisfactory asreement.” The Group of 21
tnerefore urged "the nuclear-weapon States concerned to review their policies and -
to present revised positions on the subject to the second special session...” At
the speqial szssion, there was no response at all to these concerns of the .
Group of 21 from two of the nuclear-weapon States concerned. Ty delegation of course
notaed the evoluticn in the French position aw the soecial session. This is now
aluost identical with the positions of the United States and the United Kingdom and
unfortunately suficrs rom the saae shortcomings that arise from the unilateral
declarations of thosc two countrics on thz subjact.

At the special sesgion, ue also noted and welcomed the unilateral declaration-
made by President Breshnev that the Soviet Union would not e the first to use
nuclear weapons. Apart from its other iuplications, this declaration also seems to
connote a snift in the Soviet position regarding assurancas to non-nuclear-wecapon
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. iy delesation will
study tiiese iwmplications most carafully and raturn to the subject at a later stagc.

In the weanting, ve consider that the non-first-usz declaration made by the
Soviek Union‘together with the simllar dsclaration which was made by China more. than
a decade ano and reiterated at thz special session offar an avenue to decrease the
danser of a nuclear conflict. Ve have souwe difficulty in understanding the position
of those who dismiss the Soviet non-first-use undertalzing ac being werely declaratory
and unverifiable while they ask the non-nuclear-ueapon States to accept at face value
the unilateral declarations they themsalves have made on the question of '"negative
security assurances¥. e can, of course, appreciats the difficulty encouniered by
sowe nuclear-ueapon States which rely on nuclear deterrence to match the non-first.
use undertaking at the present time. iy delesation considers that the goal of an
agreenent on the non-first-use of nuclear weapons should be pursued in tandem with
measures to eliminate the prevailing perceptions of imbalance in convehtional weapons.
between the East and the Vest. ’

As in the casc of ‘“pegative security assurances", it is obvious that the
difficulties involved in the nerotiations relating to the radiological weapons
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convention are fundamental in nature. Unless the scope of the proposed radiological
weapons convention is substantially broadened, it will be a meaningless instrument
desinnad to nrohibit a non-existent and unlikely weapon. Therefore, negotiations

on the itom should be left in abeyance at least until next year. HNevertheless, as
ve have stated on several occasions, thz question of the prohibition of attacks
against nuclear facilities is a watter of immediate concern and worthy of
independent treatment. My delegation reserves the right to raise the wmatter in an
appiropriate context. '

The negotiations under way in the Yorking Groun on Chemical UWeapons under the
suidance of Abassador Sujka provids the most promising aspect of our current work.
The contact groups established to cxamine various elements of the draft convention
and to list all possible or compromise options could lead the Working Group to
structure a comprehénsive framework for the commencement of definitive negotiations
on the text of the convention next year. This is an opportunity which we cannot
afford to lose.

It would be only fitting if the Committee on Disarmament, in conjunction with
the convening of the Second Unitoed Hations Conference on Outer Space, could take
some meaningful steps to avert the danger of the arms race spreading to this
environment. £As a first step, this Couimittee could propose the universal
endorsemznt of the concept of outer space constituting "the common heritage of
mankind®. Pakistan shares the viow that the Committee should create a working group
on this item with an appropriate mandate. :

In the wake of the failure of tha second special session, this Committee indeed
constitutes the single and oniy multilateral nesotiating body on disarmament. TIts
responsibilities, like its functions, are sinsular and onerous. - It 'is here that we
must seek to build the framework for a process of real and comprechensive
disarmaient. It is here that the reaffirmation by all States of the Final Document
of the Tirst special session will be put to the test.

The Pakistan delegation will participate in any efforts that are deployed to
improve ths effectiveness of tne wvor!: of this Committec. Yet, we should all be
clear in our minds that the failure of this Committee to make any substantive
progress in negotiations during the past four ycars has little or nothing to-do-
with the shortcomings, if ardy, in its wmachinery. Our failure, like that of the
second special session, is due to the lack of the one factor essential for any
negotiation -~ the political will to reach agreement.



The CHATRMAN: I thank the representative of Pakistan for his statement and for
the kind words that he has addressed to the Chair., I now give the floor to the
distinguished representative of the United States of America, His LExcellency
Ambassador Fields.

Mr, FIELDS (United States of smerica): Mr. Chairman, since this is the first
time I am taking the floor at this cession, let me begin my remarks by congratulating
you on your assumption of the Chair as we reconvene the Committee for its
1982 summer session. Your skills and wisdom are well known to my delegation, and
your vast experience in disarmament and effectiveness as a Chairman assure us that
our work will be productive and efficient. I would also like to welcome our new
colleague, Lmbassador Datcu of Roman a, to note with rezret the departure of
Ambassadors Yu -Peiwen of China and Valdiviesc of Peru, and to bid farewell to our
departing colleague and friend, hmbassador Venkateswaran of India, who will be ’
leaving us next week to take up his new post in Beijing. All of our good wishes
go with him. Finally, Sir, I would be remiss indeed if I did not pay special tribute
to the distinguished representative of Japan, Ambassader Okawa, for his outstanding
leadership of our Committee in the hectic final days of the spring session. His
great wisdom and calm demeanour not only enabled us to complete our work here in
Geneva but set a fine example for us as we took up our challenging responsibilities
in New Yerk. '

A number of speakers have begun their remarks by commenting on the recently
concluded second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.
A& number of assessments have been rendered. I would like to say from the outset that
I do not count myself among those who seem to believe we limped back from a disaster
with our tails betwsen cur legs. Certainly, no one can argue that the special session
was a resounding success. Indeed, 1t failed to achieve even our minimal expectations
in sc far as those expectations were couched in terms of achieving dramatic advances
on specific issues. But let us assess the results of the second special sessicn in
pragmatic terms. We should not be surprised or shocked by the result in the light
of world events which have occurred during the brief four years since the
first special session. In point of fact, was it credible to believe that we could
repeat that success? Frobably not. Nor, indeed, could we expect to resolve
contentious issues which we have been unable to resolve in this smaller, more expert
body. As our venerable colleague from Sweden, Mrs. Thorsson, pointed out last week,
"the necessary prerequisites to reach beyond the ... iinal Document simply did not
exist." '

My delegation had hoped to join in an effort in New York to develop a realistic
assesoment of our effsris over the past four years and the impact of nations'
behaviour upon the efforts for disarmament. However, even this was not to be. Our
efforts were thwarted by those who wanted us to ignore their actions and souzht to
deflect us with simplistic propaganda proposals presented as the solution to all of
the disarmament dilemmas which have plagued us for decades. DBut we do not live in a
vacuur. oSuccess eluded us in New York, not because of any failure of political will,
but rather because the present deterioration in the state of international affairs
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has thoroughly corroded the confidence of nations in tneir security. It is a
Jroblem which will not be solved by rhetoric, hut hy a return to the principles of

¢ United Nations Charter. In his W“%earuncc waicre the spzcial session
Pr951dent Reagan challenged us all with t ese worda:

H

"I have come to this hell tc call far int
bas1c tenet of the United Tations Charter —- that al
tolerance and liva, tcvethor in peace as gcod neighbe
forsaking armed force as a means of sebtling dis

snal recommitment to the
Members practice

s under the rule of law,
between naticns.

m R HJ«

igatin for every Hember State,
rrmament become posaibls, If
lent Reagan's challenge and

Article 2, paragraph 4, of that Charter is an ob
only vhen we take +hat cbligation seriously will
ve are committed to disarmament, we nmust accept
"finally make the Charter live."

Yet, we were unable to agree on even a factual accounting of recent events,
a similar fate befell our efforts to chart a realistic course for our future efforts
by concluding a comprehensive programme of disarmament., Bveryone seems to be
willing to agree on measures which do not affect their own intersst, But success in
this effort can only come through the realization that disarmament is & shared
responsibility.

What do thece scbering events mean for the future work of ocur Committee? Some
have pointed cut that in the four years of its existence, the Committee on
Disarmament has failed %o produce a single treaty. ThLo is attributed to various
causes. But in the view of my delegation the real lesson of the second special
sessgion is that this negotiating body canuot confine itself tec a narrow view of the
world, If it does, it is certainly in danger of Lecoming irrelevant to its true
objective. We must draw on the experience of the special session and return to the
nain purpose of this b\ﬂy - to Jeg,tlaig concre! asures of diszrmament., And
in this regard, tie future organization of ocur vorlk is extremely important.

& number of zpeakers have given thei - views
Committee. Let me briefly ot fovth my Aclena;

pri 2ity items before this

vicwa,

We believe that negotiating wmeaningful measures ~»f nuclear disarmament is the
st urgent task hbfora us. Tl Uni L(& o*ax0° is ourr9n+1y engaged, together with
the Soviet Union, in talks i ides the mogt threatening
intermediate-range nuclear fnrccs, and ake dee ! uub57anti?1 cuts in the
levels of our respective stratemic nuclenr arsensls. Hore than any other measure,
the successful conclusion of these negcotiaticns will represent meaningful progress
tovards the total elimination of Uclnﬁr weapons —— » goal whicl. certainly we all

seek, My Govermnment continues to ield a Qomprrlcnclvn test bar as an ultimate
objective, although we believe that the present <time ig not propitious for the
negotiation of such az nsn. ¥We have come fo this session prepared to participate

Will deal with the vital
kKing Group can make a

5o note our continued

nened 1ts cession

elon rrocedures for an

f.

actively in the Vorking Greup on a u01091
issues of verificaticn and Pﬂw“llaﬁCw. ]
useful contribution te the work of cur Committes.
dedication tc work in the Group of Doientific Luperts
yvesterday. Ve believe that the Group should continue to
irternational data exchange system to the maximun extent
will allow,

i

nodern tecunology
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4 great deal of effort has been invested in, and progress made toward the
conclusion of a treaty bamning radiological weapens. In fact, this measure is nearer
completion than any other before this body. XLt our last session, the akble Chairman
of the radiological weapons Working Group devised a method of worl:s which seemed to
my delegation to offex hope fer the conclusion of a radiological weapons treaty.

My delegation has becn among thoge which have ocuestioned the necessity of entering
into negotiations on the protection of nuclesr facilities —— and we have hesn
critical of delegations which have blocked our progress on the conclusion of a
radiclogical weanons treaty pending the rescluiicen of the nuclear facilities issue.

The time has come to assess this situation with more realism. We believe that
the conclusion of a treaty prohkibiting radiological weapons is in our interest, -and
in the broader interest of mankind. 4t the same time, we fully understand the
concern of those who have advecated nagontiations on the further protection of
nuclear facilities. We, therefore, have come to this session prepared to
participate vigorously and constructively in discussions cn this issue. We remain
unconvinced of the linkage between radiological weapons and the nuclear facilities
issue. But we are prepared tc engage ourselves seriously on the merits of the
issues, and will not stand in the way of any reasonable procedure which facilitates
substantial progress.

4%t this session, some have advocated the establishment of a working group to
deal with the issue of outer space. lany amongz these advocates confess limited
knovledge of this complex and highly technical subject and see the working group as
a means to educate us. My delegantion supports an examination of the outer space issues
by this Committee. OSubstantive discussions can serve to focus the issues and provide
an informed basis for any future consideration. OCnly minimal discussion of the
outer space issue has taken place in the Cormittee and we have not even heard
preliminary views from some delegations,

My delegation remains uncenvinced that the establishment of a working group
would be the wisest course for us at this time. Ve would, however, strongly support
a number of formal or informal plenary sessions heing devoted to the subject of
outer space. Only afier a full =airing of all delegations' views and a great deal of
substantive preparation can we begin to focus our efforts.

The Working Groun on Chenmical Veapons has been meeting since 20 July. My
delegation has participated actively and energetically in the chemical weapons
deliberations, and we will continue to do so. Wa place an extremely high priority
on the achievement of a complete and eifective ban on chemical weapons, as evidence
continues to mount regarding the use of prohibited toxin weapons inSouth-East Asia
and chemical warfare against freedom fighters in Afghanistan, it ic iwperative that
major emphasis be placed on making progress in this field, especially in defining
and agreeing upon the necessary measures of verification and compliance.

My Government listened with interest to the statement by the Foreign Minister
of the Soviet Union at the second special session regarding verification pf a
chemical weapons convention, and we have carefully scrutinized the draft proposals
which he laid before that body. We hove the Soviet Union will exnlain what lies
behind some of the very general language which it has presented. Unfortunately,
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that has not as yet been done, we have been disappointed by fthe rclu
part of the Soviet Union and its allies to engege ir sericus discus
respond to substantive inquiries with respect to their preposals. 1 $
our Thursday meeting in more detail regarding chemical weapons and intend a2t that
time to elaborate further on our views as lc how rapid prog C

the achievement of a conventlion.

. I have not spoken about all the issues hefore the Committee, not because of any
wilful neglect, or lack cf intesrest, but rather for the zake of brev‘-d," hall,
in:-future statenents set forth my del: sion's views on othoy iasues and amnlifly

my remarks today.

The CH&IRMiN: I thank the repres @nudtlv cf tihe United 3tates of America fox
‘his statement and for the klnu werds that he has .addressed to the Chair. 1 now give

che floor to 'the distinguished representvative of Heomania, His Lxcellency
Ambassador Datcu. ‘

Mr. DATCU (Romania) (translated from French): Iy statement today will e
devoted to the subject of chemical weapons which, according to the programme cf work

4

we have adopted, is the topic feor cur ﬂlscuo,loh, tk1n veek,

The work which hag been done in the id Hoc Working CGroup on Chemical Weapons
since 20 July 1982 and the meetings held, with the vrarticipation of experts, on
certain selected tOplCo promnt some commerts my delegation on the present stage
and the future prospects of cur negetiations on tnis topic.

r discussicns have
of thiq umrrniyinﬁ

weapon of mass de qtrucilun wk ich GXiSuZ in

In addition to the compilation of concrete suggestions iv this comnection
contained -in document CD/CW/WP.23 we now have the constructive propossl submitted
by the Soviet Union (in dgcumeht CD/294) for the Basic Provisions of a convention
on the prohibition of the development, nrcduction and stockpiling of chemical

weapons and on their destruction,

Furthermore, other concrete prouvosals ars constantly beid
: ’ 1

various delegations, in the form of working rpane

of the meetings of the Ad Hec Working Gioup.

ng put forward by
ioms wade in the course

rs or -;u{:),;'. CoH

"We believe that at this staze of ~ur negctiations, we should concentrate our
efforts on reaching al least troad agreement on the kasic provisicns cf the future
convention. )

Since, as the recent special session : indiceved, a
certain political will towards this end exists, =zincc th.xe 1o no ladk of ccneret
proposals and since substantial preparatory work has alreacCy been done over recent
years, we believe that 1} necessary conditions exist for bringing to the
United Nations Genexral gembhly Ten Tt

1 results in the matier of the elaboratiom of
convention outlawing Chemlcal WEADNONS .
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main areas »f

Wo ought therefor: o give
disagreeinent.

4

¥ on the gusstion of the purpose
1wvo facing ir our negotizvions.

WJith your pezwission, I would
of the future cconvention, one of the

. As you kncw, my dele
having a broad spherc of
exclusion of chemical e
pesition which has suided

non-uge of chemical weapcens
pronibitions witich are to fovm

the

I dc not wish tc vut forward any tiiese ideas, and in
any case, I believe that the tiime for _ del gationg concerned

have alx Cdﬂ} dore sc. 1 would simply like to submit = few comments on them on
behalf of my delegs

The idea of prchibiting chewmical warfare capability ic obvicusly promptea by the
desire to achieve o bread and cffective prohibition -- a concern shared by my

=
delegation, as indeed, I believe, by all of us. fThis idea novertheless raises
certain difficulties, both from the concentual point 21 vierr and as vegards its
practical verifica thr. He hi it i of future apwlication,

after the conventicn has perhaps cffer a

golubtion.

as for the use ¢
o MU

Slenent cof the future
knovn: Lo need repesting here.

As we gee it, however, two peints have been emphasized by all delegations. The
first is thet the Geneva Tretoccl i 1925 arl the conventicon we are now neg gotiating
are two legal instiumente linked by the thav thay Zntk deal =ith ckemical
weapons. The second ie thot any use of ¢ ; learly constitute &
viclaticn of the convention we are negotia '71t the parties from
developing, producing, o~therwise acquiring, ing or transferring
chemical weapons and at the same time require occks and dismantle
facilities.

My delegation believes tn&
comprorise between the contrary vie
cur worlk.
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praceeding whicl
he felloving:

One possikle way o
for its consideration i

J_

W

(a) To complete t
reference to the prohibi

(h) Po include in the preumble to the convention a paragraph referring tc the
1925 Geneva Prctocol and reaffirming the pronibitien of the use of chemical weapons,
and o include in Blement VII another reference to the Gensva Preoteccl stating that
the convention should not be interpreted as in any way limiting or detracting from the
obligations assumed by States on the basiz of the 1925 Geneva Protecsl; and
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(¢) To introduce a new article into the convention recognizing that any use of
chemical weapons constitutes a vioclation of the convention and that therefore the
provisions concerning verification of the future convention will anply also to such

situaticons.

as 1 gaid, this is a possible way of proceeding; if delegations could accept it,
I think that it would provide a soluticon to a very important prchlem that is as yet
unresolved,

My last comments ccncern technical matters, which are playing 2 lsrger and
larger part in our work. The consultations with the participation of experts which
took place last week on technical questions relating to the determination of the
toxicity of ecertain chemical agents and verificaticn of the destruction of stocks
of chemical weapons were useful in providing clarifications and precisions which will
facilitate our work.

With regard to the application of the toxicity criterion to cther harmiful
chemicals it seems tc us that the consultations have shown fairly clearly that there
are at present no adequate metheds for determining incapacitating and other harmful
effects. This being so, we believe that for the purpeses of the future convention
the best solution might bBe to draw up a purely illustrative list of scme chemical

agents falling within this catzgory.

We have still not succeeded in fc ‘;“lating a satisfactory definition of the
"precursors" of chemical agcits., In view of the difficulties of applying the teoxicity
criterion in this case, we believe thet 1‘c‘re again, the drawing up of a list of the
"principal precurscrs" iz a scolution to be considered.

Obviously, the technical problems relatinge to monitoring of the destruction of
stocks of chemicalweapons are exiremely comvlex. as the consultations with the
participation of experts made clear, we are only at the beginning of this process.

4As negotiations in the Working Groun proceed, with the help of the experts, further
efforts with a view to ¢laborating the technical methods needed in this area awre
proving to be necessary.

Those are the observations my delezation wished to make at this stage of our
negotiations on chemical weapons, and the suggestions we wanted to put befcre the
Committee. I would like to assure you again, Mr. Chairman, as also your colleague,
Lmhassador Sujka, Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons, that as in
the past the Romanian delegation will spare no effert to contribute to the progress
of our work. .
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‘Mr. SUJXA (Poland): r. Chairman, on behalf of the Polish delegation I
welcome you to the Chair of the Committee on Disarmament. I am fully convinced-
that under your able and gkilful guidance this Committee will use all the
opportunities offered to make a step forward in the fulfilment of its responsible
tasks which .the whole internaticnzl community is closely following. I should like
to assure you on behalf of my delegation you can count on our full co-operation
and assistance in yvour responsible task. '

For your predecessor in thne Chair, Ambassador Yoshio Okawa of. Japan, I have
always had very sincere respect -- and I am happy to repeat it at this moment
again == for his valuable contribution to the work done by the Committee at its
spring .seasion. '

It is also my great pleasure to welcome among us the representative of a
brotherly socialist country and ny immediate ncighbour -at this table,
Ambassador Datcu of Romania.

Bearing in mind that, in accordance with the Committee's programme of work,
this ‘week is to bc devoted to the zubject of chemical weapons, my intervention today
Wwill be concentrated mainly on this particular agenda item.

My delogation has followed with great intcrest all the interventions in oplenary
meetings of this Committec devoted to chemical weapons. Vith the same undiminished
attention we shall follow interventions which are going to be pronounced on the
said agenda item. It is cncouraging to note that all dclegations which took the
floor bhefore me declared their readiness to recognize the priority character and
primary significance of the ncgotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons.

I would  like to- express my conviction that thesc vory favourable declarations will
be followed by concrete contributions to the claboration of compromise formulations
in the quite many controversial issucs which the Ad_Hoc Uorking Group on Chemical
Wleapons- has on its negotiatiny table. The Cosmmittee on Disarmament being at
present the onliy forum for nezotiations or a chemical weapons ban, it has an
exceptional role to play if both members and neon-members alike have the will to
reach an agreement on a complete climination of this weapon of mass destruction

s carly as cxpected by the international community and 2s early as nccessary in
order to remove this weapon fron military arscnals and from scicntific laboratorios.

The question of the claboration of 3 convention on chenical weapons is
clearly stated in the Group's mandate the pertinent vortion of which I should 1like
-to quote once morc: "The Committec on Disarmament decides to ¢stablish, for thc
duration of its 1982 session, an ad hoc YWorking Group of the Comnittec to elaborate
such a convention, taking into account 211 existing proposals and future initiatives
with a view to cnabling the Committee to achicve agreemont. at the earliest date ...Y.
Mumerous resolutions of consecutive scasions of the United Kations General Asseably
arc equally clear in their letter and spirit in this respect. A strong note on the
earliest possible claboration cf a convention resounded during tne second
snecial session of the United Nations Ceneral Assembly devoted to disarmament. If
we take into account the above on the one hand and the growing danger of a chemical
arms race, .also a qualitative one, on the othoer, we nust realize thot we find
oursclves at a crossroads from which one way leads to an accelerated chemical aprms
race. We do not want to follow it. But there is another way, the way of peacaful,
guite negotiations on the cessation of the arms race in chemical weapons and the
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destruction of their stockpiles and means of their production. This is the way we
want to follow. I am persuaded that the Soviet proposal entitled "Basic provisions
of a convention on the prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling
of chemical weapons and on their destruction® shows such a way. It is, therefore,
only natural that the Soviet "Basic provisions” have been universally recognized

as a considerable impulse to the acceleration of serious negotiations on the
prohibition of chemical weapons. In our considered view, the Soviet document covers
all existing proposals and, at the samec time, goces further to make very many new
ones; it also dispels doubts that have been heard, inter alia, in this Committee.
In other words, we have at present great possibilities for zaining momentum in the
negotiations and, responding to the appeals for the elaboration of a convention, we
ought to use this opportunity to have its draft elaboratced.

It is exactly to this end that the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons
resumed its regular meetings on 20 July and continues its work with quite an
intensive pace.

As this year's Chairman of th: said Working Group, I wish to emphasize, first
of all, the excellent atmosphere which is maintained by all delegations participating
in the work on a convention at the present stage. I am glad to inform this Committee
that in the more than 10 meetings which the Chemical Weapons Group has held between
20 July and today, we have been able to discuss in considerable detail, on both a
formal and an informal basis, practically all questions and issues on the future
convention. Very many more consultations were held by six informal contact groups
which are continuing their efforts to elaborate specific compromise provisions.
In addition to the above, consultations of the delegations with the participation of
experts, on certain technical issues related to a chemical weapons convention were
held over the last full working week. To complete the description of the Group's
activities, let me inform the Committee that the six informal groups I have just
mentioned are doing their homework in the following spheres of the future convention:

The question of the inclusion or not of a provision prohibiting the use of
chemical weapons;

Definitions of numerous technical terms to be used in the convention;
General provisions on verification;

Destruction, dismantling or diversion:for permitted purposes of declared stocks
of chemical weapeons and their means of production;

Declarations of possession of stocks of chemical weapons and means of their
production; plans for their deztruction or diversion for permitted purposes
and time-frames as well as forwus for making such declarations; '

Other remaining issues, inter alia, the convention's preamble, its relationship
with other treaties, international co-operation in the implementation of the
conventlon and its entry into force, as well as many other legal aspects.

The open-~minded informal discussions on the complex problem of verification
machlnery for a future convention have revealed that the Vorking Groun would
favour the claboration of one article containing general provisions on verification
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to be followed by several others providing all necessary details on the procedures,
provisions on national and international verification measures, national technical™
means, establishment of a consultative body, cte. FEoually frank and useful
ﬂiscussions have been and still are beinpg conducted on the question of the 1nclu31on
or not of a provision prohibiting the use of chemical weapons. This controversial
prohlem of great juridical and political significance still, as is well known,
divides the members of the Committce., However, some optimistic signs can be fdund
here and there in the statements by some dvlo*atlono of their willingness to conulder
several possibla solutions which are under discussion. Ye have Jjust heard in the
statement of the Romanian Ambagsador aboub these possible solutions.

Having zone throuzh the praparatory work at the end of July, the Working Group
iz now cntering a most intensive as well as wmost important phase of 'its work
this session. Having the possibility of holding three m=etings a week, I hope that,
through the collective effort of the whole CGroup, it wa]l be” uDlL to raport to the
Committee at the cnd of this scssion considerable progress achizved in all spheres
of the future convention. Therifore, while thanking all delazatlono for their warm
words of encouragement and assistance, T appeal for their forbearance and understanding
in giving their staff members the neccssary time for active participation in the
discussions of numerous -- a3 we call thom .- informal homework groups. At the
same time, I encourage the leaders of the delegations to také dlrect and personal
interest in the Groun’s proceedings. In practiceal turmu, this is how I understand A
the priority nature of the nigotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons, quite
rightly emphasized by very many delegations. Responding to that, in 2 sense, I
for may part would like to noint out that the A¢ ioc VWorking Group on Chemical Weapons
provides an adequate and necessary frameworl: for all the delegations, facilitating
the tra nsformatlon of thelr daclarations in this respect into deeds.

. Some delegations have already considered it just ana right to jump to
conclusions and have made pessimistic prophesies about our pr@sent efforts. This
is premature, to say tne leact. I am all for intensive worl which could lead us
to reaching our target. I do reclize that we shall not be able to elaborate a
uniform draft text of a convention during this session., Put certainly, possible
texts for very many elements scem to be a realistic targoet for this session. And

2ll of us should dec all we can for the Group %o reacih this tarset. Personally,
I awm persuadsd that working to reach a determined targot is a stimulating factor
in our endeavours.

lLet me now nake a few observations on the wost urgent and important issues
considered in this Committee: nuclear disarmament and a complete ban on nuclear
tests. How many words, hiow many speeches have alrcady been pronounced to
denounce the nuclear arms race and to protest againat this most brucal dilemma
of the present genceration. Asain and again we repeat these words also in this
chamber. Yet neither the special sessions of the United Nations General Assembly
devoted to disarmament, nor the countless rcsolutions of that body and of many other
organizetions and conferences, including this Committee, have yielded any specific,
promising results. Yet it is our duty to continuc to denounce the sravity of the
situation caused by the arms race and particularly the nuclear arns race. With
ever-ronewed efforts we wust continue to scek possible, negotiated solutions to
stop this race. ‘le do have enouzh hold, imgginative proposals for negotiations,
enough bold and imaginative examples to follséw. Y would like to mention at this
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moment only one: the Soviet initiative of historic, political significance =- a -
unilateral obligation not to be the first to use nuclear weapons. This initiative
of our Soviet ally -~ the most important initiative announced from the rostrum of
the United Nations General Assembly on disarmament -- has been generally and
universally accepted by the international community as a further step towards a
complete ban on the use of nuclear weapons. It cannot but be disquieting and
disturbing, therefore, to read the contents of an article by prominent Vest. German
authors on the question of the use of nuclear weapons. The nublication, at the
time of the second special session, of such an article advising "... the first

use of nuclear weapons by the Western Alliance ...", even if the authors call this
use "defensivz" and, furthermore, expressing the opinion that ... a credible
renunciation of the first use of nuclear weapons would, once again, make war more
probable ..." must be seen as something more than a political credo; it must be
considered as a confession of the political aims and aspirations of some of the
prominent members of the "\estern Alliance". The fact that the text of this article
was distributed to delegations of the Committee on Disarmanent after the Soviet
undertaking not to be the first to use nuclear weapons, after the second

special session and just befors the opening of this Committec’s session, clearly
shows who wants, if I maybe permitted to quote the same West German authors again,
... to make war probable ...". I should add that the article referred to above
contains polemics with American authors who discuss the possibility of the
assumption of such an obligation by the United States.

thile I have the floor I would also like to touch upon one more question
which in the short history of this Committee has been giving rise to many lively
discussions: the efficiency of the Committec on Disarmament. I do not want, at
this moment, to recall and repeat the many ideas that have already been expressed
in numerous documents including the oncs reflecting the views of the Polish
delegation. 1In fact, I wish to touch upon only one spccific aspect of this urgent
problem: how to make more efficient the present structures which arc at our
disposal in accordance with the Committee's rules of procdure?

The subsidiary bodies which have already been or will in the future be set
up by the Committee should, indecd, become the forums of real nagotiation processes.
But, as experience shows, they are still not. In this connection, I would suggest
the holding of several well-prepared plenary or inforimal umecetings of the Committce
devoted exclusively to the elaboration of adequate and clear recommendations on
the work of its subsidiary bodies. Such recommendations should definitely
take into account. the present state of the negotiation process in sach particular .
Group. -The groups, for their part, should have the possibility of reporting to the
Committee on the state of their work more often than they have done up to now, and
of putting before the Committeec their difficult, sometimes maybc even very
narrow questions in order to obtain perhaps somec advice and/or guidelines from the
plenary Committee. Furthermore, it would be advisable, particularly in the
intensive negotiation process, for the subsidiary bodies not to consider their
formal meetings as the only way of working. Tt scems, indeed, that they should look
for all possible ways of reaching agreement through informal consultations,
particularly consultations by those delegations which have different views on a
given specific matter. In other words, it would be worthwhile to thinl: about
how Lo onsure tite indispensable flexibility of methods and forms of action of the
subsidiary bodies. 1In @y view, this would constitutc one of the possible levers
vermitting an intensification of work and thus incrcasins the efficiency of the
Committee on Disarmament.
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The CHAIRMAN: T tnank the representative of Poland for his statement and
for the kind words thot ne has addressed to the Chair. I now give the floor
to the distinguizhed renresentative of Belzium, iis Fxcellancy Ambassador Onkelinx.

vir, ONKELIHX (Belgiuw) (ftranslated from Prench): I da not think it would
be verv-useful in thiz Committee and at this stape of our work, to make a statenent
which would seek Lo establish responsibilities and to draw general lessons from
tna situation which prevailed at thus second snacial session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament.

Nevertheless, T thinit that the possibilities offerea by nmultilateral
netotlations on disarmament matters anc now clearer, as comnared with the
multilateral deliberative anproach whiech, it must o2 rccornized, has produced
virtually no eoncrete raz2sults apzrt from the hardly won znd, in a sense, fragile
achievement of 1975.. Since the rasumption of our session we have heard many
stateamehts, some of thein polemical and at tiue 4 eggive 1n tone. e do not
think that the latter constitutz useful coatrinutions to cur wori. It is more
imperative than ever that each of us, {ar from enwaging in polemics, snould asik
nimself what is the bast way of advancing our ciscussions, particuiariy on the
arioprity items on our arsenua.

For it is of the ubtmost ursency that the Coamittoece on Di

isarinament should
deaonstrate its capacity (o nezotiats and %o nroduce concrate rz

ultS,

Nesotiations on the prohibition o? chemical waapons - the item recomamended
for our discussions in plenary this wee stivute, for tae immediate future,
the wost aoproarlane way of making sucn a demonstration, for the following reasons:

The problem is a vitzel one, affocting the security of ail:

The Committee is unanimous in its will to drait such a convention, and we have
just heard fmbassador Sujka, thce. Caairman of tie Yoriing Group, five us his viows
and tell us of the good atmeosphere 'ihich iz at nresent vrevailing in his Group;

i

Tne various parameters for sucn negotiations have nouw been clearly defincd; and

Hew proposals have been made, particularly by the USSR, which dezerve careful

v

tly country attaches rreat inportance to the speedy conclusion of these
egotiations, and we honc that the Committeo will be aol;'uo make the necessary
procedurali arrangesucnts for dovoting all the time necessary to this work, if
need be going beyond the closing date of tiis szssion.

Saveral important concoentual provlems Pemain to be scttled. Gac of then,
to which T would like to limit my statement today, concerns whethor or not the
nrohibition of the usc of chemical weapons should be includced in the scope of the
convention. It was to this sase subjeet that Ambassacor Datcu devoted a large
part of his statemont, and I listenzd to him with intorest. ilo know the arguments
relating to the two ftheses, and I shall not repneat tnem.
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The HWorking Group has certainly made prozress in its attemnt to find alternative
formulas to these two approaches. In conducting this exercise we have been able
to see the close link that exists between the scopz of the convention we are
elavorating, tae prohibitions set forth in the Geneva Protocol. and verification
of compliance with the prohivition of use.

The 1925 Geneva Frotocol was the bhasis of a 1engthy undertaking aimed at the
complete prohibition of all chemical and bacteriological weapons. In the

provisions of the Protocol itself, the prchibition of use was intended to cover
all chemical and bacterioclogical weapons. A nroblem would be creatad if a new

egime relating to use were introduced solely for chemical weapons, bacteriological
weapons being left aside. In this connaction it is noteworthy that the 1¢72
Convention on Bacteriological VYeapons carefully aveided saying anything about the
prohibition of use, merely recalling, in its preamble, the provisions of the

Geneva Protocol. Furtheviore, a2 certain symmetry nao been observed so far in the
alaboration of ineasures aimed at the total prohibition of chemical and bacteriological
weapons. Thus, after a period of joint negotiation on the two questions, the

972 Convention on Bacteriological Veapong prescribed, in its article IX, the
continuation of the necotiations only on the prohibition of the development,
production and stockpiling of chemical weapons, and on their destruction. There

is no reference in the article to the prohibiticn of their use, We have to bear

this symmetrv in wind if we wishi to organize the regime of »rohibition emerging

from the Geneva Protocol in the broadest manncr possible. '

Veprification of compliance with the prohibition of us: alzo raises a number
of questions. Ye think that the development of such a mechanism, voth for
bactericlogical and for chemical wgapons, would meet a reguirenent felt by tha
intarnational community, since its absencc has boszn the causc of many disputes and
of much friction between States over the past decades. The modalities of such
verification must be snecific to the matter »ronhibifted. Thus the proviasions in
this respect must be differant {rom those relating to verification of the prohnibition
of developnent, production and stockpiling, as well as those vrelating to destruction.
Tt is also becowing apparcnt that, in view of the interrclationship between the
subjects and the symnetiry bHetwesn the regines for the prohibition of chemical and -
bacteriological ueanons, this type of verifTication should ve aimed at ensuring
compliance with tne nroh«wJ tion of the usc of beth categories of weapons at the
sawe time.

The link between scove and verification in the context of a single instrument
is nlso something to be thougiht about. For it would? be difficult to include in
a convaention on cnemical weapons z system of verification which would apvly to
pirohibitions not eiplicitly mentioned in the COﬂV”nthn.

These arce the wain considerations which underlie the initiative taken by
Belgium at the spL0131 session whon it submitted a memorandum on monitoring of
the prohibition of the usc in combat of chemical and bacteriological wveapons.
Vie arce now submitting this text to the Committoe in document CD/%01/CD/CH/WP.39
in the hope that this initiative will help us in ocur joint offort to find a solution
to the proovlem of the use of cacmical wWiapons.

o

I shall refrain from deseribing the contents of the docuiment. I should simply
likse to emphasize its basic objectives.
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The first objective is to make mood the gaps in the 192 Protocol Ly proposing
a verification mechanism which would apply to all situations of the use of chomical
and bacteriological weapons in combat. We would at the same time also sottle the
debate on the scone of the Protocol by nroviding that tho prohibition relating to usc
covers all chemical and bacteriological weapons, not eonly in time of war but wore
generally in combat.

The second objective is to resolve the problen posed by th: qucstion of usce
with respect to the convention on chemical w2apons.

And lastly. the third objective is to provid: for a flcxible wechanism which
could be agreod on quickly and cnter into force cven befere the convention on
chemical weapons. The composition of the prroposed advisory cominittee (at the
present stage all th> States parties to the 1925 Prctocol and to the 1972 Convention
on Dacteriological Yeapons) and the conditions for entiy into force {(a very sanall
number of ratifications, we beliesve) as we envisage them, are such as to pernit the
systam very quickly to begin fuinctioning.

The mechaniss we have in mind could take the form of an instrument sui generis,
whose links with existing instruments -~ the 1025 Protocol and the 1972 Convention
on Bacteriological Veapons - as well as with the ongoing negotiations on chomical
weapons, could ba clearly and casily describad.

I have expressed the hopa that this initiative will in particular, help us in
our joint efforts in the ncgotiations on the pronibition of chesical weapons.
lic hope in this way to stinmulate the szarch for an option wnich may be able to
satisfy the supporters of the two cpposing theses 2nd which mav also prove useful
at the level of international law.

My delegation will, of course, be ready to provide, particularly in the
Worzing Group, any clarifications which may to desired with regard to this documoent.

I have deliberately chosen to confine this statement to one particular icem
on the Committecis agenda out of a desire to help advancae our work. The
Committcoe's effectiveness would zain much if all delegetions vere to refrain, in
future, from reaffirming political positions known to evervon., firom wmaking
aceusations, and from rosorting to charges of ill faith.

Our work must not at any time be transformed into a merc forum for impressing
the outside world. The international community would probably be more convinccd
of the role of the Cormittec on Disarmamont if thoe Committco were to asive 1t more
often some evideonce of the real efforts which we are all willing to makse to try
to reach concrete agreements.

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Belgium for his statament and
for the kind remarks tnat he has addressed to the Chalr. I now give the floor to
the distinguished representative of Indonesia. lils Execellency Ambassacdor Sutresna.

Mr. SUTRESHNA (Indonesia). Mr. Chairman, T would like at the outset to extend
the congratuldtions of my delegation to you on your assumption of the chairmanship
of this Committee for the month of August. We arce conf'ident tnat your wisc counscl
and vast diplomatic experience will contributc to the furtherance of the Committes s
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work. It is of particular pleasure for me¢ personally as head of the Indonesian
delegation to welcome to the Chair of our Committee, you, Sir, the ropresentative
of Kenya, a country with whicn Indoncsia has antered recently into a new stage in

its bilateral relations, heralding a more concrcte and mutually benceficial co-operation

between our two countries.

I also wish to express the appreciation and gratitude of the Indonesian
delegation to your predecogssor, His Eixcellency fAmbassador Okawa of Japan, for his

commendable chairmanship of the Committee curing the preceding poriod. The o!lzill,
perseverance and dedication that he exhibited, particularly at the timce just prior

to the conclusion of the Committec's worir in the soring session in the view of my
delegation greatly contiributed to the reaching of the stage in which our Committee
finds itself today.

To His Excellency amuassador Datsu of Houwmnia, [ wish 2o join srevious gpeakirs
offering a welcome to thz Committee. My delegation looks forward to continuing
co-operation with his delegation.

Our prgsent session was, exactly one wmonth ago today, preceded by the unfruitful
conclusion of the sccond special session of the United Mationsg Ceneral Assembly
devoted to disarmanment. Distinguished representatives who have spoken before me
have addressed thamselves to this most regrettable episode in the multilateral
discarmament process. The inapility of the second special session to produce
meaningful results has compelled ugs, each and every member of the Comittec on
Disarmament, to.engazc in deep reflections and assess thce present state of affairs
regarding our joint cdisarmament efforto. 12 belicve it is incuabent upon all the
members of this Committec to develop ncew approaches as w:all as to find ways and
means with a view to ensuring a more effective functioning of the Committee on
Disarmament, lest we fail in our duty and respongibility. HMuch has been said on
how and why the special session did not accomplish the task that wvas set before it,
both at the end of that seszion and in the plensry meetings of our Committ:e.

My delegation gave its own assessment of the matter at the conclusion of the spaecial
session. I néed hardly cmphasize that th: nost serious obstacle to the success

of the second special session was, among othoer things, the increasing suspicion and
distrust prevailing in th: »elations betwecn the wajoir powcrs, and in particular
betuvecn the superpowers. The special scssion turn:d out to be another arena for
furthering their antagonism towards each other in thisz remard, which frustrated the
legitimate domand of the international community for the cstablishment of world
pecace and security through real disarmament measurcs. iy delogation subrits,

with all sincerity and humility, that in order te prevent such 2 situation from
recurring, it is necessary for those States to show by real and concrete deeds

their commitment to existing ooligations and agreemants. Othervise, if such a
situation constitutes 2 trend and permeates all other international forum: including
this sole multilateral disarmament negotiating body, then I am alraid that the
raison d'€tre and the viability of this hody will be put to 2 sarious test.

it is the Indonesian delemzation's considerad view, howcever, that the second
special session should not he Judzed only by its failur: and shortcomings. Ve
should look at the meagre results achieved there in their proper perspective, that
is, with the knowledge that the road to reach our ultimate moal of a seneral and
complete disarmament is indead very complex and arduous, and requires constant and
imaginative thinkingz and rethinking on our part in our endcavours to give expression
to our rcaffirmation of the Final Document. . -

in
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This is wherc the importance of this scssion of the Committee on Disarmament
lies. We arce entering a stage where new efforts should be aade with more vigour,
while at the same time far-sightedness coupled with objectivity should be our
guide. © Our summer session will be a relatively short onc. it is imperative,
therefore, that the Committcs should work with a deep scnse of urgency and priority.

Progress should not 5¢ unduly ninderad or jeopardized by the misuse of the
notion of consensus on procedural gucstions. Tne Indoncsian uclegation is of the
view that the Committee should immedisztely start its real work on the highest
briority item, ‘Cessation of the nuclenr arms race and nucloap disarmament™, by
setting up a working nroup. Ve strongzly velicve that nucloar disarmament is not
the concorn solaly of thosc who own nuclear weapons and arsenals, but is indeed

he major concern of mankind as a wholc. This has been amply demonstrated by the
increasingly manifoest world opinion shared by growing numbers of people in many

parts of the world. It is certainly incorrect to belisve that the fate of mankind
should b2 sudbjected to tne political expedicncies of certain powers. The working
group, when it 1s estaolished, will have a useful document contained in CD/115

dated ¢ July 1530 proposed by tne Group of 21, on the basis of which it-could

start its work. In this connection, tne Indian proposal on tue provention of nuclear
war, in the opinion of my delegation, is indesd of the utmost importance inasmuch

as its thrust has a direct bearing on our common survival. This subject could

well be taken up zs a priority item in the proposcd vorking group. Ve feel that

it is already timc to abandon th2 practice of dealing with item 2 of our aganda
through informal mectings. Lbxpsrience has shown us that this procedure is inadequate
and lends us nowhere.

Another important iton that the Committes shoulsd foszus on during the summer
session ig that of chemical weapons. The work donoe by the Ad Hoc Working Group
on Chemical Weapons during the two weeks before the start of the summer session of
the Comnittee on Disarmament under the able leadership of Ambassador Sujka of
Poland deserves our appraciation. Through informal woiking arrangements and by
dealing with cach of tho elemonts of the package under discussion in different small
groups, agsisted hy the positive atmosphere prevailing in the discussions, the
Working Group has wmadc some progress that could lead the Group to proceced further
towards the objective of drawing up =2 drarft convention on chemical weapons. It is
certainly our common duty and responsibility to ensure that during this summer
session the Aid loc Uorking Groun on Cheaical Yeapons will be able to mak: further
headway so that it may 1ive up to our cxpoctations. And one way of doing this is
by cencouraging small sproups and informal consultations which have proved to be useful
during the pre-sossion conculistions as I indicated eonlior.

One of the important rosults of ourr spring session is the establishment of the
Horking Group on a nuclear test ban. nNzedless to say my dolegation, for one, is
anxious to see the Working Group commence its substantive work as soon as possible.
e a1l have to make scrious efforts to overcome the difficulties that seem to stand
in the way. The findings which have been made so far by the scismic experts Group
should, in the vicw of my delegation, contribute o the solution of the problens
in the matter of vérification. But the most important thinz is how to translate
these technical findings into o political consensus., Inn this conncction it might
be useful to recall the staterient by the Secretary-General of the United Nations
that Ynll the technical and scientifis aspects of the problem had been so fully
explored that only a political decision was necessary in order to achicve agreement®

(CD/86).
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Another important itcr with wnich our Committee should deal during the summer
session is that of thoe prevention of the arns race ia outer snaca. indonesia has
been and will remain committed to thoe bntwbll hed lesal »rinciploes concerning the

peaceful uses of cutcr gpaca. Indonesia is an cetive menber of the United ilations
Committee on tho Peaceful Uses of Outor glzce. The 'or>~p1nf" uzz of outar space
for non-pecaceful purposas by certain space oowers despltu the existence of anpronriate
international legsl instrumonts against such acti has raissed serious concern
on oupr part, as well =as, I believe, on the part @ jority of thoe conmunity

of nations. My delegation is of thc visu that the Comaittee should azree on tho
s2tting up of an ad hoc working groun on outer space, Tn order to facilitate 1its
work on thisz item, tne Committec may consider the possibilities of co-oparation and
co--ordination with the United- 'atlono Committcee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Spnce.
Cur Committec mignt also deem it aporopriate to tzke advantage of and to benefit
from the Second Unitcd Hetions Conferznce on Outer Space (UNISPACE I1) now taking
place in Vienna. ‘

’J

I have just highlighted certain important issucs on which the Committee, we
believe, should focu° during the summer sa2ssion. The fact that I have not made
any nention of other important issu2s should not be construed as iwmplying that there
is a decline of interest in thom on our part.

The failure of the zccond spreial seassiorn to reacs agrecment on o comprchensive
programme of disarmoment does not In any way chanzoe our oonv;ﬂ icn that the CPL
should also be given equal oriority in the work of our Committoco. iy uclegation
holds the view that after we have all given to 1t the seemingly needed time fov
deep reflection, with the imasination of all menbers of tho Coani it should he
poszible to arrive at agreement that thae CPD should not in any U“j undermine the
Final Document but,; on tinc contrary, should clearly roflcch it and advance therefrom,
For practical purposes, however, I consider it appropriate for the Committec to
have decided that tiie recently re-established Horking Groun on a Comprchcn31ve
Programme of Disarmament, undir the able chairmanship of Ambassador Goreia Robles,
Wwill not resume ity formal substihntive work until early next yzar. In this connection
I wish to subuit that we ngree with the understanding that has been reached that the
distinguisined Woriting Croup Chairman may utilize to the moiimum the oresent summer
session for informal consultations for the purposc of finding ways and means to
ensure the more effective functioning of the Horking Group smen it takes up suovstantive
issues early next yanr. On other romaining iaporisnt issues, c¢.g. negative sccurity

assurances and radiological weapons, we also share the view expressed 1n thl
Committec that these matters might be more coffectively deslt with after further

reflection.

In conclusion, my delegation wishes to submit that it is of overriding importance
that we, each and every once of us, in embarking on our work during this summer
session, should demonstrate with rcoal deads the assertion to the offect that we were
not discouraged by the disappointing results of thc zccond special session. Let
us all try more seriously to recapture end re-2nliven the wmomentum of the pursuit
of peace and security throush aultilateral disarmament negotiations. For as you
rightly pointed out in your opening ctatement, #r. Chairman, thc Committeeron
Disarnament, »recisely because of what has not becn achivved at the second special
sassion, is now confiontad with o cnnllenzs that we individually and COllQ“ti\ 1y
should ucet.
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The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Indonesia for his statement and
for the kind remarks that he has addressed to the Chair.

That concludes my list of speakers fopr today. Does any other delegation wish
to take the floor?

The next plenary mecting of the Committee on Disarmament will be held on
Thursday, 12 August, at 10.30 a.u.

The meeting stands adjourned.

The neeting rose at 12.50 p.m.
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" The CHAIRMAN: The Committee continues today its consideration of item 4 of
its agenda, "Chemical weapons”. However, in accordance with rule 30 of the
rules of procedure, members wishing to do so may make statements on any other
subject relevant to tho work of thc COﬂmltth.

I have on my list of speakers:for: todﬁy the representatives of the )
United States of America, Bulgaria, the Netherlands, Czechoslovakia, the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, Burma, the United Kingdom and India.

I now give the floor to the first speaker on my list, the dlstinpulshed
representative of the United States of america, lis Excellercy Ambassador Fields.

Mpr. FIELDS (United States of America): Hr. Chairman, at the plenary session -
on Tuesday I emphasized .the importance my Government attaches to the subject of
chemical weapons. On 8 February of this year President Reagan stated that "the
ultimate goal of US policy is to eliminate the threat of chemical warfare by
achieving a completz and verifiable ban on chemical weapons™. Today I wish to
comment on the current status of our efforts in thc Committee on Disarmament .to
elaborate a chemical wesnpons ban and also to give the views of my delegation as
To what is requirad if progress is to be mads. T will 2lso outline the general
points which we believe should form the basis of a chemical weapons convention,

. Our meeting today is onc of the two plenary meetings dzaling with a chemical
weapons ban. Since the Ad Hoc iorking Group on Chemical Yeapons has already been
in session for moru,thad‘éhrme veeks, it provides o good opporturnity to take stock
of the Committce'’s efforts to elaborate 2 chemicnl weapons convention. And, since
a oipnlflcant amount of time remains this summer for further work, we have the
opportunity to chzek our progress and make mid-course correcetions, if necessary.

Although my dclegation is disappointed it the over-all pace and organization
of our work, the chzmical weapons Working .Group iz entering upon a more intensive
and productive phase. The decision to resum: discussions on chemical weapons
two weeks before the Committue itzelf reconvened.was clearly a wise onc. It enabled
the members of the Working Group to devote more time and eaergy to the subject
than is possible once the regular session besins.. 4 certain momentum was achieved
under the able chairmanship of Ambassador Sujka during those two weeks, which my.
delegation hopes will continue through the entire session.

For the first time, the Working "roupAhqs acted to deal with some of the
ki2y problems whieh must be resolved if » convention is to bacome a reality. The
creation of so-called ‘homework groups® to discuss snecific problems and to
jdentify possible approaches to overcoming them is a sten in the right direction.
ilso, for the first time the corsultations with tochnical experts have tackled
some of the maJor technical issues relatad to verification. I had the pleasure
of attending one of their : sesvions on verification and dastruction and found the
interest high and the proc redings business-like.
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4 number of delegations have made important and interesting proposals regarding
a chemical weapons ban 1n'the Committee this year. Last spring, the delegations
of the United Kingdom and the Federal Republic of Germany presented detailed
working papers on the subject of verificatiorn (CD/244 and CD/265) The Soviet
document containing "basic provisions" of a chemical weapons convention (CD/294)
is potentially useful in our discussions, ' :

These are the positive elements. Hoﬁeveb, much remains to be done, and my
delegation is not entirely satisfied with the Committee's work on chemical weapons
so far this summer. B

My delegation came prepared to do scrious business. This has been difficult
because a number of delegations, including several particularly influential- ones,
apparently wish to avoid dealing with the key obstacles to the elaboration of a
convention. Although most delegations are pressing to come to grips with the
fundamental verification and compliance issues, a few still try to divert attention
to less important questions. Unless this difficulty can be overcome and the’
Committee can proceed to deal with the key verification and compliance issues in
a concrete, task-~by-task manner, as I proposed here last March, we will not get
very far. ’

Serious business has also been frustrated because the position of the
Soviet delegation on varification and compliance issues remains unclear. We have
heard that their declegation has new flexibility regarding on-site inspection
provisions, an area crucial to real progress in this Working Group. We havé
been looking forward to recziving 2 clear explanation of how far the Soviet Union
is prepared to go in meeting the verification concerns expressed by my delegation
and. many others. We were disappointed that such elaboration of the Soviet position
was not presented when working paper CD/294 was tabled. But we ara hopeful that
such explanations will be forthcoming soon, so that the Committec can take them
into consideration in its work this summer. For our part, we are ready to deal
seriously with any and all constructive proposals regarding verification, whether
from the Sovict delegation or any other. '

Finally, our work has becn hampered bécause of the complexity of the
Committee’s agenda. For many delegates, the subject of chemical weéapons is only
one of many issues wiih which they must d=2al. We can understand and sympathize
with these delegations but we must utilize the time available for work on
chemical weapons in the most efficiont manner. We are prepared to explore new
procedures which will allow the work on a chemical weapons ban to proceed as
rapidly as possible.

As a specific suggestion, my delegation believes that more effective use
should be made of technical experts. For example, the most racent -series of
technical consultations has demonstrated that attempting to compress the
consultations into one weesk is ineffeetual. Since most cxperts are in Geneva
for at least two wecks, consideration should be given to scheduling adequate time
for in-depth discussion of issues directly relcvant to the efforts of the Working
Group. We should expect concrete results from these discussions,
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This morning, as T have done on other occasions, I want to emphasize the
serious attitude of the United States toward achieving a complete and verifiable
ban on. chimical weapons. I have in the past stressed the importance which is
attachad to such a ban at the highest levels of our Government .

We are active in all aspects of the Working Group's efforts. We have
augmented our.delegation.  We have brought a number of specialists to Geneva for
the consultations with technicnl experts. And we have made and will continue
to mak.: creative proposuls for dealing with the important verification questions.
But in this-day and age of inflated rhetoric 'som. scepticism apparently remains
about our true -intentions. Our goal should be clear to all. It is the goal
established by President Reagan —-- to-achieve a.complote and effective ban on
chenical - weapons. :

Let me outline now some gencral points which we belicve should serve as a
basis for an effective agrezment. :

The scope of any future agreement should prohibit the development, production,
stockpiling, acquisition, retention or transfer of chemicals, munitions and
equipment for chemical weapons purposes. Certain other activitics and
capabilities which contribute to an offensive chemical weapons capability should
be prohibited.. In addition, the agrecment should ban any assistance or
encouragement :£o others to obtain or produce chemicals or munitions for chemical
weapons purposes.

In our view, the agraement should cover super-toxic lethal chemicals, other
ethal chemicals, and other harmful chemicals, and precursors of such chemicals.
We do not bezlicve it necessary to include herbicides or riot control agents.

A general purpose criterion should be incorporated in the agreement, along
with specific toxicity criteria to supplement such a critcrion.

One of the kay disputes in the VWorking Group is whether or not to include
a2 ban on the usc of chemical weapons, The United States supports in principle
the banning of any use of chemical weapons in armad conflict.- At the same time
we beliove that care must be taken to aveid undermining the 1925 Geneva Protocol.
Therefore, we believe consideration should be given to including in a convention
a reaffirmation of the Protocol and of supplementary undertakings. Furthermorc,
we believe that the verification and compliance provisions should allow for a
fact-finding inquiry into alleged usas of chemical weapons.

Let me turn now to issues rzlating to the declaration and elimination of
stockpiles and facilities. The dLCluIathﬁ of chemical weapons stockpiles and
chemical weapons production and filling facilities should prov1dﬂ base=lines
for monitoring purposes. Thus, any agreement should mandate prompt, de talled
declaration of any chemicals, munitions and specially designed cquipment in
chemical weapons stockpiles. The agrecment should also mandate prompt and
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detailed declaration of any facilities designed or used for the production of

any chemical which is primarily used for chemical weapons purposas or for filling
chemical munitions. Such facilities sShould be declared even if they are or were
dual-purpose facilities designed or used in part for other purposes, such as
civilian production. Declarations of stockpiles should include the chenical

name and quantity of agent, munitions, cquipment possessed, and the exact
stockpile location.’ Declaration of production and filling facilities should
include the nature of each facility, its capacity and exact location.

In this area the agraement should also provide for confirming declarations
of stocks and_fdcilities, for immediate and verifiable closure of facilities,
and a ban on construction of any new facilities. Declared stockpiles and
facilities should be destroyed over a ten-year period according to an agreed
schadule and agrced procedures.

The agreement should also provide for agreed controls under which the
declared chemicals with legitimate peaceful applications could be used for such
purposcs. ) a :

As the Committee is already well aware, my Government places particular
emphasis on effective verification provisions. To be acceptable to the
United Stabtes, the verification provisions of @ chemical weapons convention must
provide confidence that other parties are complying with all provisions of h
the convention. For the foresecable future such confidence cannot. be obtained
by national technical means alone. In some situntions, mandatory, extensive
and carefully-specified on-site inspeciion will be needed. A chemical “weapons
convention will thurefore require a verification system bascd on a combination”
of national and international measures. Included in international measures
must be provisions for systematic international on-site inspcction.

In particular we belicve that there should be agr:aement in advance in the
convention thot the following activitivs, as a minimum, shall be subject to
systematic international on-site verification:

Destruction of duclared stockpiles, on a continuous basis until destruction
"is completed; :

Disposition of declared production and filling facilities, under agrecd
procedures, until the facilitiss have been destroyad;

Permitted small-scale production of suncr-toxic lezthal chemicals for
protecctive purposes, under agreed procedures, for as long as a facility
is maintaincd for that purpos.. :

Furthermorc, the agreement should provide for the creation of a consultative
committec of partics with Vcrification_responsibilities. '
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o Ligr:od procedures should. be includad for a fact-finding investigation under
the suspices of the troaty partics in the ovent that suspicious activitics were
reported.. & wmore practical arrangemost than o meeting of the full consultative
and carrying out such an inquiry.

B
’

committee should bhe provided for initiatin;

e believe that the complaints procedure should incorporate thoe obligation
to co-operate in resolving compliance issucs cexpeditiously. [This should include
an appropricte right of on-gite inspacfion at subject sites. A means for radress

’if the issue is not satisfactorily rasolvead should also be provided.,

The agreement should include constraints specifically designed to reduce
monitoring difficulties, and should contain coffective confidence--building measures.
Further, there should ba provisions for exchange of information on the production
and usc-of spacific commercial chemicals, including precursers, which might be
diverted to cnumical -weapons purposes. . i

. Finally, and this is a particularly important point, therc should be effective
provisions for dealine with the possibility of undeclarcd steckpiles and facilities.

At our spring session, I noted with sorrow that the Comnittee's efforts to
han chemical weapons were taking place under thne long and . dark shadow of the use
of chemical weapons in current confliets. X wish I could today report that this
hzinous praciice had ccased. Unfortunately this-is not the case. The use of
prohibited toxin weapons and l:thal chemical agsnts in souvh--ecast Asia and
chemical warfare in Afgznanistaon continue. 48 President Reagan sald when he
addressed the second special scasion:

"The Soviet Union and their allies are violating ths Geneva Protocol
of 1925, related rules of international lav and the 1972 Biological Yeapons
Convention. There is conclusive evidance that the  Soviet Government has .-
providod toxins for use in Laos and Xampuchga, and arce themselves using
chemical wzopons against freedom fighters in Afghanistan.  We have repeatedly
protested to the Soviet CGouveprnment, as well ns the Governments. of Laos and
Viet Nam, their use of chemical and toxin weapons. Yo call upon them now.
to grant full and frec access to their countrics or to territories they.
control so that United Nations experts can conduct an effective, independent
investigation co varifly cessation of these horrors’. :

There is an important lesson for the Committee to be drawn from this deadful
expericnce. -Any nev agreement must have offective provisions for ensuring
compliance. - The existing chemical weapons and biolegical weapons conventions.
do not have adequate verification and compliance provisions. . They.are being:
violated.. Ve must not succumb to any temptaticon to conclude a convention which
does not ban these wedpons complutely, effectively, and verifiably. We simply:
must naver make that mistake again. ’
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Mr. TELLALOV (Bulgaria): Mr. Chairman, it is a pleasure for me to congratulate
you on your assumption of the responsible post of Chairman of the Committee. Under
your able guidance a large number of the organizational quastions have been- '
expeditiously solved. I would also like: to thank your predecessor, Ambassador Okawa
of Japan, for the useful work done during th» concluding days of the Committea's
spring session. It is a pleasure to welcome among us Ambassador Datcu, the
representative of Romania, a country which is a rood neighbour and ally of Bulgaria.

With your permission, Mr. Chairman, and with the understanding of my colleagues,
I would like, before addressing the question of chemical weapons, to touch briefly
upon some other issues on the agenda, since I hav2 not had the opportunity to take
part in the two meetings set for general discussion.

The summer session of the Committes on Disarmament is bzing held at a time
that is crucial for the future of intcrnational relations. Actions have been
undertaken which have caused a deterioration in the international situation and
craated an atmosphare of confrontation and militarism in international life. Suffice
it to mention the decisions adopted by the NATO summit meeting held on the eve of
the second spacial session of the General Assembly, the szries of belligerent
statements made by high-~ranking opponents to détente, as well as the declared
intention of a leading Western State of provoking subversive actions in the socialist
countries. The attempts to disrupt normal economic and trade relations between
States have been continued. The implementation of the programmes for the
production and deployment of new, highly destabilizing “first strike" nuclear weapons,
which form the basis of the doctrinc of "limited nuclear war®™, have been confirmed
and further daveloped. The international community is deeply worried also by the
flagrant acts of aggression and genocide on the part of Israel against the
Palestinian and Lebanese pcoples.

An important event, :ost closcly related to the tasks assigned to the Committee
on Disarmament, was the sacond special session on disarmament, which continues to
be the object of variocus ass2ssments by the world public and by governments. I do
not intend now to analysc the reasons that provented the spacial session from
concluding with the rasults which all peoples in the world had rightly expected
from it. It is most regrettable that the leading States of NATO, aiming at military
superiority and global domination, once again blockad the reaching of agreément,
which could have contributed to the solution of the most urgent problens of
disarmament, and particularly thos2 of nuclear disarmament.

The question of the prevention of nuclear war was the central problum at the
special session and remains vital for the whole of mankind. Numerous initiatives
and proposals designed to solve it effectively were submitted to the special session
by socialist, non-alisn=ad and ncutral countries. My own country also pres=nted ‘on
behalf of the socialist countries, 2 working paper on that subject.

The sol>mn unilateral undertaking by the Soviet Government contained in
President Brezhnev's message to the spacial session offers a viable way for averting
nuclear war. If all nuclear-weapon States undertake a similar obligation, this would
in practic» become equivalent to a prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons. Apart
from eliminating the risk of nuclear war, such a measure would substantially
contribute to building confidence among States.



CD/PV.178

13

{(Mr. Tellalov, Bulgaria)

It is highly regrettable that the opportunities offered at the second special
session to open the way to resolving the complex of questions related to nuclear
disarmament have once again been let pass by. The problems, however, remain, and
the urgent tasks ensuing from them should be dealt with on the basis of tha :
intensification of efforts in the field of disarmament negotiations.

The Soviet-American negotiations on the limitation and reduction of strategic
arms can make a decisive contribution to achieving the final goal of nuclear
disarmament. We welcom2 the readiness of thc Soviet Union to agree as of now on a
quantitative freeze of the stretegic arms-of both the USSR and the United States, as
well as on limiting the modernization of these systems. :

An zarly azrecment in the negotiations between the Soviet Union and the
United States on the limitation of nuclear weapons in Europe would be a substantial
contribution to the success of the offorts to wliminate tho nuclear threat from the
European continent. We are worried, however, by the fact that instead of responding
positively to the constructive proposals and unilateral steps undertaken by the
Soviet Union, the American side continues to mark time around its "zeroc option®,
thus doomihg the talks to a "zero resultt.

The unanimous reaffirmation of the validity of the Final Document adopted in
1978, along with, the renawed:obligation of States to abide by the prioritics set
forth in the Programme of Action in which nucluar disarmament was accorded the
highest priority, was an important outcome of the second spzcial ssssion. This fact
undoubtedly has a direct bearing on the work of our Committae. We shara the view
expressed on 3 August by the distinguished Ambassador of Brazil, Mr. de Souza e Silva,
and others that this is a renewad commitment on the part of all Momber Statzs to the
immediat: start of multilateral nemotintions on m=2asures of nuclear disarmament.

Now more than ever th2 Committen on Disarmament hasz the task of making a
meaningful contribution to the 2laboration of concrete measures on the item,
"Cessation. of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmamcnt®. It is inadmisszible if
the Committee continues not to be allouwnd to fulfil its primary roesponsibility.

Wz welcomz in this rezard the observations made by the delegations of India,
Mexico, Pakistan and many others concarning th: problems of nuclear disarmament. The
Bulgarian delegation fully supports the setting up of an ad hoc working sroup on
item 2 within the current session of the Commith.a. ' '

The implementation of the proposal of the Soviet Union for the = aboration,
adoption and stage-by-stage realization of a programme of nuclear disarmament on the
basis of the parameters suggested in the Soviet memorandum At the special session
would be in full conformity with paragraph 50 of the Final document. This idea could
be considered in the context of the examination of the aspzets of nuclear disarmament
by this Committec.

Many questions relating to nuclear disarmament have already been piled up on the
negotiating table of' the Committec on Disarmament. This applies to the elaboration
of A treaty on a completc and guneral prohibition of nuclear weapon tests, the
elaboration of effective international arrangsmaents to assurce non-nuclear-weapon
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, the drawing up of a
convention on the prohibition of the production, atockpiling, deployment and use of
ncutron nuclear weapons, ete. My delegation intends to offar its specific comments
on soue of thase issues, as well as on th: problem of preventing an arms race in
nuter space, at the forthcoming meetings of the Committce.
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The-qustion oFf outlawing chanical woazpons and of fneir dontruction remaings
one 27 the focal points in the fi2id of disarmament. It is guneraily racognized
that we have paached an important crossronds. sHow it is up £o us %o take a well-
definzd course towards the e'ﬁboratlon of the convention by resolving Lhe
outstandirns issuss on the basis of a realistic ond offective npproack aad
harmonizianx our views on the necassary politicnl ana tachnical daecisions,

The othar way would Eake us into a lahyrinth whose meandesrs are nanmed “all-
embraci scopr®, "100 per cont verification”, 'round-the--clock on-site inspections?,
etc. L cvery labyrinth this one should have = 2xit, too, but whon we (inally
rcach the end of thr tunn2l we shall wost probably bz confronted by a different sai
of problewms caused by technological advanc: and w=2apons d-velopment. T have in
mind, of course, the biaiwry tvpes of chaonical weapons, whntav:e the efforts to
minimiz2 their negative i:pact on the negotiations.

7
2

Ho listenad with intercest and satisfaction to the statemwnt at our last meeting
of the distinguished Chairman of the Ad Foc torking Group, Ambassador Sujka of
Poland. It iz our hope that under his 2 a4 energetic lendarsnin it will be
posaible €o realize ths poal of elaborating optional - and why not in some casas,
wread, -- toexts of the alaments of the futnure convantion. This would be in
accordance with the priority siven to fhis item on our agenda, and even mors so
with the demnnds and the wishos of the intarnational community. In this liow of
thought, T wish to render tho full support of our delegation to the idea of the
distinguished r=vpresentabtive of the Soviet Unicn Ambossador Issraslyan, who, while
pruesenting thoe naw major Soviet initiative, “dasic provisions of n convention on
the prohibition of the dovelopment, production and stockpiling of. chemical weapons
and on theilr dastruction”, sugszestad at the oponing azzting of the ¥orking Group
that a téntutive deadling for the final =laboracion oif tha denft convention should

ve agreed upon.

Today I would like to offer some observacions on the relationship between
national nnd intern 1t10nil measures of control nnd verification.. Yith a view to the
soluticn of numerous issues in this compl:x domain, includi:.s the cost-2ffectiveness.
of these proczdures, it seess necessary to discuss and outline in more precise
terms at least the following aspicts of this ralationship:

The utilization to th: maximum exteni of the possibilitics of national
control, supplumantine nationnl mechanisms with internaiional measures when
and vhere an agrecd nacrosily eXistn,

The correlation of natisnnl and intzrnation i mesures should be determined
in every specific cas: depanding on the nature of th2 »elavant provisions
of thz conventiosn with 2 viaew to constructing the most zfficient and atb the
samz time lezast cuambarsom: systam of control and voerification,

An cvaluntion of tha rol. of confidence-~buildinsg measures in tho contoxt of
the over-all approach to tha problaws of control and verification. Of
particulnr importanc: in this rospech would be the faet that the differsnt
kinds of declarations onvisased in the convention will provide valuabl: and
indisponsable information, suaiAntezd by the nuthority of tho respectiva
State party to the convention.
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“We offer these considerations guided by the thought that the cornarstone of -
any system of control and verification must be rationality, rationality coupled .
with realism and objectivity. The national and international measures of - -
verification should be organically combinad, rather than doubling each other.' What
we suggest is not to los2 the over-all picture when concantrating on the elaboration
of particular areas of the future convention.

" Here I would like to remind you of the experience of the early stages of the
discussion of technical aspects of the verification of a test ban treaty. Initially,
our predecessors in the disarmament negotiations, more than 20 years ago, were
considering the establishment of dozens of internationally opernted seismic stations
all over the globe, involving huge costs and creating numerous technical and human
problems. A much simpler and rational solution was generally accepted eventually,
as all of us are aware, that is, the utilization of national s=ismic stations. This
is only one example of applying rationality to the genuine requirements for
~verification of arms control and disarmament agreaments.

I would lik=2 to stress once again that the elaboration and the implementation
of a convention to ban and destroy 2 most dangerous type of weapon of mass
destruction would be a major achiaevement in the efforts to curb the arms race. The
socialist countries have on more than one occasion contributed in a substantive way
to the course of negotiations. The latest Soviet proposal is another milestone

‘along this road. Let us hope that the final goal is not too far away.

The important and responsible tasks gset before the Committae highlfght the
‘neocessity of taking practical measures for incroasing its effectiveness. This could
be best achieved by the setting up of additional subsidiary bodies on priority itemns
and by the peossible extension of the duration of the work of some of the existing
onés. When organizational matters come up for discussion we intend to present our
views and ideas in a detailed way.

The CHATIRMAN: T thank the reprasentative of Bulgaria for his statement and
-for the kind words that hae has addressed to the Chair. I now give the floor to the
distinguished represcentative of the Netherlands, His Excellency Ambassador van Dongen.

Mr. VAN DONGEN (Natherlands): Mr. Chairman, my delagation wishes to express
its satisfaction to sece the chairmanship of th2 Committee on the opening of our
- summer session in such capable and experienced hands as yours. The second special
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament has amply demonstrated that
the climate for disarmament can hardly bz called favourable; all the more do we
stand in need of wise and tactful leadership, and we are confident that you,
Mr. Chairman, will provide it. Warm thanks are due to your distinsuished predecessor,
Ambassador Okawa of Japan. His was far from being an easy task; <t demands not’
merely the diplomatic zifts we have come to =xpect from the delegation of Japan, but
equally inventiveness and stamina. In so far as w2 concluded our previous; session
in an orderly manner and produced the report expected by the Gencral Assembly, it
was in no small measurs dus to Ambassador Okawa's dedication to our duties,

Many previous speakers have given us their views on the whys and wherefores of
the failure of the s2cond special session to produce something botter than the token
result embodied in its concluding document. On this subject, I shall be brief.

Most of the second -special session is best speedily. forgotten. The lack of results
is deplorad, but at least no irreparable harm was done to the multilateral
disarmament process. In this context, the Netharlands attaches great value to the
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fact that the consensus-principls was-uphald, since this principle is a pre-condition
for the process to be serious and credible. A3 a result, we are dissatisfied but

not discouraszed, nor are we unduly surprised by the final ouitcome of the second
special session. In fact, the general lack of expectations may itsz1f have
contributed to it by playing the role of a self-fulfilling prophesy. Looking back

to the second special session is useful only in so far as it is directly relevant to
the futur=z; trying to apportion blamz for its shortcomings is largely, as Hamlet
would have it, "stale, flat and unprofitable", and I do not intend to indulge in this
kind of gamesmanship. :

If, therefore, I prefer looking ahead to looking bhackward, I also stress that
in the Committee on Disarmament we should concentrate on negotiations'on_subjepts
that may yield some practical results rather than continue talking about disarmament
in general terms. The latter is best left to deliberative bodies like the
General Assembly and it would be my guess that few of us could stomach many more
ringing appeals and more rhstoric, however beautifully done. We should also bear in
mind that on some subjects, results in this multilateral forum can only be achieved
once the pre-conditionof at least a measures of progress in the bilateral discussions
between the two major nuclear-weapon powers have been fulfilled. This do2s not imply
that we should have to remain cntirely silent, 1ot alone be obliged to acquiesce
passively in whatever the two nuclear giants may work out between themselves, but
rather acceptance of the fact that theirs is of nacessity the leading role. The
same realism makes it possible for the Netherlands delcgation to accept a temporary
halt in the negotiations concerning a comprehcnsive programme of disarmament. Plans
as ambitious as the CPD ean only come to fruition in a2 favourable climate; efforts
to force decisions through can only lzad to ambiguity or other inner weaknesses for
which we would eventually pay the price.

Let me now turn to the subjects that do lend themselvas to useful discussion;
the comprehansive test ban, outer space and chemical weapons. The Netherlands
Government is convinced that during this summer session the Committec on Disarmament
should try to carry out with priority the mandate of the Ad Hoc Working Group
established under item 1 of the Cosmittee's agenda, a nuclear test ban. On the
basis of the progress report to be submitted by the Ad Hoc Working Group before the
conclusion of the 1982 session, the Committec will have to take a decision on
subsequent courses of action, as the last paragraph of tha agreed mandate stipulates.
There is thus little time left for the execution of even the present limitad
mandate. I intend to submit 2 workins paper outlining a possible programme of work
for the Ad Hoc Working Group at the naxt plenary meetins on Tuesday, 17 August, and
I trust that agrecment on the chairmanship of this Ad Hoc Yorking Group can be
reached without furthsr delay.

Another item the Committee should come to grips with during this summer session
is that of arms control in outer space. Tha Netherlands was one of the sponsors of
resolution 36/97/C requesting the Committce on Disarmament to consider, as from the
beginning of its session in 1982, the question of negotiating effective and verifiable
agreements aimed at preventing an arms race in outar space. The Gzheral Assembly
also requested the Committeec to consider, as a matter of priority, the question of
negotiating an effective and verifiable agreement to prohibit anti-satellite systems,
as an important step towards th: fulfilment of the above objectives. After the
preliminary exchange of viazws during the spring session, the Committee should now
establish the required infrastructure to deal with this azenda item in a businesslike
manner. I listened with great interest to what my distinguished colleagues from
Brazil, Canada, China, France, India, Indonesia, Pakistan, thc United States and the
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USSR recently had to say on this matter. The General Assembly resolution I
referred fo a moment ago provides suitable elements for the mandate of an ad hoc
working group under item 7 of the agenda.

" The third main object of our efforts should be item number 4 of our agenda:
chamical weapons. The importancoe the Netherlands Government has attached over the
years to this subject is amply borne out by the time, enernsy and resources we have
made available to the multilateral efforts aimed at achieving an effective and
verifiable chemical wsapons ban. We beliave that the Ad Hoc VWorking Group is on
the right tirack to make the best possible use of the claments produced last year
under its new mandate which warrants full negotiations. Now that bilateral
negotiations between the United States and the USSR sesem likely to remain suspended
for the near future, the role of the Committee on Disarmament is all the more crucial.
The "Basic provisions™ submitted by the Soviet delegation I shall come back to in a
moment. We pledge our full support to the Ad Hoc VWorking Croup and hope that at the
conclusion of the summer sossion success can be achieved in' producing a composite
paper which cculd serve as a basis for drafting the chemical weapons convention
next year. '

Verification issues r=lated to compliancz with 2 chemical weapons convention
have rightly become a focal point in the discussions in the Ad Hoc Working Group on
Chemical Weapons. Today I will introducs two contributions on verification issues,
one also on behalf of the delesation of the Federal Republic of Gurmany. Before
going into the details, I believe it is proper for me to refer brizfly to the general
philosophy of The Netherlands with respact to verification. Adequate verification
is, in our view, not identical with a2 set of measures that would bz perfect in
isolation. Rather would we considser verification measurss to be adaguate if,
measured against a well..definoed scope of the treaty and a credible system of
protection measures, the advantagos of compliance with the convention would outweigh
the tremendous disadvantages and risks of maintaining a chemical warfare capability
for retaliation purposes. ’

On behalf of the delegation of tha Federal Republic of Germany and my own, I
would now like to introducs document CD/308, dated 10 fugust 1902. This document
contains a list of questions that our respective authoritizs believe to be of
relevance for a continuntion of the efforts in the Ad Hoc Working Group, having
studied document CD/294 .-~ CD/CW/VP.35 dated 21 July 1932 submitbtad by the d:legation
of the Sovict Union., It is th: hope of our two delegations that this document, which
supersedas and elaborates upon the set of questions put forward by the delegation of
thz Fedoral Republic of Germany in a meeting of the Ad Hoc VWorking Group a few weeks
ago, will facilitate the further clarification which the delegation of the
Soviet Union undertook to present in due course. I would like to make it clear that
our respective authorities have considered with intersst the Soviet draft "Basic
provisions™ of a chemical weapons convention. It is the hope of our two Governments
that unambiguous answers to the questions contained in CD/303, in conjunction with
subsequent in-depth discussion in thz Ad Hoe Working Group, will provide fresh ground
for speedy agreement on an effective and verifiable chemical waapons ban.,
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Tn 1977 the tletherlands dologation tabled document CCD/533, a working paper
concerning the virification of the presence of nerve agent:s, their decomposition
products or starting materials downaitream of chamical production plants. In the
last paragraph of that paper it was announced that further work would be carried
out, inter alia, to investizate the applicability of tho procedure in.cage of
binary nerve agents systems.

Working docunent CD/307, which T am pleased to introduc: today, contzins
thz results of thwe announcad further sciontific work in my country.

Allow m& to say 2 few wdrds to rafrash your memories as to what working
paper CCD/5%%, now reissued as document CD/305, is about.

The scientific method described in CCD/533-CD/306 concentrated on a _
militarily highly significant class among th2 supsrtoxic single purpose agents,
i.e. the nerve agents. It.Wﬁé definad with a view to contributing to the
elaboration of inturnational measures of verification of a chemical weapons ban,
with emphasis on the non-production of these agents, including binary weapon
gystems -~ measurcs that would be, in order to b2 accaptable to all States, of
as non-intrusive a character as reasonably possible.,

Tha method was developed under the direction of Dr. A.J.J. Ooms, well known
to most deleégations in the Committes on Disarmament and its predecessor, the
Conference of the Committce on Disarmament, who is director of tha Prins Maurits
Laboratory of tha Hletherlands Defence Research Organization. This highly
sensitive method is based on an analysis of waste water downstream of chemical
production plants, with a view to detecting a phosphorus-methyl bond the presence
of which is common to most of the known supertoxic nerva agents. It is very
stablz towards chemical reactions and can be used as -- and I think the
comparison is comprahensible «- a "fingerprint®., As the possible presence of
the compounds at issus may also be dus to the natural or industrial background,

a referenc? sampl2 upstream of the chemical production plant should be analysed

in addition to a downsbtream sample. Only if the analysis is positive with respect
to what I ecall the "fingerprint®, pointing to the presance of decomposition
products or starting materials in waste water, recoursze may ultimately bea had to
more intrusive measurcs, such 23 a visit to the suspectad plant to reveal the
identity of the product manufacturaed.

Having explained this wmuch about document CCD/533 (now reissued as
document CD/306), I can venture to 2laborate on our new working document CD/307.
First of all, it contains positive rosults of research with respect to the
applicability of the "fingerprint® method to binary nerve agents. After stating
thut it is safe tc assume that one of the two precursors of the binary agent does
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already contain the fingerprint hond before reaction with the other, the paper
goes on to say that the validity of the analytical method for two distinguishable
types of pracursors has bzen tested with success. Thus the entire range of the
most toxic binary G-agents as well as binary VX has been covered.

Research was alsc carried oub to zet acquainted with the occurrence of
compounds containing the fingzrprint in water from natural or industerial origin,
since the findings in this rospect could theoretically affect the applicability
of the verification method. To our satisfaction it was found that the
phosphorus-methyl procedurs was scnsitive even in heavily polluted water. The
environmentnl bnckground lnavels do not affect the maximum distance of a1 few
hundred metres downstream whorn samples could be takzen. Thus thz originally
foreseen degree of non-intrusiveness ¢an b2 maintained. '

The advantage of the systsm is obvious. Tt givesa simple yes or no
answer to the question whether compounds relnated to chemical warfare nerve gases
containing the "fingerprint' ars present or not. The method is equally relevant
for binary weapon precursors. Tha chemical annalyscs of the waste water can be
performed by many laboratories in th= world. The method is highly sensitive
and can beat be illustratcd s follows. In many languages a particularly
difficult fact-Tindins mission is metaphorically described as "looking for a
necdle in a haystaclkV.  The staff of the rosearch institute was so tempted by
this metfaphor that they decided to conparz the r:lative values of weizght for
ncedls nnd haystick with the values found for the fingerprint in a corresponding
volume of waste watar. It was found tha% the necdle value was ind:ed miatched.

Our res:arch in this fi2ld will continua, but already at this stage we
can snfaly recommend the nethod deseribed 2« 1t least one valuable building
blocic in 2 st of intoracbing components of 1 verification system to be
agraed upon. Yo oyould very wmuch hope that other deligations will carry out
coiuparable rossarch.  In cthis context my delemation would like to express
its raspect tn the doelesntion of an obgaerver-State, Finland, for the impressive
and laborious work th~% nas boen carriad out in Finland ovapr the vears, of
which tho latest so-cilled "bluz bosk' i yet anotnar eeflection. It is our
aincara hope thnt thus the tachnicnl basis for verification will already have
bacn ostablisned whan ths time is ripe for a final breaakithrouch in th:
Committec on Disarimment on the subject of 2 ch:imical weapons ban.
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The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of the Netherlands for his statement
and for. the kind remarks that he hag addressed to the Chair. I now give the floor
to the representative of Czechoslovakia, Ambassador Vejvoda.

Mr. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia)s: Mr. Chairman, ™ intention today is to deal
briefly with agenda item 4 concerning the question of the prohibition of the
development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons and their destruction.
In my statement during this year's spring session I dealt extensively with the
problem of verification of the provisions ¢f a future chemical weapons convention.
Now I would like to address mainly some prohlcéms arising in connection with the
emergence of binary weapons and scre other aspects with regard tc the scope of
prohibition, '

The General iAssembly, at its sec nd special session on disarmament,
unequivocally reaffirmed the prohibition of ‘chemical wezpons as an item of
exceptionally high priority and called for an early conclusion of a convention
on that subject. It is up to our Committee, the only rmltilateral body negotiating
on disarmament, to cope with this task and to éxert all efforts to elaborate a
chemical weapons convention in the nearest future. We firmly believe that after
years of negotiations, with many proposals and numerous conceptual material
gathered; a solid basis exists for a fruitful continuation of our werk.

This, let us say, optimistic approach is based on the presumption that a
broad convergence of views exists as to basic aspects of the future conventicn.
This optimism is also considerably btacked by the document entitled "Basic provisions
of a convention on the prchibition of the dsvelopment, production and stockpiling
of chemical weapons and on their destruction” submitted »y the Soviet Unicn at the
second special scssion. I have already had the cnportunity to stress the
importance ny delegation attaches tc this document and to voice our full support
for it. Now I would simply like to add that we regard the "Bagic provisions" as
an example of a constructive approach whereby the proposals and views of negotiating
partners are considered and taken intc account. That is exactly vhat the
negotiating process is about. It is therefore fully justified and fair if we
expect other major powers tc display similar good will and & compremise approach..

One of the problems which is seriously hindering the elaboration ~f a draft
convention is the decision to produce and commissicon binary weapons and ultimately
to station them on the territories of other ccuntries, This decision is contrary
to United Nations General assembly resclution 36/96B, which, inter alia, '"calls
upon all States to refrain from ... production and deployment of tinary and
other new types of chenical weapons as well es from stetioning chemical weapons
in those States where there are no such weapcns at prosent. snd let it be
recalled that ro more than one delegation at the General Assembly last fall
found it necessary to vote againgt this resclution.

My delegation completely fails to understiand how the programme cf
modernization and chemical rearmament wndertaken in the United States of America
goes together with the sincere interest te negetiate and to achieve the pr-hibition
of chemical weapons professed in this rson by the United States delegation.
Moreover, we 4o not think that the term "modernization' reflects fully what is
going on. Many delegations have already stressed, and we deem it necegsary to
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emphasize once nore, that the full-scale production of binary weapons would amount
to the commencement of a gualitatively new round in the chemical arms race since
these weapons represent a new generation of chemical weapons. My country has one
nore reason to oppose the preducticen and vproliferation of binary weapons since the
prospect of having thousands of units of binary annunition stationed in our
immediate western neighbourhcod is a matter of grave concern to us. The stationing
0of these weapons in Burope is nct just a remcte.possibility. We have heard of

nurierous statements of high United States officials and strategists in this respect.

The introduction »f bincry weapons into the arsenals of States would also
significantly compiicate the solution of the basic difficulty in the elaboration
of a chemical weapons convention, namsly, that of separating commercial chemicals
from those which can be used for chemical weapons. Consequently, the extremely
difficult task cf defining cnemicals for commercial purpcses which may be pfoduoed
for binary weapons would arise. Thus, the implementaticn of many aspects of the

future convention would be qerlously complicated, e.g. the obligation not to
transfer chemical weaponsg und other obligations related thereto, The process of
the declaration by States of their stocks of chemical weapons and means of production
of such weapons weuld 2lso be seriously hampered. The emergence of binary weapons
would alsc significantly facilitate possible covert stockpiling and storage of
chemicals for binary weapons purpases and for developing chemical weapons under
the guise of commercial production. There is no nced to elaborate extensively on
the grave consequences this would have for the relevant verification procedures,
both naticnal and especially international. %We do not think it feasible to apply
to binary weapons such verification methods as are based upon the extreme toxicity
ofthe chemical agents used in traditional types of chemical wedpons. We have
heard some arguments to. the contrary. However, we consider those -arguments rather
oversinplified.

it the sane time we reject most emphatically all attempts to suggest that the
future convention should ignore or somehow circumvent the problem of binary weapons.
The apreod p”OVlulon on the scope of prohibition contained in the joint
Soviet~initud Statoe roport 6o the Committse on Diecimencnt +f 1080, which we
still consider valuable, clearly encompass binary weapons as well. Should the
prcgramme of binary weapons production he undertaken, these positive results

would be seriously undernined,

There are also other, both immediate and long-term effects the production of
binary weapons would have on the elaberation of and compliance with a chemical
weapons conventicn., T am not going to deal with all of them, since the group of
socialist countries roferred to these effects in detail in document CD/258 of
9 March 1982. The decliterations in the Conmlttce hoth last year and during this
year's spring sessicn clearly demcnsirated that virtually all delegations paid
special attention t.. the guestion of bhinary weapons and considered that these
weapons should be prohibited in the future convention. Apart from the statements
by the sncialist countries we noted the views of the delegations of the _
United Klngdom, iustralia, the Pederal Republic of Germany and Sweden as well as
the statements of other western delegaticns and the Group of 21 members.

Tt is well ¥nown that as yet we have not reached full agreement on what should
be encompassed by the prohibiticon in the fubture convention. We should spare no
efforts in trying to reach agreement on this subject since it undoubtedly has a
direct bearing on all other provisions of the future convention. It ig important
to harmonize our views and to overcome persisting differences of opinion in this
regard as early as possible, be it with respect to the problem of the definition
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of the term "chemical weapons", the question of the sphere of activity to be
encompassed by the prohibition or the much discussed problem whether the prohibition
of use of chemical weapons should be included in the future convention, The

problen of the use ~f chemical weapens has been widely discussed in the Committee

in recent years and numerous arguments have been raised both supporting and
cpposing its inclusicn. T de not believe that going through all theose arguments
cee again would serve any purpose. However, at this stage when we are, hopefully,
about to embark on the formulation of a composite draft text of a chemical weapons
conventisn, my delegaticn would like to record here briefly its position on the
subject. :

dAs far as the use of chemical weapons is concerned, Czecheslovakia considers
it clearly and unequivocally prchibited by the Geneva Irotocol of 1925. We
maintain that the Protocol is an important international instrument which has' since
its adoption played a positive role. In connection with the proposals to strengthen
the Protocol by including the prohibition of the use of chemical weapons in the
future chemical weapons convention, we do not share the view that by doing so we
can strengthen the Protocol whatsoever. Quite the contrary, for the doubled
prohibition of the use of chemical weapons would inevitably lead to the weakening
of the Protocol and to the creaticn of an unnecessary precedent, All our efforts
should bhe airied at the achievenent of and ensuring compliance with a convention
which would leave no chonmical weapons in the arsenals of States, If this is
achieved, and we deem it feasible, no question of use can arise.

Mr, ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Russian):
Mr. Chairman, in accordance with its programme of woerk the Committee on Disarmement
is today discussing an issuc whieh requires particular consideration and attention on
the part of all delegations represented here. The excepticnal importance of the
complete prohibition and c¢limination of chemical weapons is self-evident.

The times are past when the danger represented by chemical weapens was, as it
were, overshadowed by the horror and dread that nuclear weapons inspired in mankind.
For who today is not aware that modern chemical weapons also have a frightening
capacity to sdow Black Death on earth? Chenical weapons are, moreover, particularly
barbaric because they endanger above all the unprotected civilian pepulation., There
is a real and growing threat of the widespread use of chemical weapons. Thus the
question is whether we are going now, immedisztely, to put a stop to the chemical
arms race orgy, or whether we are going to niss the opportunity, perhaps
irrevocably.

The Soviet Union is decisively in favour of the speediest possible prohibition
of chemical weapons. As President LeIle Brezhnev said in his message to the second
special sesgion of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, "Everything must
be done to ensure that chemical weapons have n~ place on carth., The Soviet Union
is @ staunch supperter of this goal. “Je are prepared to reach an agrecment without
delay on the complete prohibition ~f chemical weapins and the elimination of stocks
of such weapons'", The Soviet Union confirmed that this was its appreach to the
matter by putting forward the "Basic provisions of a ¢onvention on the prchibition
of the development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their
destruction',
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The Soviet delegation has distributed the text of these "Basic provisions"
as an official document of the Comnittee on Disarmament and also of its Working
Group on Chemical Weapons (document CD/294/CD/WP.35). Today we wish formally to
introduce this document. '

The Soviet document was prepared taking into account the results of the
Soviet-American vilateral negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons between
1976 and 1930 and of the negotiations that took place in the Committee on Disarmament
during that same period and subsequently. Uhile it naturally reflects the Soviet
position on the question of the prohibition of chemical weapons, it incorporates many
valuable and sound proposals of other States and with respect to a number of the
most important aspects it takes into account the positions of our negotiating
partners.

If the essence of the Soviet document were to be summarized in a few words,
it could be said that what it amounts to is a translation into the language of the
provisions of a convention of the desire of the USSR to achieve the speediest
possible prohibition of chemical weapons and so far as possible to remove the
obstacles to the adoption of a convention by putting forward for consideration on
the really crucial, and I repeat crucial, but controversial aspects of the
convention, flexible solutions which take account of the various points of view. and,
we believe, make it possible to reconcile them.

Allow me to go into the Soviet document in somewhat greater detail. First of
all I should like to emphasize that this is not a comprehensive text of a future
convention, but rather its basic provisions. In other words, the Soviet draft offers
possible formulations or what appear to us to be mutually acceptable approaches to
the formulation of the principal provisions of the future convention. It is not
designed to provide answers to many questions concerning details of the future
convention., It aims primarily at helpinz to resolve key issues -- the scope of the
prohibition, confidence-building measures, verification of compliance and other
questions. Unfortunately, as you all know, there has not up to now been any general
agreement on these, It seems to us that the draft text we have submitted provides a
basis for the achievement of consensus precisely on the key aspects of the convention.

I would remind you that the Soviet draft proposes that the future convention
should consist of four main sections -- on the scope of the prohibition, declarations
and confidenca~building measures, ensuring compliance with the convention and the
concluding provisions of the convention. Allow me now to touch upon some matters
relating to the various sections of the Soviet draft.

I shall not enumerate them, for they are probably w2ll known, the more so
since, as 1 have already said, in many cases they reflect a common standpoint -- they
reflect the positions of the Soviet-American joint proposal. It was no surprise to
us, therefore, that the statement by the United States delegation indicated certain
positions which are in fact also reflected in the Soviet draft basic provisions.
Yhat is there to say about the scope of the prohibition? What do we want to
emphasize in this section of the future convention?
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being developed by at least one State? 'Ye have heard repeated assurances from the
United States. delegatlon and a number of other States that binary weapons will .be
subject to abhsolute prohibition under the convention, These are fine words. But
they are still not enough. It is essential that the problems arising in connection
with binary weapons should be resolved both in the process of the consultations
with technical experts and in the Committee as a whole.

The participants in the consultations, and no doubt all members of the Committee
also, have obviously noted that we, the Soviet delegation, are interested, for
example, at the practical level, in the problem of the prevention of the concealed
manufacture, either in the guise of commercial manufacture or via a "division of
labour"” among States, of components of binary systems, special-purpose additives
for such systems, including catalysts, and also devices and constructions
specifically intended for binary systems. We have raised the question how to
identify for the purposes of the convention those areas of chemistry and chemical
technology where the emergence of new, as yet unknown systems of binary. weapons is
possible; and how .to devise methods for the detection of stockpiles of binary weapons
that might already exist if, that is, in defiance of the General Assembly's decisian
States had embarked on the production of binary weapons? We have not received
answers to these questions from any delegation, including that of the United States.

With regard to the section on the scope of the prohibition, I should like to
draw attention to the fact that there are no provisions on the prohibition of the
use.of. chemical. weapons in the Soviet draft, for a simple reason: the use of
chemical weapons is unconditionally and absolutely prohibited by the Geneva
Protocol of 1925. The prohibition of the developument, production and stockpiling
. of chemical weapons and the destruction of all stocks will deprive States, so to

speak, of the material basis for violating the 1925 Protocol inasmuch as they will
not even have any chemical weapons. We therefore believe that if there is a real
rather than a feigned desire to strengthen the regime for the non-use of chemical
weapons established by the 1925 Geneva Protocol, then the fundamental thing to do is
to direct all efforts.towards the speediest possible conclusion of the convention
we are working on, Let us suppose that, with a convention in existence, suspicions
arise concerning the use of chemical weapons. This will automatically give rise to
a suspicion of the violation of one or of several of the obligations entered into by
States under the convention, namely, the obligations not to develop, produce,
transfer or retain chemical weapons and to destroy all stocks thereof. In short, it
seems to us that this question, which has been posed and blown up in a rather
artificial and unjustifiable manner, becomes all the more complicated when it is
proposed in the context of a convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons ta
solve questions relating to other international agreements. This merely further

. complicates a task that is already complicated enough. ’

The second main section of the Soviet draft, entitled "Declarations and
confidence-building measures", reflects the great importance which the Soviet Union
attaches to ensuring implementation of the convention gn the basis of international

co-operation. I do not intend now to dwell on all the declarations and confidence~
building measures we have proposed; I should simply like to stress that they are all
closely linked with the verification measures and should be viewed as forming a




CD/PV.178

-
:) gl

{Mr. Issraelyan, USSR)

whole. I should like merely to draw attention to the undertaking by States parties
that is provided for in our draft to submit appropriate notifications three ‘months
before the initiation of the implementatina of each stage of the plan for the
destruction or diversion to permitted purposes of stocks of chemical weapons and of
each stage of the plan for the destruction or dismantling of facilities which provide
capacities for the production of chemical weapons, and not later than 30 days after
the completion of such operations to submit statements to that effect also.

I wish also to draw attention to the provision providing an undertaking by
States parties to the future convention to submit annual declarations concerning
basic categories of chemlcals produced, diverted from stocks, acquired or used.

This important prov151on is, of course =--and I should like to stress this =-- stated
in the Soviet draft in general terms, and needs to be elaborated, but we believe
that at the present stage we should agree on such undertakings in a broad way and go
into the details of the 'actual provisions later.

The Soviet draft also provides for the drawing up through collective efforts of
lists of chemicals and precursors which represent a special danger from the viewpoint
of their possible diversion to use for chemical weapons purposes. It also proposes
that notifications should be submitted concerning transfers by one State party to
another of chemicals which could be used as components for binary weapons, and so
forth,

As is clear from the foregoing few examples, all the measures we propose are
aimed at giving the parties to the convention the assurance that it is being complied
with.

Allow me now to dwell on questions of verification. I should like once again to
reiterate our conception of the matter of the monitoring of implementation of an
international agreement on the prohibition of chemical weapons. We are in favour of
strict and effective but not intrusive verification. We are in favour of a
verification which gives States the assurance of compliance with the convention but
which will not at the same time engender wutual suspicion or in any way lead to a
worsening of the relations between States.

As we have already stated more than once, we consider that effective
implementation of the convention can be ensured by national monitoring, by national
technical means of verlflcatlon, supplemented by certain international procedures
including on~site inspections on a voluntary basis or what some call challenge
verification, However, in view of the decisive importance of the destruction of
stocks, and wishing to provide for ourselves and for all other future parties to
the convention, an additional assurance that no party is committing a violation of
this most 1mportant undertaking, in the end, in some measure and simply to accommodate
the positions of many of our partners in the negotiations, we considered'it necessary
to provide for~the»96381b111ty of carrying out systematic international on-site
inspections, for example, on the basis of an agreed quotd,-of the destruction. of
stocks at converted or specialized facilities.

We have also provided for a special verification procedure for the permitted
production of supertoxic lethal chemicals at a specialized facility. This is on the
understanding that such a facility will continue to exist even when total chemical
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disarmament has been’accomplished and no chemical weapons as such remain on earth.
In ‘those circumstances, it -would of course be extremely dangerous if-someone should
attempt to abuseé the trust of other States and use that facility for the secret
production and stockpiling of chemical weapons.

The Soviet "Basic provisions" provide for a very wide range of possible actions
by States parties to theé convention for the purpose of establishing confidence
between them on the matter of the implementation of the convention and the monitoring
of compliance with the obligations flowing from it, such as: a declaration by
States as to whether or not they possess chemical weapons; the declaration of stocks
of such weapons and capacities for their production, and of plans for their destruction
or diversion to permitted purposes and plans for the destruction and dismantling of
facilities, stating the location of the facilities; information concerning progress
in carrying out the declared plans with notifications prior to the start of each
stage of ‘their implementation and also following the completion of the operations
concerned. According to the Soviet provisions, such measurés would be carried out by
national verification bodies, by national technical means, if they possess
such means or, in the case of other States which have an agreement to that effect,
on the basis of information received through the use of those means, and lastly by
the international verification body with the conduct of on=-site inspections on the
basis of a documented request as well as of systematic international inspections
carried out, for exawmple, on the basis of an agreed quota as I mentioned earlier,

Our approach ensures confidence in the implementation of the convention while at the
same time it is not burdensome.

In connection with the matter of the verification of the destruction of stocks
at a specialized facility, some delegations have put forward proposals, firstly, for
permanent on-site inspections (with international inspectors staying at the facility
day and night throughout all the years during which stocks are being destroyed), and
I believe this was referred to today in a statement, and secondly, for the installation
at the facility of so-called "black boxes" which would collect and process information
and transmit it by radio telecommunications.

Let us suppose for a moment that such a verification system had been established.
There would be inspectors permanently stationed at the facility concerned, who could
not leave it even for a second; there would be "black boxes" in every corner, and the
people working in the facility would be stumbling over them; but let us suppose that
this had been done. It would then be necessary seriously to ponder the question of
what would be the resulis of the most meticulous and thoroush verification of the
progress of the destruction of stocks at a specialized facility if a State had not
made a full declaration of its stocks. Or supposing a State after declaring the
stocks that are to be destroyed at a specialized facility, then proceeds to conceal
part of the stocks and does not submit them for destruction at the facility, or
pretends that it has destroyed them?

Would it not be simpler to assume that, if it has such dishonest intentions,
a State will merely fail to declare that part of its stocks which it does not intend
to destroy, and no amount of day and night permanent inspection will be of any avail
whatsoever,
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No other method of international verification except 1nbpectlon on grounds of
susp1c1on in such a case will help to establish the truth.  We should -also reflect
on how to take acc ount for our nurposes, in the drawing up of measures for verifying
the destruction of otocxs, ci’ the fact that any specialized facility of such a kind
must have its own strict and clear technological regulations, specific parameters for
the entry of chemicals and output of the products of their destruction, its own
extensive range of devices for process management and control, and so forth.

In short, while appealing for a greater objectivity in the work on the
provisions of the future convention relating to verification, we are gratified to
.note.that some delegations are bevlnnlnv to seek more realistic approacnes. To
mention just one example, the document on veprification submitied by the delezation
of Canada (CD/167) contains a whole series of interesting points, one of which says
in effect that in the drawing up of various control measures the startingwpoint'
should be minimum levels of intrusiveness in the internal affairs of States. "It is
to be hoped that -in the positions of all delzgations a spirit of realism and -
constructiveness will in the last resort prevail. ' ‘

Mp. Chairman, in connection with the submission of the Soviet draft basic
provisions of a convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons, a number of
delegations have requested us to answer sow2 questions. Ve consider this an
expression of interest in the Soviet document and express our gratification and
thanks to those delegations for that interest. Ue have repeatedly explained our
position on key questions of the convention, 1nclud1ng, ‘we hope, at today s meetlng.

The delegation of the Fedzral ?epublic of Germany, in its document of 26 July,
referred to our working paper CCD/)B of .3 August 1977, which stated that the main
purpose’ of monitoring the destruction of stocks of chemical weapons should be to
establish: (a) the fact of the destruction of an agent of a certain type; (b) the
quantity of the azent destroyed; and (c) the quality of this agent. The delegation
- asked us: are the systematlc international on-site 1nsnect10na de51~ned to achieve-
these goals?

. Ue answer this question in the affirmative. It should be explained that in
our 1977 document the principle of national verification®is taken as the basis, but
we see no reason for opposing national verification to international .verification.
_We are in favour of a harmonious combination of the two types of verlflcatlon.

We have also been auyeo, and not only by the delegatlon of the Federai Republlc
of Germany, to explain what. is meant by an "agreed quota'.. In. the "Bagic provisions
of a convention',. the carrylnﬂ out of international on-site inspections at specialized
fac1lltles (of the destruction of stocks of chemlcal weapons and the production of
supertoxic. lethal chemlcals far, permitted purposes) on the basis of. an agreed quota
is proposed as one -= I r°peat one =~ of the possible forms of such inspections.
This does not mean that we are not prepared to consider other possible forms too.
Obviously when agreement has been reachzd on procedures which are acceptaole to all,
.we_ shall. then have to work out in: detall toqether the contents of such procedures.

On a number of other specmflc issues. the Soviet deleratlon intends to give a reply in
" the Uork1n9 Group during the consideration of the relevant provisions of the future
convention., I will say, however, at once, that in our opinion many questlons call
for joint answers, =specially when they concern such matters as systematic
international on-site inspections, on which in the past many different proposals
have already been put forward by quite a large number of States.



CD/PV.178
29

(Mr. Issraelyan, USSR)

We prefer the method of bilateral and multilateral censultations with -
interested delegations in a joint search for answers to the questions which arise
in the course of negotiations. For the information of members of the Committee
I will sday that the Soviet delegation has already conducted a series of such
extremely useful bilateral consultations, in the course of which we ourselves
asked questions and we answered the questions of our partners, and we intend tq
continue this practice. We think that this is far more effective than something
more like a quiz game -~ you know: question, answer, question, answer. Anyone
really interested in finding joint answers will find a constructive partner in the
Soviet delegation. I repeat, we are ready to search for answers to any questions
which arise in the course of the negotiations, including those concerning the Soviet
draft. ’ .

I should like to refer to another matter., Every now and then an attempt is
made to steer negotiations into the labyrinth of secondary questions at a time
when agreement has not been reached on the major questions. Take, for example,
these problems of verification. While there is quite a high degree of agreement
on thce question of scope and, as we believe, the outlines of possible formulations
on the scope of the prohibition are emerging, this is not yet the case with regard to
verification issues. Nevertheless we sometimes get bogged down in a discussion of
highly specialized aspects of verification. Ve propose that agreement should be
reached on basic approaches, where this is possible, of course, and then on the
basis of such agreed approaches -- general approaches -=- we can work out the details,

The Soviet draft "Basic provisions", whose significance has been acknowledged
by almost all delegations in the Committee, are a demonstration of the Soviet Union's
interest in the speediest possible conclusion of a convention on the prohibition of
chemical weapons, and evidence of its goodwill. At the same time, we should also
like particularly to stress the fact that we are hoping -- we are very much hoping -~
for a demonstration of goodwill from the other sidz also.

This refers in particular to the United States delegation, which the other day,
and also today, expressed in the Committee its "disappointment because, allegedly,
the Soviet Union and other socialist countries do not wish to take.part in serious
discussions. The slightest acquaintance with the work of the Committee, of its
working groups and contact groups,- would suffice to arrive at quite the opposite
conclusion. It would seem that some members of the Committee are judging others by
themselves. We, for example, are not in the habit of agreeing, on the one hand, to
the setting up within the Committee of a working group on a priority aspect of
disarmament -- a nuclear-weapon-test ban, in this instance -- and then of stating
bluntly that the time is not yet ripe for the conclusion of an agreement on the
complete prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests. Judge for yourselves: who takes a
serious approach to the work of the Committee on Disarmament, and who does not?

We should like to ask the United States delegation a simple and direct
question, which certainly does not call for the assistance of experts: how does it
see its own path towards the achievement of mutually acceptable solutions, and its
readiness to take account of the position of other participants in the negotiations,
including the Soviet Union? Negotiations can be successful if all those taking part

in them strive for mutually acceptable solutions —— we¢ repeat, muitually accentable
solutiongs,
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At the end of his statement, the representative of the United States,

eferrlng to the need to ban poisonous substances, could not resist the :
tenptation to employ a peculiar type of poisonous substance -- falsehood and
calumny -- rignht in the middle of our meeting; even the reference to the President
does not in any way alter the fact that a poisonous cloud was released in this
room. We regret this, as once again the assertions by the United States of its
attachment to chemical disarmament were placed in doubt by the United States
delegation itself. The reasons for this importunate repetition of lies are well
known. One of them -- and probably the main one -- i3 to justify the United States'
policy of chemical rearmament. It is enough to mention a single fact: the

United States document (CD/264) speaks openly of the advantages of binary weapons,
which the United States is today proceeding to produce 6n a large scale.

I should like to say, finally, that the preparation of a convention on the
prohibition of chemical weapons is an urgent and priority task. All delegations
have tirelessly repeated this. Ue want to go further, and to propose concrete
steps towards the fulfilment of this priority task.

In the first place, we consider it essential that the activity of the
 Working Group, under the able guidance of our friend, Ambassador Comrade Sujka,
should not be suspended for almost six months (i.e. from practically the besinning
of September, when the Committee's session is to end, until the end of February,
when the Group will in effect be able to resume its work il are opposed to this
long interval. We are ready to agree to any generally acceptable arrangement.

The Working Group on the prohibition of chemical weapons could continue its work
now; it could resume work after a short interruption, or, lastly, it could resume
" its work at the beginning of next year, as happened this year in the. case of the
WOrklng Group on a Comprehen81ve Programme of Dlsarmament

In the second place, we consider that it would be useful to establish a
date, even if only an approximate one, for the completion of work on the convention
for the prohibition of chemical weapons. In this connection it should be borne
in mind, inter alia, that the chemicals industry is develoging today not daily but
literally hourly. A few years ago, the problem of the prohibition of binary
chemical weapons did not exist; no one was talking about it. It has now arisen
in connection with the well-known decision of the United States Government,
and this has greatly complicated the negotiations. -This, too; has been mentioned
today by all speakers with the sole exception, I believe, of the first speaker.
Yho, I ask, can suarantee that while we are squahdering precious time, and
discussing sometimes doubtful problems, new and still more dangerous types of
chemical weapons will not appear, and all the worlk we have done so far will have
been in vain, will come to naught. : :

We are pressed for time, gentlemen, on the 'question- of the prohibition of
chemical weapons.
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U MAUNG MAUNG GYI (Burma): Mr. Chairman, this present session of the:
Committee on Disarmament, following in the wake of the second special session of
the General-Assembly devoted to disarmament, and in view of what happened there,
is very much in need of fresh impetus and new initiatives in order that our work
will be more productive. 1In offering our congratulations to you, Mr. Chairman,

I would also like to add that we count on you to guide our work so that the
groundwork can be laid during the few short weeks we have at our disposal to enable
us to achieve more substantial results when we meet again next year. .

At the end of the Committee's spring session, the summing up of the work
during the years following the first special session and the submission of the
report to the second special session was quite a formidable task. However, the
late night meetings during the last week of the spring session were not in vain,
for the Committee was able to submit a credible report to the General Assembly at
its second special session. To a great extent, this was made possible by the able.
chairmanship of Ambassador Okawa, to whom we would like to express a word of thanks.

Before going into the substantive part of my statement, which is general in
nature, and since Ambassador Venkateswaran will be leaving us soon, I should like
to take this opportunity to bid farewell to him, through the distinguished
representative of India, and to wish him well for the future.

The international community had great hopes and expectations of the
second special session. However, those hopes and expectations were not realized.
It is hardly any wonder that the delegations of the Group of 21 as well as other
delegations have expressed their feelings of disappointment at the inability of the
second special session to produce the most modest of results. This situation
highlights the state of affairs of the disarmament negotiations which have been
going on in this as well as in other forums for the past years. The Committee on .
Disarmament was formed with specific terms of reference as embodied in the Final
Document. The Committee exerted its best efforts in drafting texts, submitting
proposals and adopting appropriate procedures with a view to achieving agreements.
which, in the final analysis, are the yardsticks by which we can measure its success.
A comparison can be made between this state of affairs and the preparation of an
elaborate meal when the table is laid out with the best china and silver but the
essential ingredient that would make the meal a success is missing, and that is food.
Similarly, in this Committee, we are being starved of positive achievements of a
substantive nature which are necessary for the success of the work of the Committee.
No amount of skilful drafting nor procedural manoeuvres nor the best of proposals
are likely to produce any disarmament agreement if the degree of the political will
of States is not sufficiently strong enough to want them.

The reaffirmation of the Final Document by the second special session confirms
the validity of the principles embodied therein which must continue to serve as
guiding principles for the drawing up of a comprchensive programme of disarmament,
although a fresh approach and method appears to be necessary as the work during the
previous scssion has ended in an impasse. A time for contemplation, reflection and
consultation appears to be necessary during the short time we have at our disposal
to prepare for more substantive action when we meet again next year.

Several ideas are now being advanced for the effective functioning of the
Committee on Disarmament and the letter dated 3 August from the Secretary-General to
the Chairman of this Committee contains some useful suggestions made during the
‘second special session. There are several aspects of the matter to be considered.
With regard to how long this committee should meet during its annual sessions, our
view is that the time does not appear to be ripe for expansion of the duration of the
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meetings over a longer period than at present. It is certainly not for lack of time
that the Committee has been unable to make much headway in its work. Future
consideration could be given to the question of the duration of annual sessions on
the basis of the volume of work of a substantive nature,

For reasons already well known, the summer session of the Committee will be of -
a shorter duration than is usual and it i3 not expected that we can do much in so
short a time. However, it is encouraging to see that the Committee has managed to
adopt its programme of work within a shorter time than usual, and this, to our mind,
is a good augury.

There is universal consensus that general and complete disarmament should be
the ultimate goal if we are to eradicate for all time the twin threats that most
seriously menace mankind, namely, the scourge of war and the threat to human
survival posed by nuclear weapons., There is, therefore, no greater task for this
multilateral negotiating body than to have as the foremost item on its agenda a
programme for the ultimate attainment of general and complete disarmament:. -For
this reason, the comprehensive programme of disarmament must continue to be the
means through which the goal of general and complete disarmament must be reached.
Our past inability:to draw up a comprehensive programme is, without doubt, due to
the fact that we have not been able to reconcile our views as to the principles on
which the programme should be based. We therefore feel that a meeting of minds with
regard to the principles of stages, time-frame, measures and commitment must be
reached before we can carry out the next round in the drafting exercise.

With the rapid rate of advance in the development of space technology, the arms
race now threataens to enter the realm of space. It is, therefore, urgently
necessary to prevent outer space being used for warlike purposes before it is too
late, -as the consequences of such use are likely to have a destabilizing effect on
carth itself. This delegation, therefore, supports the consideration of this item
within .a working group as first suggested by the delegation of Sweden during the-
last session, : :

The Working Group on Chemical Veapons which met in advance of this summer session
made a good start under the able chairmanship of Ambassador Sujka of Poland, There
are indeed ample grounds for optimism that progress can be made even in the short time
we have duping this summer session. It iz important to note that in dealing with
.chemical weapons we are dealing with a real disarmament measurc on weapons of mass
destruction the use of which could have devastating consequences on the civilian
population also. Negotiations in the past have made considerable progress on the
scope and definition as well as the nature of the convention. We hope that there
will be a narrowing of c¢ifferences between the two sides on the issue of verification
and compliance in the light of fresh developments at the second special session, and
this is a hopeful sign.

Limitations of strategic armaments have suffered a severe set-back with the
setting aside of the SALT II Agreecment. UNew concepts and doctrines are being advanced
which appear to make it permissible to use nuclear weapons by underrating the possible
outcome of their use. Despite tho seriousness of the situation, this Committee is
still unable to deal effectively with measures on nuclear disarmament, and efforts for
the creation.of a working group have not been possible as the rule of consensus is
being used.-in a spirit that was not intended. No doubt, bilateral discussions are
necsssary between the. great Powers which possess an overwhdélming preponderance of
these wcapons. But at the same time the multilateral aspects of dealing effectively
with them should not be ignored. The nucloar menace is a matter of universal concern
*and as such needs to be dealt with from the point of view of its multilateral aspects
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by this Committes. There are, indeed, several cogent reasons why the problem of
ridding the world of nuclear weapons should be the concern of all States, large and
small, nuclear and non-nuclear alike. For it is an undeniable fact that all of us
share a common destiny, for none of us are immunc from the threat of nuclear
annihilation. An issue of survival of all mankind must necessarily be the concern
of all States, nuclear and non-nuclecar alike. o

There is also another valid reason why a universal approach is necessary. The
prevention of the horizontal spread of nuclear weapons is an integral part of the
effort to halt and reverse the nuclear arms race. 7This would involve the mutuality
of obligations on the part of all States, both nuclear and non-nuclear alike. It is
therefore necessary to deal with this issue on a bilateral basis within this forum.

One of the basic principles of disarmament as embodied in the Final Document is
to enhance the security of States at a reduced level of armaments that would finally
lead to their complete elimination. The initiation of the process of halting the
nuclear arms race followed by progressive reduction are logical steps towards the
complete elimination of nuclear weapons. However, there is one school of thought
among the nuclear.-weapon Powers which says that the nuclear arms race cannot be halted
before nuclear arms can be reducaed. This logic defies rational concepts embodied in
the Final Document. It is now more urgent than ever to halt all aspects of the
nuclear arms race, both qualitatively and quantitatively, and draft proposals
presented at the second special session merit careful consideration during the next
regular session of the United Nations General Assembly.

While efforts are being made on nuclear disarmament, parallel efforts should be
conducted on practical measures to prevent a nuclear war., Developments indicate that
this is one area which is politically ripe for solution. For this reason we would
support the proposal made by the delegation of India to set up an ad hoc working
group under item 2 of the agenda.

The establishment of an Ad Hoc Working Group makes it possible to deal with the
parameters involved in the test ban issue. No doubt, the mandate of the Working _
Group falls far short of what is required, which in our opinion should be the conduct
of full negotiations on a comprehensive test ban treaty. Despite this shortcoming
and despite the recent disquieting indications, hope springs eternal in the human
breast and there is no alternative but to hope that this first step will make it
possible to take further steps towards comprehensive negotiations on a treaty banning
all nuclear weapon tests for all time.

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Burma for his statement and for the
kind remarks that he has addressed to the Chair. ’

Distinguished delegates, we have now exhausted the time available to us for the
meeting this morning.

If there is no objection, I propose that we suspend the plenary meeting and
resume it this afternoon at 3.30 p.m. We would then listen to those remaining
representatives inscribed to speak today and, immediately aftcrwards, I will convene
an informal mceting of the Committee to consider some organizational questions., If
there is no objection, we shall proceed in that way.

The meeting is suspended.

The meeting vas suspended at 1 p.m. and resumed at 3.30 p.m.
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The CHATRMAN: The 178th plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament is
resumed, As agreed this morning, the Committee will continue to listen to those
speakers inscribed for today's plenary meeting. I now give the floor to tne
distinguished representative of the United Kingdom, lr, Middleton,

Mr, MIDDIETON (United Kingdom): Thank you, Mr. Chairman., I should first like
to join those who have welcomed you to the Chair of the Committee for the month of
August; my delegation shares the pleasure of other delegations at seeing the Chair
occupied by a delegate wio has such a distinguished record in the field of
disarmament, particularly when he represents a State whicih is a fellow member of the
Commonwealth., I should also like to extend our deep appreciation to your predecessor,
Ambassador Okawa of Japan, who guided the Committee sgo skilfully through the period
leading up to the General Assembly's special session on disarmament,

I propose today to devote my statement entirely to the current item of our agenda,
the prohibition of chemical weapons, a topic to which the British Government has attached
great importance over a number of years, My delegation believes that of the subjects
before us at present, that of chemical weapons perhaps offers the best prospects
for progress in the near future, We therefore welcomed the early resumption of the
Chemical Weapons Working Group and we are pleased that work is now aimed at
identifying what options there are for bridging the gaps between the divergent views
of delegations on many specific issues. We hope that we shall make substantial progress
in this direction so that by the end of the session we shall have a clearer
understanding of the posszibilities for. solving several of the key issues of a
convention, '

Before discussing certain issues in some detail, I would like to turn briefly
to the consultations with teclmical experts which the Chairman of the Chemical Weapons
Group has just held. Some delegations have expressed the view that the discussion of
technical issues was complicating our work, and might delay progress towards agreement,
since many issues required political rather than technical decision. But in order to
take political decisions we need to be aware of the range of technical possibilities for
resolving particular problems. It is an unwillingness to make subgtantive
contributions to the discussion of gsucn technical issues ratlier than the technical
discussions themselves which w111 delay our progress. My delegation accordingly
attaches great importance to the continuation of the Chairman's consultations. The
consultations with technical experts should, houever, be given a precise mandate by the
Worklnb Group. The mandate drawn up for the experts' meeting this segsion produced,
in our opinion, a more fruitful discussion than in the past, and we hope that this
precedent will be followed for the next meeting.

In examining the report of the experts! meeting, I would like to reiterate the
view which my delegation expressed at-the spring session that the work on toxicity
criteria has now been taken as far as is useful for the present, although at a later
stage in our work it will be necessary to return to the protocols prepared during the
spring session to see whether they meet the needs of the convention, We would suggest
that work should now focus on the otlier topics mentioned in the report, that is, on
the technical metliods for verification, and we noje that exmerts will come to the
next meeting ready to contribute to the discussion.

I should now like to offer views on some substantive aspects of a convention on
chemical weapons, and in particular on the question of the declarations whkch will
need to be included in such a convention. As worlk on the convention has evolved over



CD/PV.178

22

(Mr, Middleton, United Kingdom)

the last few years, it has become clear that the filing of detailed declarations by
States parties will have a key role to play in ensuring confidence in the treaty
regime, Without detailed declarations, adequate verification of the convention will
be almost impossible, since it is clear that checks cannot be made, for example that
all chemical weapons have been destroyed, unless we first know what chemical
weapons a State holds,

In our view, declarations will fall into three categories., The first. category
will comprise those declarations which should be made soon after the convention
enters into force. Such declarations should cover the following key areas:

(a) Whether or not a State possesses chemical weapons and facilities for their
production;

(b) The stocks of chemical weapons and facilities for the production and
filling of such weapons held by States;

(c) Plans for the destruction or, where appropriate, diversion for permitted
purposes of declared stocks of chemical weapons;

(d) Plans for the destruction, dismantling or, where appropriate, conversion
of declared facilities for the production and filling of chemical weapons,

These declarations should be detailed and accurate, and should include information on,
inter alia:

The number and location of. stockpiles;

The number and location of production facilities for both chemical agents and
munitions, as well as munition-filling facilities;

The quantity of individual agents held and their concentration categorized by
named agents;

The type and quantity of munitions, including any stocks of empty munitions
specifically designed for chemical charges;

The capacity of production facilities and the agents or munitions which they
produce, .

The above- declarations chould, in our view, cover both single-purpose chemical
agents, and dual-purpose chemical agents above a certain level of toxicity,
together with key precursors, including those for use in binary munitions. If
stockpiles cf dual-purpose agents are held for commercial rather than militaxry
purposes, the commercial purpose should be stated, In addition, it will be necessary
to declare in detail the plans for the destruction or diversion of stocks and
production facilities,

The second type of declaration, which will need to be made at periodic
intervals until all stocks and production facilities have been destroyed, will
contain progress repcrts on the destruction process, and should give details of the
timing of destruction programmes, the place where the destruction will take place, the
quantities of munitions and individual named agents to be destroyed, and so on,
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The third type of declaraticn will be required throughout the life of the
)convention, since a number of activities will ccntinue to require monitoring., These
declarations should cover any production of supertoxic agents for permitted purpcses
such as medical and protective measures. Details should bhe given of the quantities
of speclfic agents producel, the lccation, capacity and capability of the production
facility, and the purpcose for which the agents are intended., Declarations will also
need to.be made about the nroducticn for civilian purposes of Aual-purpose agents
above a certain level of toxicity, giving details of the nvmber, location, capacity,
capability and turnover of production facilities for such dual-purnose agents, If
possible; details of transfers of these agents should alco be given, together with
declarations on the number and nature of commercial research programmes intc toxic
‘agents for peaceful purposes, States must, of course, protect *the interests of the
commercial indusiries, but it would build confidence if parties had some idea of the
research taking place in other countiries.

I should now like to offer some preliminary comments on document CD/294, tabled
at the beginning of the session by the Soviet delemation. 1Ify delegzation welcomes this
serious contribution to our worl, and appreciates tiie detailed expositicn of the
ideas contained in it which vaz given to ug this morning by the distinguished '
representative of the Soviet Unicn., We should, however, like to place on record scme
of the points which occurred to us in studying this document.

Firstly, on the section entitled "Scope of the Prohibition". Whilst recognizing
that toxicity parameters have yet to be set for the various categories of agents, I
should record here our view that irritant agents intended primarily for civil law ..
enforcement should be excluded from a convention., There would then be no need for
declarations of annual production as proposed in secition II, paracraph 7, or for the
negotiation of a ban on their transfer to non-States parties. To attempt tc cover these
materials in this Treaty would, we believe, complicate the discussion excessively and
reduce the prospect of agreement.

On another point of detail, paragraph 2 of the secticn entitled "Elimination
or temporary conversion of facilities which provide capacities for production of
chemical weapons" doec not make clear that all chemical weapons production facilities,
except those authorized for permitted production, should be made inoperative for
production purposes soon after the treaty comes into effect for any State., Tor
practical reasons there will, however, be a time-lay between the cegsation of
production and the destructlicon or dismentling of the production facilities. My
delegation would therefore ask the Soviet delegation what errangements: it envisages
for the mothhalling of all chemical weapone production facilities, spart from those
intended for the destruction of stockpiles, wntil their final dismantling or
destruction tales place.

My delegation would also welcome clarificution from the Soviet delegation of
the verification provisions included in CD/294, since some of the ideas contained in
this document have not previously been put forward by the Soviet Unicn. Delegations
will no doubt recall the detailed paper on verification and the monitoring of compliance
tabled by the United Kingdom delegation in the Committee on Disarmement on
18 February. This document, read in conjunction with similar paperc tabled by the
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delegations of the Netherlands and the Federal Republic of Germany, outlines many of
the detailed procedures we consider necessary in order adequately to ensure the
compliance of States with a chemical weapons treaty.

Although this subject is not addressed in our own paper, the United Kingdom can
certainly accept the setting up of national committees to oversee internal .
compliance as proposed ‘in document {D/294 but a decision to set up such a committee
would in our view lie witii each State party. We would also reiterate our view that
greater emphasis should be put on international verification measures controlled
by the consultative committee., The text of a convention should emphasize in this
connection the need for effective measures for systematic inspection of the
destruction of stockpiles and production facilities, The Soviet draft mentions
quotas for such inspections., The distinguished representative of the Soviet Union
touched on this point this morning, but my delegation would still welcome further
clarification. It seems to us that depending on circumstances, representatives of
the consultative committee may need to maintain a permapent presence at destruction
sites and a "quota" may not be sufficient, Furthermore, we believe that a convention
should provide for challenge inspection of general industrial chemical facilities
which have a capacity for chemical weapons production, even if thev are not declared
as chemical weapons plants, and also for measures to check the declared volumes of
accumulated stockpiles. It would also, in our view, be necessary to agree on the
machinery by which States parties could assess, within tie framework of the
consultative committee, whether the explanations of an accused party which declines
on~-site inspection were sufficiently convincing.

As outlined in our own paper on verification, we consider that the censultative
comnittee should be a permanent body established at the entry into force of the
chemical weapons convention, Such an arrangement would help to ensure early
investigation by the Committee of alleged contraventions of the treaty. We note
that the Soviet Union has refrained from elabcrating on many of the functions and
powers of the consultative committee, It ig, for instance; not altogether clear
from document CD/294 whether, in cases of suspected violations, requests for
information and for on-site inspection can be made to the consultative committee
itself, so that its representatives might carry out inspections on behalf of one
or more States parties, or vhether the role of the Committee would be limited simply
to passing on bilateral requests for such visits., In our view, only after the
consultative committee haz itself been directly involved in making at least one
request for on-site inspection, and these requests have been refused, should the
matter be taken to the Security Council of the United Nations.

I apologize if my remarks have seemed fto some delegations excessively technical,
but my delegation believes that we have reached the stage where detailed discussion
of such points is appropriate and necessary if the progress we are all seeking is to
be achieved, My delegation would welcome comments on our own ideas and look forward
to a response from the Soviet delegation to the comments we have made on its paper.
We shall also study with care the detailed statement made by the distinguished
representative of the Soviet Union this morning. We look forward to a further
exchange of views in tiae Working Group.
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The CHATRMAN: I thank the representative of the United Kingdom for his
statement and for the kind remarks that he has addressed to the Chair., I now give
the floor to the distinguished representative of India,

Mr, SARAN (India): Mr. Chairman, I have asked for the floor to make a brief
statement for the purpose of introducing document CD/309 submitted to the Committee
on behalf of my delegation. I believe that copies of the document in English have
been circulated this morning by the secretariat.

In its statement before the plenary meeting of the Committee on 3 August, my
delegation put forward a proposal for the setting up of an ad hoc working group
under item 2 of our agenda, on the prevention of nuclear -war. We are grateful to
those delegations which have come forward in support of our proposal.

It is in order to enable the Committee to come to a quick decision on this
proposal that my delegation has now put forward the text of a possible mandate for
the proposed working group for consideration by members of the Committee, It is a
simple and straightforward formulation., The task of the ad hoc working group
would be to reach agreement on anpropriate and practical measures for the prevention
of nuclear war, taking into account all existing proposals and future initiatives
on this urgent and most vital issue.

As Ambagsador Venkateswaran stated on 3 August before this Committee, all States
have agreed on the urgent need to prevent the outbreak of nuclear war, which would
have devastating consequences for tiie vhole of mankind., Survival is a matter of
universal concern and we venture to hope that there is consensus in this Committee
to embarl seriously and earnestly on negotiations on practical measures for the
prevention of nuclear war, If we fail to agree even on this modest proposal, it
would display both cynicism and lack of sensitivity in this Committee with regard -
to the deep concern and anxiety thiat countries and peoples all over the world feel
on this vital issue. Let us reassert the relevance of this Committee to the most
pressing concern of the peoples of the world, Let us grasp this opportunity to
offer some hope and encouragement to those thousands upon thousands of ordinary
people from all walks of life, who in unprecedented public demonstrations and
statements have appealed to us to respond to thelr genuine fears and anxieties
and take urgent action to prevent a nuclear catastrophe.

Mr. Chairman, may.l request you accordingly to convene as soon as possible
one or more informal meetings, as may be necessary, to discuss the proposal for
setting up an ad hoc working group on the prevention of nuclear war and its proposed
mandate so that an early decision may be taken on it. The matter is urgent and we
need to get down to substantive work without delay. ’
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The CHAIRMAN: That concludgs my list of speakers for today. Does any other
delegation wish to take the floor?

'Mr, WEGENER (Federal Republic of Germany): Mr. Chairman, I'would like to
make a brief statement in my capacity as the current Chairman of the Ad Hoc¢ Working
Group on Radiological VWeapons. As you are aware, at the beginning of our session
I wrote to all heads of delegations asking their guidance on how to proceed on the
subject-matter. Since that time I have received quite a few replies, many of them
comprehensive and complete, which is heartening: I feel generally encouraged by
that response. Many delegations have not yet replied, however, and I have taken
the floor to urge them to forward their replies to me, perhaps within the next
week. I intend to start a process of informal consultations with delegations on
the basis of the repliés received as of 20 August.

The CHATRMAN: Does any other delégation wish to take the floor?.

May I suggest that we now hold a short informal meeting to consider some
organizational matters. We would later resume the plenary meeting and take action
on any decisions that might be necessary in the light of our.discussions at the
informal meeting. If there is no objection, we will proceed accordingly.

1t was so decided.

The plenary meeting was suspended, at 4.1 p.m. and resumed at 4,20 p.m.

The CHAIRMAN: The 173th plenary meeting of .the Committee is resumed.. May I
put before the Committee for decision the appointment of Ambassador Curt Lidgard
of Sweden as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban. If there
is no objection, I will take it that the Committee appoints Ambassador Lidgard for
that position.

There is no objection.

Yt was so decided.

The CHAIRMAN: #tay I extend to Ambassador Lidsard my congratulations and
those of the whole Committce for his appointment to such an important position,
T wish him success in the complex and vital questions to be considered by the
Vorkinm Group. His outstanding qualities as a. diplomat will provide the necessary
leadership to achieve successful results. But he will also need the co-operation
of all the membzrs of the Committee to achieve that obJectlve and I appeal te all
to co-operate with him earnes tly.

Does any delegate wish to take the floor?

Mr. LIDGARD (S weden) Mri Chairman, I want to thank my colleagues around the
table here for thc confidence they have shown in me in appointing me to this task,
and to thank you, Mr. Chairman, for the very kind words you have cxpressed to me.

I cannof. hide the fact that the Swedish delegation has accepted this important task
after a good dzal of hesitation. Firstly, we would have preferred to have had

the opportunity to prepare ourselves more carefully than the short notice we have
been given has allowed us to do.



CD/PV.178
4c

(Mr. Lidgard, Sweden)

Secondly, we consider the question of a comprehensive test ban as of very
great importance. We have for a very long time done everything within our capacity
in order to promote its early negotiation and achievement. The decision on the
mandate for the Working Group must by all accounts be considered as insufficient
for the purpose of genuine ancgotiations on a CTB... However, wa have accepted it
as the only possibility within reach.for at least starting a negotiation process.
We hope that our work will speed up the political process which will lead to a
decision by the nuclear-weapon States to engage in negotiations on a. CTBT. We
also hope that we shall be able to prepare the ground in order to facilitate the
future negotiations on verification measures and thereby shorten that part of the
negotiations, :

I want to emphasizz that we have accepted this task on the specific condition
that the two major nuclear-weapon powers will co-operate in earnest to achieve what
can be achieved within our mandate. I envisage that we shall therefore make a
real effort to examine substantially the verification aspects of a CTB. The
verification issues can, however, not be examined in the abstract. We have to be
in agreement at least on a worklng hypothH31s as regards the scope of the. treaty.
My own assumption is that for this purpose what has to be verified is a prohibition
of all nuclear explosions in all environments for all time to coma. Flnally, I
want to makc clear that my appointment to the Chairmanship in no way changes the
previously announced intentions of the Swedish delegation to submit, at an
appropriate time, a revised version of the draft treaty which Sweden submitted
to the CCD in 1977.

Mr. TIAN JIN (China) (translated from Chinese): Mr. Chairman, the Chinese
delegation would lika to make a statement on the question of the Working Group on
a comprehensive test ban.

We fully understand the desire of many non-=nuclear-wecapon States to set up in
the Committee on Disarmament a working group on a CTB with a view to curbing the
nuclear arms race. It is precisely out of this consideration that we do not object
to the setting up of a working group on a CIB and to its activities.

However, we have consistently held that a nuclear test ban is only one aspect
of nuclear disarmament, as is also affirmed in paragraph 51 of the Final Document
which states that "the cessation of nuclear-weapon testing by all States within
the framework of an effective nuclear disarmament process would be in the 1ntercst
of mankind®™. 1In fact, when the Supurpowers possess huge nuclear arsenals, a mere
cessation of nuclear testing would not lessen the threat of nuclear war, let alone
eliminate it. The cessation of nuclear testing must be carried out in conjunction
with substantial reductions in their nuclear arsenals. This is the way which would
be conducive to the lessening of the nuclear threat and the maintenance of
international peace and security.

Here, I would like to refer to the "“proposal on the essential measures for
an immediate halt to the arms race and for disarmament™ put .forward by the
Chinese delegation at the second special session of the General Assembly devoted
to disarmament. The main contents of this proposal in respect of nuclear disarmament
are: ‘
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All nuclear-weapon States should reach an agreement on the non-use of:nuclear
weapons. Pending this, the¢ nuclear-weapon States should each undertake '
unconditionally not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-
weapon States or nuclear-weapon-frec zones and not Lo be the first to use nuclear
weapons against each other at any time or under any circumstances.

The Soviet Union and the United States should csase all nuclear tests, stop
the qualitative improvement and manufacturc of any kind of nuclear weapons and
reduce by 50 per cent their existing nuclear arsenals, including all types of -
intercontinental, medium-range and other tactical nuclear weapons as well as their
means of de 11vury. Thereafter, all nuclear-weapon States should undertake to
cease all nuclear tests, stop the qualitative improvement and manufacture of
their nuclear weapons and raoduce their respective nuclear weapons and means of
dellvery according to a rcasonable proportion and procedure to be agreed upon.

This proposal is predicated on the present state of nuclear armaments. It
underscores the special responsibility the Superpowers should assume. It also
spells out the corresponding obligation which my country is preparced to undertake.
This is China‘'s basic position on nuclecar disarmament and a nuclear test ban. '

Based on the above consideration, the Chinese delegation will not, for the
tlmu being, varticipate in the Working Group on a CTD.

Mr. DE BEAUSSE (France) (translated from French): I do not intend to make
a long statement. I simply want to remind members of the Committee that my
delegation®s position on the subject just raised by the distinguished representative
of China was explained in detail by Mr. de la Gorce at the plenary meeting held
on 5 August; and, as the Committee knows, we too shall not be participating in
the work of the Working Group the constitution of which you have Jjust announced

Mr, HERDER (German Democratic Republic): Mr. Chairma-, I have listened to
the last two statements with pgreat interest and for the time being I would like
to put on record that this scems to be the first time that we are facing such a
situation, when two important member States of this body, nuclear-weapon States,
are dissociating thems::lves from participation in a subsidiary body which was
created after long and strenuous- cfforts, to solve one of the priority items on
our agenda, item number 1, the prohibition of nuclear wcapons tests. Since. this
is the first time that we are being confronted with such an attitude, it would
certainly be prematurc to try to draw conclusions from this fact. That is why
I would merely like to say at this junciure that, taking into account these
declarations, we will certainly have to reflect on what impact such an attitude
might have on the consideration of this item, in particular with regard to the
newly established Working Group -- the establishment of which we welcome
wholeheartedly, and for the crcation of which we have undertaken so many efforts
in the past.

Me. OKAWA (Japan): Mr. Chairman, I would like to place on record the
disappointment and regret of my delegation on learning that the delegations of
two nuclear-weapon States will not be participating in the work of the Ad Hoe
Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban, on the establishment of which we so
laboriously negotiated at the spring session.
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Mr. ISSRAELYAH (Union of Sovict Socialist Republics) (translated from Russian):
In conncction with the statementis of the representatives of France and Ching, -
dzclaring that those delegations will not participate in the work of the Ad Hoc
Vorking Group on a Nuclear Test Ban, th» Soviet delegation reserves its right to
define lat=r its attitude to the situation thus creaved, which is unpraecedented
in the work of our Committee.

Mr, IJEWERE (Nigeria): While we regret the announcement made by our
distinguished collaaguis from China and France witch rogard to their
non~participation in th: work of the NTB Working Geoup, wé would like to place
on record the fact that the prescnt situation in the world has created what I
would deseribe as 'nuclear 3p4rth¢id" I am not going to try to guess the reaﬁons
for the decision of th: Chinese and Fraencn dblvga51ons, but in my own “stlmat10n>
the present situation in the world, in"reogard to the attitude of some nuclear-
weapon powers, is to create a sort of nuclear aEa“Lh“l whercby they are regarded
as being sd responsible that they can possess and multiply nuclear weapons while
others cannot. I do not think that maKss for democracy; I do not think it makes
for logic, and I do not think it mak:s for the peacuful settlement of Lhc nuclear
issue. -

Mr. SARAN (India): First of all, I would like to congratulate . :
Ambassador Lidgard of Swodzn on his appointment as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Uorklng
Group on a Nuclear Test Ban. Ue would le to wish him all success in his
assignment and pledge to him the full co< lope “atlon ‘of our dhlﬁthlon-

In resoonsb’to the statement made by Ambassador Lidgard on his appointment
a8 Chalrman,‘as also by other delzgations, T 'would like to place on record the '
consistent position of my GUVanmvnt concerning the cessation of nuclear wLapon
testing., Tt i3 our view that the aim of a treaty on a nuélear test ban is the
mengral end completz cessation of the testing of nuclear weapons by all States
in all environments for all time to come. Our delegation’s approach to the work
of the Working Group on a Nuclwear Test Ban will be determined by the consistent
policy of our Government. : :

Me. WUNEZ MOSQUERA (Cuba) (iranslated from Spanish): Ue. Chairman, the
head of my d-:legation will have an opportunity to offer you our congratulations
on your assumption of the chairmanship of ths Committec for this month at the
nexs plenary moeting. I have asked for the floor in order also to congratulate
Ambassador Lidgard on his unanimous clection as Chairman of the Ad Hoe Working
Group on a Nuclear Test Ban which was ¢scablishcd by the Committee at its spring
session this year. Like the Indian delugation, the delegation of Cuba will
partlclpaug in the work of ‘the Yorking Group buaring in mind the whole range of
issues involved in a menceral and complets cessation of nuclear weapons thsts.

I should also like to take the opportunity to support document CD/309 submitted
by the delegation of Tndia with respect to the sztting up of an ad _hoc working
aroup on the prevention of nuclear war, and co exprass ny delcg~tlon regret at
the situation that will be creatnd for the Ad Hoe Working Group on a Nuclear.
Test Ban if two nuclear-weapon - Statﬁs do noL “take part in it.
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Mr. de SOUZA E SILVA (Brazil): Mr. Chairman, I would also like 'to
congratulate at the same time as thanking Ambassador Lidgard for taking charge |
of the Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban. As a matter of fact, I .think this
Working Group should normally be chaired by a member of the Group of 21, and,:
in the view of my delegation, in the Group of 21 there is no onas better qualified
than Ambassador Lidgard to assume that office. May I add. that I should like to
place on record the disappointment of my delegation at the decision that we have
Just heard from our distinguished colleagues from the People's Republic of China
and France. I reserve the right of my.delegation to revert to this subjeet at
a later stage. ' o o ' '

Mr, SUTRESNA (Indonesia):. Mr. Chairman, this is a rather unique situation
that for the first time my delegation is confronted with. On thz one hand,
I have just noted with great plceasure and satisfaction the fact that our
colleague and dear friend from Sweden, Ambassador Lidgard, has graciously
accepted the great responsibility of exercising the function of Chairman of
the Working Group on a iuclear Test Ban. On the other hand, I cannot hide my
feeling of profound regret and disappointment that two nuclear-wcapon States
have just declared their unwillingness to participatce in the work of that
particular Working Group. I thought, as I belizve did many others around this
table, that the activity of the Working Group could lead to the furtherance of
the work of the Committec relating to disarmament. My delegation also reserves
the right to address this question in greater detail in due course.

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (iMexico) (translated from Spanish): Mr. Chairman, since
I explained the position of my delegation with regard to the mandate of the
Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban at some length very recently, at the
Committee’s 175th meeting, held on 3 asugust, I can be very brief today and
simply say that our position remains unchanged. As regards the declarations we
have heard today and which my delegation deplores «- the declarations of the
distinguished representatives of China and France -- my delegntion hopes that
this situation will not bz used as a pretext for nullifying or slowing down the
negotiations that will, we hopce, be conducted seriously in the Working Group
towards the goal of the cessation of nuclear weapon testing, which is stated
in the precamble to the partial test-ban Treaty of 1963 and recaffirmed in the
preamble to the Treaty on the Non=-Proliferation of Nuclear Veapons and is
implicit in article VI of that Treaty. We venture to hope that if the Working
Group is successful in its undertaking, even if with the participation of only
three nuclear-weapon powers, it would be very difficult for the other two to
continue their refusal,

The CHAIRMAN: T thank the representative of Mexico for his statement.
May we now turn to another subject? As I noted earlicr, at the informal meeting,
the first meeting of the Working Group will be held tomorrow, Friday, 13 August,
at 3 p.m. The sccretariat has circulated today an informal paper containing
the time-tablefor meetings of the Committce and its subsidiary bodies for next
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week. The time-table is, of coursc, indicative, as usual, and subject to change,
if need be. That applies particularly to the possibility of scheduling, if
necessary, informal meetings of the Committes. If thare is no objection, I Will
consider that the Committee adopts the time-table for next week.

It was so dééided.

The CHAIRMAH: The next plenary mecting of the Committee will be held on
Tuesday, “17 August, .at 10.30 a.m. The plenary mecting stands adjourned.

The meeting rose at 4.45 p.n.
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The CHATRMAN: T declare open éhe 179th plenary meeting of the Commifﬁée*onf
bisarmament, ’ T o

The Committee continues today its.consideration of item 2 of its,agenda,
"Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament', = However, in -
accordance with rule %0 of the rules &f procedure, members wishing to do so may
make statements on any other subject relevant to the work of the Commlttee.

I have on my list of speakers for today the representatives of Higeria, Italy,
the Hetherlands, the German Democratic Republic, Hungary, China, Australia and
Norway. .

First of all, allow me to extend a warm welcome in the Committee to the
representative of iiorway, iAmbassador Vaern%, diplomat of wide experlenc@.ggdifor
a long time associated with disarmament matters. Ambassador Vaern¢ has been
since 1977 special adviser on disarmament matters tc the Foreign Ministry of Noxway
and since 1978 Director-General of the Ministry's Department of Policy Planning-
and Research. He was the leader of the Norwegian delegations to toth the first and
the second special sessions of the General Lssembly devoted to digsarmament and .
Chairman cof the 1980 Review Conference of the Convention banning. blologlcal weapons.
Ltmbassador Vaern¢ is .also Chairman of the Poreign Ministry's Advisory. Council. on
Disarmament and Arms Control, )

I now give the floor to the first speaker on my list, the distinguished
representative of Hdigeria, llis Bxcellency Ambassador Ijewere,

Vir, IJEWERE (Higeria): Mr. Chairman, it is a matter of great satisfaction to
my delegation to see you —— the representative of a brotherly non-aligned African
country -- presiding over the meetings of this Committee for the month of August.
From the competent way ysu have conducted the Commitlcels affairs, you have
demonstrated your wealth of experience and diplomatic skill, and I pledge the
co~operation anc support of my delegation in the accomplishment of your difficult
task, My good friend and colleague, Ambassador Jkawa, alsc deserves our
gratitude for a Jjob well dene during the spring session. Hy hearty words of
welcome go to our new colleague, Ambassador Datcu of Romania, and 1 look forward
to working closely with him. We say farewell to our versatile and amiable friend,
hmbassador Venkateswaran of India, who leaves Geneva finally at the end of this
week.

ixteen years ago, I had the honour of sitéing in this hallowed chamber
representing my country in the 18-Fation Disarmament Committee. My feeling then
was that the arms race was a symptom of en underlying disease and that if we could
~ure that disease tlie symptom would go away. A1l good physicians, I know, make
a digtinction between a dicease and its symptoms, and in general their
prescriptions aim at curing the disease and not the symptons,

aAfter the unqualified failurc of the scoeend apecial session of the
General Assembly devoted o disarmament, I am more convinced by this line of
reasoning regarding the arms race and disarmament negotiations than I was
sixteen years ago. If T may paraphrase the words of my distinguished Chinece
colleague, to catch a fish you don't climb a tree; you go to the river.
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Depending upon cne's angle of vision, the failure of the second special session
can be attributed to many factors. To my mind come of these factors are:

(1) Tirst, the scnse of unrealism which has provided the basis of some of
the theoretical abstractions that have evolved in this Committee; and

(i1) Secondly, the lack of politicel will on the part of the big military
powers represented in this body. In this connection I wish to recall
that a distinguished member of this Committee reminded us during the
spring session that political will ic not manufactured here in Geneva,
It is brought from home. In other words, what can be achieved in
Geneva depends largely on the assessment of the international situwation
by our respective Governments and the security requirements called for
by such assessment.

I wonder if one can talk geriously asbout disarmament without attempting to
answer the question, what are the causes of the arms race or why are nations, on
the whole, unwilling to disarm? Some cf the statements that have been made in’
this hall since the beginning of the spring session seem to point at the correct
answers, The distinguished representative of China, Minister Tian Jin, has already
advised us against looking for a fish on top of a tree. Mrs. Inga Thorsson, leader
of the Swedish delegation, in her statement on 5 August, gave reasons why we fared
better at the first special session than at the second, ohe acknowledged the fact
that the first special session tock place "at a time when international relations,
and relations between the two Superpowers in particular, were infinitely better
than now, " $till on the same point, Ambassador louis Fields of the United States
'said on 10 August that "the CD has failed to produce a single treaty. This is
attributed tc various causes. But in the view of my delegation the real lesson of
the second snecial session is that this negotiating body cannot confine itself to a
narrow view of the world. If it does, it is in danger of becoming irrelevant to
its true objective." To my mind, thies is a profound statement not only because of
the graphic way it has been put, but also because of the relevance of the Message
it contains.

It can be shown that most agreements in the area of disarmament negotiations
have taken place during veriods of an agreeable international climate. The partial
test-ban Treaty of 1963, the non-proliferation Treaty of 1968 and the Salt agreements
which were signed in the era of détente are examples of progress in disarmament
negotiations made under a favourable international climate.

If it is possible tu establish a relationship between success in disarmament
negotiations and a favourable international climate, will it not be worth our while
to make serious efforts at improving the international climate while at the same
time working hard on disarmament negotiations? I am not going to suggest that a
working group be set up here or elsewhere within the United ilations system to
moniter the observance of the United Wations Charter by member States with particular
reference to Article 2, paragraph /4. If such a group were set up, its work would
have a catalytic effect not only on the propramme of disarmament but on disarmament
negotiations generally.
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Today we are all witnesses to the ever-increasing arms race by the Superpowers
and other nuclear-weapon States, a sad reflection of the disorder and lawlessness
in international affairs. This race, and the competitiveness it breeds, have had
their spill-over effects in other regions of the world, especially the third world
where, as we all know, all the wars since 1945 have taken place. This has brought
untold hardship to millions of vecple in the third world and hindered, in no small
measure, the process of economic development.

My delegation is convinced that the time is overdue for this Committee to devote
some informal meetings to discussions on the close relationship between disarmament
and ‘development, and we hope that at its 1983 seéssion the Committee on Disarmament
will allocate time for this important agenda item.

Permit me now to comment briefly on the Committee's work programme for this
sesgsion, My delegation agrees that the short period available to us this session
compels us to be selective and deal cnly with matters of the utmost urgency and
priority on our a2genda. Ve therefore support the immediate convening of the
Ad Hoc VWorking Group on a Huclear Test Ban. We are of the view that the limited
mendate, with all its pitfalls, should not close the 'door to further proposals and
initiatives that would make more realistic the present sketchy terms of reference.
My delegation welcomes the unanimous election of Ambassador Curt Lidgard as ‘the
Chaiyman of the Working Grouyp., While regretting the decision of two nuclear-weapon
states not to participate in the work of the Working Group, I believe that their
action reflects the degree of uncertainty in the international climate. My
delegation is of the opinion that the failure of the nuclear-weapon States to abide
by the provisions of Article VI of the nuclear non-proliferation Treaty has created
a situation of nuclear apartheid which does not help in solving the nuclear vproblem.

My delegation regrets that the credibility and effectiveness of this Committee
continue to be Jeopardized owing to its failure to embark upon multilateral
negotiations on the urgent and priority question of the cessation of the nuclear
arms race and nuclear disarmament. The spontaneous enthusiasm that '"peace
movements" have so far manifested has demonstrated the world-wide conviction of
the unacceptability of the nuclear-weapon option.

We fully agree with a nuclear freeze option, a cut-off in the production of
fissionable materials for weapon purposes, and a halt to the further manufacture
of nuclear weapons.

Ve again recuest that the Group of 21's proposals contained in document CD/180
be tabled immediately before the Committee for a decision. My delegation agrees
with the Indian delegation that there is enough material in the replies of all
States, and especially the nuclear-weapon bHtates, to the Secretary-General's HNote
in response to General Agssembly resolution 36/81 B, for this Committee to devote
time to discuss measures on how to prevent a nuclear war. We also support the
Indian proposal for the setting up of a working group on the prevention of nuclear
war.,

While welcoming the Geneva bilateral talks on intermediate-range nuclear and
strategic arms, we hope that in future the scope will be broad enough to cover all
weapon systems, Ve also Jjoin the call that this forum should not turn into a
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secret cult with a deliberate news black-out. Indeed, this Committee and the
entire international community have the right to be informed of the state of the
negotiaticns.

The prevention cf the arms race in outer space ig another key issue on the
Committee's agenda. We see ite urgency in the over-all process of nuclear
disarmament. The increased militarization of outer space manifests a more
dangerous trend in the arms race, and my delegation stands firm in the conviction
that outer space ceonstitutes = common heritage of mankind te be used exclusively
for peaceful purpcses. Vlhile we favour the estabklishment of an ad hoc working
group on the subject, it is our view that the scope of the convention must be
comprehensive enough to cover anti-satellite weapon systenms.

The fact that at its second special session the General Assembly was not able
to agree on a comprehensive programme of disarmament is both disappointing and
frustrating, but my delegation is not diccouraged. We gtill believe that a CFD
with specific and ccnerete internaticnal measures of disarmament and a clear-cut
order of priorities, tc be implemented within a given time-span, provides hope for
the achievement of general and complete disarmament. ¥hile agreeing that the
Working Group should be kept in aebeyance during the remaining part of the 1982
session to allow for reflections and informel consultations under the able leadership
of rmbassador Garcfa Robles, we hope that this period of meditation will not be a
pretext for dilatory tactics on the part of these delegations that want to see the
programme vermanently put away. My delegation maintains the same attitude with
regard to the ad hoc working groups on negative security assurances end radiological
weapons. The "cooling off" period should also vrovide sufficient time for
rethinking especially among the nuclear-weapon states, whose pelitical input has
remained elusive in the course of negotiations. The informal consultations could
perheps succeed in providing compromise soluticns to the problems,

My delegation welcomed the Committee'!s decizicn to concentrate negotiations
during this summer session on chemical weapcons., We believe that these weapons,
next only %o nuclear weapons, constituts the most dangerousn weapons of mass
destruction, Hewever, we are under nc illuzion aboul the hard bargaining necessary
to achieve even modest success in this area, having regard to the fixed positions
of the two major blocs. My delegetion will, as usual, continue to co-operate
actively with Ambassador Sujka of Poland, whom we are hapny to see guiding the work
of the ad hoc¢ Yorking Group.

My delegation was one of those that listened with rapt attention to
Ambassador Fields of the United States when he set forth, a few months ago, his
country's approach to the achievement of o complete and verifiable prohibition
of chemical weapons. Un that occasion, we were informed that the United States
intended to modernize its chemical weapons warfare capability because a potential
adversary had not joined the United States in reducing ite ocwn chemical warfare
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capability and had also greatly increédsed its own chemical warfare capability,
thus threatening the security of the United States, and as if this were not enough,
this adversary had doubts as to whether it was complying with the Biological
Weapons Convention. At that {ime, my delegation joined the delegation of bLweden
in saying that the United States modernization programme would only start an
irrational chemical weapons race that would further complicate the work of the
chemical weapons Yorking Group. ‘e gtill hold +his view.

My delegation again listened with interest to the United States intervention
on 12 August 1982, and we agreed with the view eXpressed that the verification
and compliance arrangements of a future chemical weapons convention ehould be
truly effective in order to ensure a complete and verifiable prohibition of
chemical weapons,

We have stated on a number of occasions our position on the verification
provisions of a future chemical weapcons convention, and we would like to say
once more that a chemical weapons convention should provide for a combination
of national and international means c¢f verification which should complement
and supplement each other. Strict reliance on national verification measures
in our view is not realistic and cannct generate international confidence in a
chemical weapons convention, Cn the issue of verification, there are fundamental
differences of approach and only by narrowing the differences can any real
progress be made in elaborating a convention, My delegation therefcre welcomes
the USSR draft general provisicns which obvicusly is a basis for further
concrete work. At this juncture, we would only like to stress that we feel
that the future chemical weapons convention must ensure the destruction of
chemical warfare agents, munitions and devices, as well as the destruction and
dismantling of chemical weapons means of wroduction. While we have generally
agreed that this should be completed within ten years after the convention has
entered into force, we would support a mechanism to conclude this earlier, in
order to ensure wider and auick adherence tc the convention, which would enhance
international confidence and contribute to the disgermament process. While the
verification provisions are still a major hurdle to be crossed, the protlem
of the scope of the convention still deserves some attention, Yhile my
delegation noted the views expressed by the 3oviet Union, we continue to hold
the view that. there is no legal difficulty in including a provision relating
to use, since such a provision will strengthen the 1925 Frotocol by adding
measures of verification te it, and since even if a ban on the production of
chemical weapons is immediate, the weapons will still be retained in the period
between the coming into force of the convention and the time-frame for total
destruction, 411 the same, only a significant change in the political will
of certain States will ensure the required vrogress on this question, The
important element for my delegation ig that there chould be an effective provision
in the convention recalling the vrrovisions of the Geneva Protocol that chemical
weapons should not be used and for an effective mechanism for verification
of the use of chemical weapons,
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The failure of this organ tc record any significant progress since .
its inception continues to be a matter of paramount concern. Ferhaps it
is relevant now to take a second look at this machinery and see vhether there
exist any other ways by which the effectiveness of this multilateral
negotiating body could be enhanced. Although we have no illusion in retaining
the principle that there is no substitute for frankness and goocdwill, our ‘
experience has shown that some of our organizational procedures need 1o be
reviewed veriodically for the Committee to be action-oriented.

The rule of consensus, and the way this has been used in the Committeé
to obstruct even straightforward issues like matters of procedure, clearly
comes to mind, Rules are made for man and not man for rules.. My delegation
holds :the view that this body is competent to review such rules as are found
-to-be.restrictive -and obstructive rather than helpful.

Other proposals have been tatled concerning, for example, giving the
ad hoc working groups a free hand to determine their working procedures, the
p0351b111ty of the Committee's working for a longer veriod, and changing the
-name to raise the status of this negotiating body. £11 these are useful
proposals that this Committee could examine and make appropriate recommondutlons
on to the General Assembly at its thirty-seventh session.

The issue of expansion, however, needs a careful and cbjective consideration
if the purpose is to enhance theeffectiveness of the Commiittee. My delegation,
while agreeing in principle that ample opportunity should be given to all
States Members of the United lations to pariicipate as obazervers in the work
of the Committee, nevertheless believes that the present number is adequate
for the purposes of negotiation. This does not mean that we are ovposed to
a limited expansion of membershin which must take into account geographical
spread in addition to the-positive contribution of non-members to disarmament
efforts. It ig only in-this way that a balanced representatlon of the
international community can be ensured,

These are specific issues, necessary preconditicns for preogress. We
cannot afford to spend precious time in thie beautiful chamber like Emperor Nero
“fiddling while Rome burns”, Mankind is witnescing trying times, unprecedented

zln hlstory w1th uhe Ganger of nuclear cetautrouh ataring us in the face.

The CHAIRMAM: T thank the representative of Higeria for his atatement
and for the kind words that he has addressed to the Chair. I now give the
floor to the distinguished repres enta1lve of Ttaly, His Excellency
Ambassador Alessi.,
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Mp. ALESSI (Italy) .(translated from French): Mr. Chairman, the Italian
delegation would like first to congratulate you on your. accession to the chairmanship
of the Committec and to wish you every success in your work. The competent way in
which you are guiding our work is yet another reflection of your great qualities as
a diplomat and the worthy representative of a country with which Italy maintains
fruitful relations.

My delegation would like to thank the cutgoinz Chairman, Ambassador Okawa, for
the exemplary manner in which he accomplished his task during a particularly difficult
period in the work of ocur Committeec.

I should also like to take this opportunity to offer a warm welcome to the
new rcpresentative of Romania, Ambassador:Datcu, and to express my delegation's
regret at the departure of an eminent member of this Committee, Ambassador Venkateswaran,
the distinguished represcntative of India. Allow me also, Mr. Chairman, to associate
myself with the words. of welcome you addressed to Ambassador Vaernd of Norway.

fis this session of the Committec is a short one, I fecel that it would be more
useful if I were to confine my remarks to a brief statement of my delegation's viaews
on certain questions more directly related to our current work, namely, a nuclear
test ban, chemical weapons.and the prevention of an arms race in outer space.

The fd Hoc Workinz Group on a Nuclear Test Ban, established as a result of
very difficult ncgotiations, has finally begun its work under the dynamic and
experienced chairmanship of funbassador Lidzard. The first meetings of this Group
have taken place in a positive atmosphere, which makes us optimistic about the
possibility of making a start, at this session, on the implementation of its mandate.
We feel that the attitude of the United States delegation is narticularly encouraging,
and will allow the Group greater latitude in its work. Although the absence of two
delegations is obviously regrettable, it should not, for the time being, prevent
important and useful work from being done in the Working Group, which at present
constitutes the only international forum dealing with the subject of a niuclear test
ban.

- Furthermore we are convinced that, in considering the problems connected with
the verification of compliance with a nuclear test ban, -the new id Hoc Working Group
will not fail to take advantage of the work of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts.
Some degree of cc-ordination bétween thes2 two bodics would certainly be useful,
and the question of a possible broadening of the mandate of the Group of [xperts,
which has becn suggested by several delezations, should be given consideration.

It is in the matter of chemical weapons that the Committee most nearly fulfils
its institutional role as a multilateral negotiating body. Our great appreciation
oes to the Chairman of the 4d Hoc Working Group, Ambassador Sujka. We endorse the
objective of completinz, by the end of this session, the elaboration of a document
which can next year serve as the basis for the drafting of the text of a convention.
The discussion in the id Hoe Working Group clearly shows that the success of cur
efforts depends essentially on agreement on an adequate system of verification.

In this connection, we would like to express cur appreciation to the delegations
of the Federal Republic of Germany and the Netherlands which have made very useful
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new centributions in this arca during this session. For the same reason, we share

the interest_ aroused by the proposals submitted by the Soviet Union during the

second special sessicn of the General iissembly devoted to disarmament. The comments
tec which they have given risc and the replices awaited thereon could be of considoeable
assistance in our efforts. '

On a specific point, that of thi use of chemical weapens, I should like
triefly to recall our position, which has already boen explained in the Vorking Group:
it is that a solution to the question -of the use of chemical weapons should be
scught within the framework of an adequate procedure for dealinz with complaints.
To this end, the futur: convention should include a clause expressly endowing the
congultative committee with competence to investisate any complaint concerning the
use of chemical weapons, and this, independently of the 1925 Geneva Protocol, the
validity of which should be explicitly reaffirmed. Such a clausc should be based
on recognition of the fact that any use of chemical weapons would necessarily imply
the violation of one or more of the oblisations included in the field of application
of the Convention.

it is, however, essential that a rpid investigation into the use of chemical
weapons should be possible. For this reascn, provision should be made. for tho
fairly automatic initiation of an investisation after the receipt of a documented
complaint. The consultative committee's competence in this sphere should apply not
only to cases of the usc of chemical weapons by a State party to the convention,
but also to cases of theéir use with the assistance of a State party. Last year, my
delegation proposed a formuln which is included among the comments on Element XIII,
covering these two possibilities: we have noted that several delegations have
expressed similar views this year; we therefore hope that our propesal can form
the basis of a compromise to resolve this delicate issue.

I 2m pleased to note that the Committee seems -Jetermincd henceforward to zive
the question of the prevention of 2n arms race in outer space 2ll the attention
it deserves;  some reservaticns expressed last spring appear to have been overcome.
Proposals have been made for the establishment of a workin: group on this item of
our agenda. We are in principle in favour of doins this. The real problem, however,
is not whéther or not tc set up a subsidiary body, but how to proceed in this matter.
It would be essential for the group to have an nporopriate mandate, both because
of tha technical cumplexity of the cubject and because we have no experience of
nagotiations on weapons control and disarmament in this area.

Without a mandate which provides a spécifie goal for our discussions, they
are likely to prove aimless. »y cdelesntion has constantly drawn the Committee's
attention to the urgent need to consider, ns n matter of priority, questions
ccncerning an effective and verifiable prohibition of anti-satellite systems. That
in itself would be a sufficiently ambitious task. slthoush opinions in the Committee
differ on this subject, we have noted with satisfaction some change in the way of
thinking of certain delegations. ;

On the points to which I have referred, as well as on others which will be
considered by the Committee, we should bear in mind the lessons of the. second
special ‘session on disarmament. While it produced very little in the way of
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concrete results, that session will nevertheless have taught us certain things.

The negotiations on the adoption of a comprehensive. programme of disarmament, the

main objective of the session, are proof of this. Although it did not prove possible

to reach an agreement, these negotiations provided the international community with

a unique occasion for a thorough consideration of all matters relating to disarmament
and their interdependence. Thus the discussions will have led to a better understanding
of the problems and respectlve p051tlons and this in itself is a worthwhile result.

My delegation is still very much in favour of - the contlnuatlon of efforts
towards the adoption of a comprehensive programme of disarmament. The negotiations
that have taken place so far have shown that there are basically two types of
problem: problems relating to the structure of the programme and problems relating
to its formulation. This is particularly true with rezard to nuclear weapons. When
we resume these efforts, we odught to try first to resolve the structural problems.

At a time when all mankind is in doubt about its destiny and we are powerless
to prevent the multiplication of bloody conflicts and violations of the fundamental
rules that should govern the life of the international community, it is our duty
to ask ourselves what contribution the Committee on Disarmament can make to the
cause of peace.

The General Assembly, at its second special session on disarmament, rightly
devoted special attention to the prevention of nuclear war. The delegation of India
recently put before the Committee a proposal in this connection. However, precisely
because we are living in the nuclear age, our effdrts ought to be directed towards
the prevention of war in all its forms. We all live in fear that conflicts which
bezin with the use of conventional weapons may, by accident, error or miscalculation,
reach the nuclear threshold. That is why respect for the Charter of the United Nations
and for international law are crucial to the success of disarmament; similarly,
conventional disarmament is a fundamental aspect of all efforts aimed at reducing
the risk of -nuclear war. This is in part because of the growing sophistication and
lethality of conventional weapons and the increasingly frequent use of such weapons
in various rezions of the world. .

In my delegation's view, these considerations should form the basis of any
contribution which the Committee on Disarmament may decide to make to the cause of
preventing a nuciear conflict.

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Italy for his statement and for
the kind remarks that he has addressed to the Chair. I now give the floor to the
distinguished representative of the ilotherlands, His Excellency imbassador Van Dongen.

Mr. Van Dongun (Netherlands): For many years, the Hotherlands has stressed
over and over agzain the need for a vigorous pursuit. of nuclear -arms control and
disarmament. Within this context no one will deny the close relationship that
exists between the two aspects of nuclear arms control, i.e. between nuclear
disarmament by the nuclecar-weapon States on the one hand and the maintenance of a
non-discriminating and credible non-proliferation regime by the non-nuclear-weapon
States on the other hand. 4is we have stated before: '"unrestrained vertical
proliferation could increase the dangzer of a widening proliferation in a horizontal
sense".
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My Government therefore attaches the utmost importance to the bilateral
negotiations on nuclear disarmament currently taking place in Geneva between the
United States and the USSR which. indeed, in conformity with paragraph 48 of the
Final Document, beabk a special responsibility in this matter, being the two
nuclear-weapon States posscssing the most important nuclear arsenals.

This does not mean that one should now rely solely on these negot1at10ns and
forego other approaches towards nuclear disarmament.

The Netherlands has consistently held that the conclusion of a comprehensive
test ban treaty is long overdue. Durlnv two decades, a CTB has been a priority
item on the international disarmament ag enda. But even so, nuclear testing continues.

A complete and verifiable prohibition of tests of nuclear explosive devices
in all env1ronments and for all time will hamper considerably the development of
new nuclear weapons, <ither by nuclear—weapon States or by non-nuclear-weapon States.
A.comprehensive test ban would strengthen the security of all States, create
conditions for a gradual de-emphasis of the role of nuclear weapons and draw closer
the zoal of undiminished security at a progressively lower level of armaments.
Moreover, a universal azreement to cease nuclear testlng would enhance confidence
betwecn States.

) Consequently, it is a matter of serious regret to thé Netherlands Government
that under the present circumstances the trllateral negotlations will not be resumed.

We also regret that not all nuclear-weapon States will participate in- the
activities of the Ad Hoe Working Group eutabllshed under item 1 of the Committee's
agenda.

We are fully aware of ths argument advanced by China and by France, that is-
that the envisaged CTB treaty would tend to freeze the situation in favour of the
two nuclear-weapon States possessing the largest nuclear arsenals. We do not contest
it, but we should like to point out that this argument applies even more pointedly
to the non-nuclear-weapon States possessing the industrial and scientific capability
of providing themselves with a nuclear armoury. The danger of nuclear weapons is
such that we have difficulty in acdepting the thesis that for some ‘States, further
testing to enhance their nuclear capability remains necessary before a halt can be
considered. Moreover, we are convinced that a successful outcome of the above-
mentioned bilateral negotiations between the United States dnd the USSR -- which we
ardently hope for -~ might help other nueclear-weapon otates to overcome their
reservatluns as to the test ban under nefotiatlon here.

Even if the parameters of the ban under. con81deratlon here do not fully mcet
~the natlonal requ1rements of all otatcs, all of them would be served by the ’
establishment of an adequate intcgrated internaticnal monitoring system which would
verify compliance with a comprehensive test ban treaty. That is exactly what we
are going to try our hand at this summer and we would therefore welcome the active
participation of both China and France.

The appeal I made just now should not be conceived as indicating that we arc
entirely satisfied with the mandate of the .d Hoc Working Group as it stands. Ve
do attach the greatest importance to adequate verification as is well known, but we
do not consider verification to be an aim in itself.
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Paragraph 31 of thc Final Document states that the form and modalities of the
verification to be provided for in any specific agreement depend upon and should
be determined by the purposes, scope and nature of the agreement. Verification
requirements can vary substantially, depending on the decision whether the envisaged
ban is going to prohibit all nuclear tests in all environments or only nuclear weapons
testing. We should, we believe, aim at a combination of two items: first, a zood
definition of scope -~ in the view of the Netherlands Government this would mean
that the envisaged ban would also apply to so-called peaceful nuclear explosions --
and secondly, an adequate and reasonable system of verification. In this context
I may perhaps repeat what my predecessor had to say on 2 April 1981: "We should
not overreach ourselves when dealing with each of the separate elements of the
draft convention. We should not become prisoners of perfection.”

For a sensible discussion of verification, the question of scupe will have' to
be addressed. In this respect we endorse what the distinguished represcntative
of Sweden, Mrs. Inga Thorsson, had to say at the 175th meeting of the Committee,
on 3 August 1982: "The Working Group now established should be utilized to the full
to investigate all relevant aspcets of a CTBT."

The subject cf verification in the nuclear field transcends, of course, the
mere test ban. Eventually, however far away this may seem, it will come into play
when 2 halt in the production of nuclear warheads and the destruction of stockpiles
are being considered. Compared to the intrusive verification measures needed for
these purposes, those necessary for an effective and adequately verifiable test ban
are in all likelihood modest in scope.

There would be a less direct, but in the end probably effective way of halting
the production of nuclear weapons, i.e. by the cessation of the production of
fissionable materials for weapons purpos2s. This idea, first proposed by the late
President Eisenhower, has always been attractive to the Netherlands, primarily
because a cut-off is one of the few nuclear arms control measures for which an
international verification system has already been worked out in principle: I refer,
of course to the IAEA safeguards.

But let me now turn to the tools\presently available to handle the subject
in hand.

It is a matter of satisfzction to the Netherlands delesation that thanks to
your good guidance, Mr. Chairman, the Ad doc Working Group established under item 1
of the Committee's agenda has started smoothly on its course of action. We are
happy to see our distinguished and respected colleague fmbassador Kurt Lidgard
of Sweden chairing it. We trust that under his dynamic leadership the f4d Hoc
Working Group will accomplish whatever its present limited mandate allows for.
We also welcome the announced participation of Dr. Ulf Ericsson as a special adviser.
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The present mandate of the &d doc Working Group requests it to discuss and
define, through substantive examination, issues relating to verification.and
compliance with a view ‘to making further progress towards a nuclear test ban.' Before
the conclusion of the 1932 session, the Ad Hoc Working Group has to repoft.to the
Committee on the progress of its work. Thereafter the Committce on Disarmament will
take a decision on subsequent courses of action with a view to fulfilling its
responsibilitics in this regard. v

It is clear that we havc to act with some speed to carry out this mandate
in time. - Ve would therefore suggest that the Ad Hoc Working Group be accorded as »
many neetings ns it needs, irrespective of meetings of other ad hoc working groups. *

Netherlands working documcnt CD/312 which I have alrcady briefly prescnted in
the Working Group and which I take pleasure in introducing now to the Committee,
contains a draft programme of ‘work for the Ad Hoc Working Group's activities.

The first part contains some general observations indicating our approach to
agenda item 1. We believe that the paramount importance of a nuclear test ban lies
in its effective contribution towards stopping both vertical and horizontal
proliferation. A nuclear test ban would thus be an important step in the directlon
of nuclear disarmament.

The test ban to be agreed upon should be comprehensive and of worldwide
application. Given this scope, thz Ad Hoc Working Group established under-item 1
-should certainly draw on the reports of the trilateral negotiations, but should
not take those negotiations as the only bvasis of its work. With respect to so-called
peac¢ful nuclear explosions, we contest that they can be distinguished from ‘
non=-peaceful ones. They should be covered by the test ban, but we might eventually
be willing to consider dealing with them in a separate protocol.

The establishment of an inteinational monitoring system should be envisaged.
If it is to be compiehensive, it should be an integrated monitoring’ uystem, comprising
both atmoapherlc and seismic detection methods.

The second part of our working doecument contains an outline of a draft programme
of work for the Ad doc Working Group. Ve suggest that the Working Group would"
start with the consideration of 1nst1tutlonal aspects of an 1ntedrated 1nternat10na1
monitoring systﬂm.

Un hqvw found no justification for any departure from the division into three
main topics to be considered under this item as deéfined ‘'in document CD/95 submltted
on 22 April 1980 by Australia. The lorking Group could usefully draw on the
illustrative list of subjects contained in that paper.
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A second activity of the Ad Hoc Working Group would be the elaboration of the
technical prerequisites for the establishment of an intcgrated international
monitoring system by acting upon the work performed under its traditional mandate
by the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts on seismic events and the integration of
atmospheric detection methods into the envisaged monitoring system.

Provisions relating to compliance with the test ban are identified as a third
item on the programme of work as we sce it.

The fipal item on the draft programme is the obvious category of final clauses -
to a comprehensive test ban. If, and I admit that it is a big if, a programme
of work as outlined could be completed, conditions would be ripe for the conclusion
of a multilateral CTBT.

It follows from the outlined programme of work that the Ad Hoc Working Group
would be in need of expert advice. The work of the seismic experts would have to
continue and an advisory body on atmospheric detection methods could probably not
be dispensed with.

= In the third and last part of our working document we suggest that this aspect,
be adequately dealt with by an enlargement of the mandate of the presently
functioning Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to include advice on atmospheric
detection methods. The name of the new body would have to be readapted accordingly.
To avoid unnecessary loss of time, this new Ad Hoc Group of Experts should be
established as a subsidiary organ of the &d Hoc Working Group and report to that body.
It would, of course be master of its own procedures; it might decide e.g. to
establish two or more subsidiary bodies, one consisting of seismologists, thus not
disrupting the present fruitful co-operation in the seismic group.’

I may perhaps add one specific remark about the co-operation of the
seismologists. So far the expert Group has not been able to absorb all relevant
technological advances made in the recent past. In our view, particular attention
should be given to setting up procedures which would ensure that all stations in
a global network would be equipped with modern digital recording devices and that
computers with adequate capacity for handling the seismometer recordings should be
installed and linked to an international communication system.

This concludes my presentation of our working document, CD/312. But before
leaving the floor, I should like to underline once again that my Government considers
a comprehensive test ban to be a key element of the process to bring nuclear
armaments under control and will, therefore, continue to contribute towards its
realization. ) ' o



Mr, HERDER (Germen Democratic Republic): Today this Committee tokes up
item 2 of our agende —- the cessation of the nuclear arms_race and nuclear
disarmament. I would lilte to address this subject in the first part of uy
statement. Afterwards I should likc to dwell upon some auestions concerning the
nevly established Ad Hoe Vorking Group on a Muclear Test B

In view of recent developments, especially the adoption of long-term plans
for the intensification of the nucleer arnis roce by one nuclcar—webpon Stote,
steps by the. Committee on Disermament to come to gripe with iten 2 are viore
necessary then ever before. The need for urgent neansures to curb the nuclear
arms race has agein been uncderlined by reports about nev efforts underteken by
the United States to justify o nuclear vwor and to meke such o war winneble.

The Irternational Herald Tribune of 16 fugust publiched on its page one an
article stating that "on the orders of the Reagan administration, the Pentagon
has opmpleted a strategic master plan to give the United States the capebility
of winning & protracted nuclear war with the Soviet Union'"., According teo this
press report the nlan is to supersede the ill-Taked Presidenticl Directive 59
approved by the former administration:. The plan is said to have much rnore of
fighting stance and is more deteiled in its advocacy of nuclear werfare than
that directive and other relevent United 3tates decunents. The report cucies an
article published in 1980, onz of the nuthors of which wes recently appointed es
an adviser to the United Stoies Govermment, The outhors specified thet 20 million
United States fatalities would represcnt a ”COHORtlDlA level" in o nuclear wer.

But no conclusien wos drawn vith regerd tc poseible fatolities in the region of
my country in the case of a protracted nucha var, in Central Zurope, where there
is a great concentration ol peonle and vherc in one country the biggest density
of nuclear werpons in the world euists. " ho could dispute $hat the cocualiies

in this region, in the case of a protracted nuclear war would be significantly higher?
Thus, in the light of the growing danger of a nuclear war, nuclear disarmament
should play a central role in the cctivitiec of the Committee on Disarmenent.,

The Committee must give this cuestion the pricrity it deserves. It ig a matter
of satisfaction thot this view wes enpreossed at the General iAssembly's second
special session devoted to disarmament and in our recent debates here by the
overwhelming majority of States.

)

Hy delegetion continues to favour the estoblishment of en ad hoc working group
on item 2. This would be a clear and encouraging indication that this Committee
will live up to its responsibilities., Unfortunately, now ng before, such o sted
is being blocked by some nuclear-weapoi Stotes.

It was vith grect interest *h b my delegotion on 1C August listoned to the
statement made by the distinpuished representative of the ”nlte( States in wvhich
he declared: '"We believe that hepotiating neaningful wmeasures of nuclear
disarmament is the most urgent tasi before us'. DBut unfortunately no conclusion
was drawn concerning the role of the Cemnitice on Disarmoment in thin regoerd. My
delegation would be very wuch intercsted te know if the United Stoites delegation,
in view of the above-mentioned opinion, is ready to review its position and agrec
to the establishment of an ad hec werking group on item Z. On § August we
noticed with pleasure that the I'cople's hepublio of China expressed its support
for the esteblishrent of guch z wvorliing rroup.
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During our previous deliberations the crgument vas advanced that a working
group on item 2 vas noi necessary in viey of the ongeing bilsteral negotiations,
These nerotiations, of course, are very importent-snd ve wish them cuccess, . It
is our hope that meaningful resulits cen he achieved on the basis of the principle
of equality and caual security.

But bilateral and multilatercl negotiaticns by ne ricans exclude each other.
hs vas stated in document CD/M tabled by the socialist group in 1979, the
nreparation and conduct of the negntiations on ending the production of nuclear
veapons and destroying them should not be to the ﬂchlmcnt of bilateral negotiationsg,
nor should they impede the achievement of biloteral agreement.

The aim of multilateral necgotiations on iterr 2 ghould be the development of
a comprehensive opproach to nuclear disarmament., This Coulﬂ support negotietions
in other forums. In recent years o body of proposals was sembled which could
be taken up in a more organized and cystematic manner in an ad hoc worklng £rouD,.
In this regard we have in rind inter alia: '

The proposals made by the Soviet Union at the second special sessciown on
disarmament on the elaboration, adoption and stage-by-stoge implementation

of a nuclear disarmement programie;

Proposals on o mutuel freeze on nuclear wecpons subnittel at the second special
sesgion by India, llexico, Sueden and Irelend;

The Canadian "Strategy of suffocation'" as well es the proposal by Australia
and Cenada on the prohiLition of the produstion of fissionable materisl for
we“pon" pur oses (QD/ 0)

ThlS is onTy an 111ustrmt3ve list. Verking docunents CD/l?i end CD/ 9 y Drepared
by the secretariat, show that therc is enough material to be processed and
transformed into a nuclear disermanent prOﬂramne by an ad hoc UOIL"LL group on
item 2, —

Closely comected with item 2 ic the cuestvion of the prevention of e nuclear
war. Although the Genersal Asseubly underlined in its report on its second speciil
session that the prevention of nuclear war remains the rnost ccute end urgent task
of the present day, it was not posgible at that scssion to come to an agreement
on urgent measures in this regard. Some delegations were only virtually ready in
the last hours of the second sneciel scssion to agree to set up ¢ subsidiory orgen
to deal with this natter.

Ao

We deem it is now time for this Committee to continue the woriz gtarted ot the
second specizl session. Uy delegation, therefore supports the proposal made by
the Indion delegation on 12 August for the establishment of a werliing group to
undertzke negotiations on apprepriate and practical measures for the preventicn
of nuclecr war. Such a group should consider verious proposals designed to secure
the avoidance of the use of nuclear weopons, the prevention of auclear war and
related objectives. In this connection, the obligation by nuclear-weapon Stotes
not to Lbe the first to use nuclear weeapons is of particular imporiance.
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Recent evenis 2gain underline the urgent need to proceed to ncgotlatlon on
the prohibition of nuclear neutron wespons.

According to press reports the United States is now preparing the production
of a third type of neutron warhead. It was reported that a lorgs part of the
23,000 nuclear warheads which the United States envisages producing in the next
10 years are to be neutron ones. There are more and more signs which prove our
concern, mony times expressed in the Committee on Disarmament, thot the introduction
of neutron weapons into military arsenals would lower the nuclezr threshold. This
is inter alia confirmed by the fact thal leading military figures in the United States
are thinking of "some form of delegated clecrance" to use tactical nuclear weapons.
in Central Burope.. A recent Americen : study pcinted out that 5-20 neutron nuclear
warheads -could be used to destroy one tonlk division of the other cide. lere,
again, military planners seem to Jook upon this veapon as if it was a special kind
of conventional arms, thereby fully disregarding the devastating results the us
of such nuclear weapons would have in Central Durope and in other parts of the
globe. Not to speak about the world-wide implications connected with the role of
neutron weapons as a trigger to an all-out nuclear war. In the view of the
military planners mentioned above the neutron weapon is the ideal weapon for the
so-called integrated battlefield or '"conventional-nucleer~-chemical-biological-eclectronic
battlefield". Teoking into account all these developments, ny delegation would
like to reaffirm the proposal of the group of cocialist countries that the
Committee on Disarmament should create the necesszary organizoiional conditions to
negotiate on the prohibition of nuclear neutron weapons. The best framevorlk for
such negotiations would be the establishment of an appropriate working group.

Having discussed questions connected with item 2, I would like to associote
myself with the proposal that you, IHr, Cheirman, should go ahead with your
consultations to develop o common approach on the Committee's future course of
action concerning item 2. We hope that you will soon be in o pesition to report
to the Committee on those consultations so thot we may teke the appropriate decision,
In the view of my delegation the holding of some informal meetings on item 2
would not be sufficient.

The approach outlined above would be a real means to support "the Committee on
Disarmament a3 an institution", as Ambassador Sadleir of Lfusiralia put it on
5 August, I hasten to add "as an ingtitution for negotlatlans , 8ince mere
discussions, technical debates or even "educational exercices' would not suffice.

This also fully applies to the activities of the fd _hoc Woxliing Group on a
Nuclear Test Ban which had its first meeting last week. With regard to the work
of this Group my delega tlon would like to stress the following:

Pirstly, in its work, the Group should proceed from the principle that the
scope of prohibition of a given disarmament agreement determincs its modalities
of verification., This principle wos reaffirmed in paragraph 31 of the Final
Document of the first special session devoted to disarmament. Therefore, uy
delegation agrees with the view expressed on 10 August by the distinguished
Mmbassador of Pakistan that, "the first issue relating to verificeiion is the scope
of the test ban". Only on the bagis of o clear understrnding on the scope of a CTBT
can the Vorking Group proceed to the discussion end definition of cuestions of
verification, In the view of my delepgation the scope of such & trealy should be the
prohibition of a2ll nuclear weapon tesis by oll Stotes for 211 time to cone.
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Secondly, the discussion and definition of verification issues should teke plece
in o practical end rational manner, having in mind that it ig the gim of this
Committee to elaborate a comprehensive tegi-ban itreaty. The Group should therefore
concentrate its work on the mein political and legal cuestions of verification:
connected with such a treaty but not hold scademic discussions on verification
in abstracto. Lt this session, vhich is actually the first phase of its vork, the
Group should #ake up all relevant proposals and define the igcues wihich would
constitute -the basis of a verificstion system. Ilext yvear, on the basis of o new
mondatey the Group could.then proceed to the ecctual drafting of the trecty as o whole.

Thirdly, my -delegation will resist all attemnts to convert the Ad Hoc Vorking
Group into -another technical group. In our viev, the Group is not the right place
to discuss. the administrative, finoncinl and legal aspects of a so=colled internationel
seismic: monitoring system. Thes~ undoubtedly inportoant cuestions can hé solved when
there is an apreement on the basic provisions of a CTBT, Then an appropriate bedy for
these highly organizational and technical igsues may be set up., To go the other way
round would mean to put the cart before the horse. What can be discussed in this
regard if we do not know what will be the scope of the treaty end which countries
will tale part in it and provide dota for the international exchange? lioreover ify
.owing to the position of some countries the treaty is concluded only in the distant -
future, technology will have further developed ond today's technical and organizational
considerations nmay be obsolete, ’

Tourthly, there should be. a clear understonding thet o nerfect, foolproof
verification system is not and will not be posuible. Here as in other ceoses one
should not lool: for the wishful verification system but for the system which ig
attainable and will provide sufficient assurance that clendestine tests will be
detected, DIxisting technical means of verificdtion, an international exchonge of
seismic data as well as some procedures of international co-operation, including
verification by challenge, make the likelihood of the detection of such tegts very
high, : If. is the considered view of my country that the threat caused by the absence
of a complete prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests far outweighs the low rick posed by
a not=foolproof verification system,

Before concluding my statement I cannot but express agein the concern of ny
delegation on the position of Frence and the People's Republic of China tovards the
NTB Vorking Group. It is our hope that they will reconsider their position and take
an active part in this Group. It was clso with deep regret that my delegotion on' 7
10 August in the plenary and on 13 hugust in the Vorling Group heard the reaffirmetion
of the United States position that a CIT wes only on "ultimate coal™-and that the
present time was "not propitious" for negotiations on it.

loreover, on 6 August, the anniversary of the boubing of Hiroshima, ¢ responsible
figure of the United States Administration declared thot the United States will .-
continue to test nuclear bombs and may increace the size of weapons tested.

In view of this, one mey ask what purposec the IiB Vorking Group will sexrve, In
this regard we share the doubts expressed by the Swedish delegation on 3 August
concerning the attitude of the nuclecr-weapon Stete mentioned above.

Tine and again we hove stressed thot verification discuszions should be related
to the practical needs of discrmament cgreements but should not become o cover for
the lack of political will %o sgrec on covtzin neasurce of arme linitation and
disarmament. It would be & bad service to tlis Comaitice and the cause of disarmament
if the Group just established is intended by one side to be used 4o this end.

As far as ny delegation is concerned, ve arc prepored to play an active part in
the Vorking Group on a Nuclear Test Ben on the hasis of the shove-mentioned
considerations.
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Mr., KOMIVES (Hungary): Hr. Chairman, taking the flocr for the first time
formal plenary meeting, I wish firsi of all to ass DClﬁtC nyself with the
congratulaticns that have been expressed on your assumpiion of the chairmanship of
the Committee for this urusunally ullLi“ul menti: of the sesecion. 1 take this
opportunity alsc tc express my de : appreciation to your predecessor,
Lmbassador Okawa of Jaman, for his very valuable contribution to cur werk in the
crucial month whioh rreccded the =zecend special on of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament.
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i and a nuclear test ban.
attention all through

In conformity with
long established and on
foremost, with questicns
cessation of the nuclear
These are, in fact, the guesticns :
the second special session, which i only a few weeks agc.

place in particularly difficult and discuieting
od which had been considered and also proved
to be unfavourable to nea ot curbing the arms race and promcting genuine
disarmament, Nevertheless, ‘10~~11*r of Hungary, like those of the great
majerity of the member States, vent to the snecial session fully determined to do
everything posgible to contribuie to the removal of fhc threat of a nuclear
catastrophe, the halting ol the m& race, eapecially in its nuclear aspecte, and
the promotion of ¢ mcrete measures »f dise mament.

The special session was
international civcumatance

The special session, though unable to arrive at specific conclusions and
recommendations, has clearly expresszed "its profound preoccupation over the danger
of war, in particular nuclear war", and declared unarbigucusly that the prevention
of a nuclear disaster "vemaines the most acute and urgent task of the present day".

The pecpleg of countries like mine, which have suffered the horrcrs and
devastations of two world wars, which are living in the shadow of unprecedented
accumulations of weapons cof mass destruction, have fully recognized that if they
want to survive, if they want to llve in peace and security, nuclear war must be
prevented and the nuclear arms race nust be brought to an end.

It was against this background that the Hungarian delegation, together with
those of the overwhelming majority of member States, approached the fundamental issues
of the special session., It was against this background that the representatives of
non-governmental organizatiors and a world-wide movement of public cpinion gave an
unprecedented support to the efforts of those delemations. It was against this
background that they all welcomed the soleun commitment of the 3oviet Union concerning
the non-first-use of nucicar yeanons, and urged the other nuclear-weapon States to
assume similar cbligations, that is, to live up to the special responsibility they
must bear for the future of mankind.
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The Hungarisn delegation is fully convinced that the unde rtaking of such an
obligation by all the nuclear-weapon powers would reduce to-a large extent the
danger of a nucledr war, would sivengthen confidence ameng those powers, as well
the confidence of “on-nuclear-weapon ututeJ in them, and would in fact be equivalent
%o a ban on the use of nucleax Y»w7 a turn ¢ events woulcd create the
necessary atmosphere for further steps towardic the zeduction and ‘elimination of

nuclear weanons.

A& great number of statements delivered the first four mestings of this
session have convinced my delegation thai the wwity arcund this takle are ready and
willing to start meaninzful negotiations on auestions oif top vriority like the
prevention of nuclear war, as well as various aspects of nuclear dicarmament. We
welcome that sign of readiness, and are all set to ngage ~ctively in such '
negotiations. &Lt this point I wish te press the satisfaction of my delegation with
the working paper presented by the delegation of India at the vrevious meeting —-
document CD/309 —- concerning a draft mendate for an zd hoc working group to be
established under item 2 of ocur agenda. Having been advocating the establishment
of such a working group for many a year, the Hungarian delegation welcomes this new
initiative. Together with several other members of thie Committee my delegation 1is
requesting you, Hr. Chairman, te etart immediately urgent consultations on that
proposal. Informal mecetings =i the Committee cn the same subject could be ¢onvened
without much further delay.

The world community of natione, including of course the peoples of our own
countries, have showm indigration at the lack of any tangible resulte in the
previous years of disarmament nezotiations. Criticism is mounting, ex ectation is
growing, and the responsibility of the Commiltee on Dicarmament as a vhole and that
of its members is greater now than ever before. At the special session certain
delegations obstinately defied the wish and determination of the great majority,
even the popular masses of their own countries, and stubbornly blocked every effort
aimed at reaching agreement on ihe west burning guestions. Now the pressure is upon
this Committee, and that nressure is clearly mounting. If we want to aveid world-wide
criticism and condermation for failure to 1:7e up to our task, we rust start
conerete negotiations on the priority quesiions =7 our agenda. Cne of the priority
items, as I have just tried tec indicate, i the prevention of nuclear war and
nuclear disarmament. The other such question, in fact the very first item on the
agenda, is a nuclear test ban.

"The complete and general prohibition of all nuclear-weapcn tests is a task of
particular urgency. This is a problem the soluticen of which is leng overdue, The
head of the Hungarian delegation in his statement at the specilal gsession gave
evidence of a certain measure of optimism, and a large amount of expectation, when
he saild the following:

"It is heartening to note in this respect the decision adopted by the
Committee on Disarmament last &p‘;l in Geneva to have a working group start
consideration on these itews soon. Ve shall do our kest to ensure that the
working group contributes to the carllc t possible cessation of 211 nuclear-
weapon tests.," (i/5-12/PV.9, n./l/ '
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The Hungarian delegation welcomes the decision taken by the Committee at the
last reetlnu, and congratulates Smbessador Curt Lidgard of Sweden, ihe Chairman of

the 4d _Hoc Working Group on iter 1. Ve can assure him of our full support and
co-operaticn. '

In 4pril my delezation acted in a spirit of co—operation and compromise when
it joined the consensus on a mandate for that Working Group. We considered and
continue to consider the compromise fermula as a basis on which concrete work
-tovards the negotiaticn of a treaty on the complets and general prohibition of
nuclear-weapon tests can and must be started. We fully endcrse tie 1nuerpretation
of the provisicn of that mandate given by Lmbassadcr Herder of the German Democratic
Republic in his statement on 21 april, and the Hungarian delegation will participate
in the activities of the Working C"“nr in confbﬂmltJ with that interpretation. Iiy
delegation fully shares the vicws expressed in connection with the work of the
Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban by my colleague from the German Democratic
Republic who preceded me. )

In the context of agenda item 1, the Hungarian delegation feels it necessary to
express its regret and resentment concerning the attitudes of China and France with
respect to their non-participation in the Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban. We
certainly hope that their negative posture will not last long.

The alarming news reports concerning the United States position on nuclear-
weapon testing, and the United Btates Administration's open refusal to resume the
trilateral talks on a comprehensive test ban, have come as a C‘TLap in the face to all
those who are eager to start negotitions on that top pricrity issue. The prospect
that the United States may even increase the size of the weapons tested, as
indicated recently by one of thehigh officials in Washington, is a Valld reason for
concern and anxiety not only tc nembers of this Cormmittee but also to the whole of
mankind. :

The Hungarian delegation, therefore, is eagerly awaiting a detailed and
unambiguous state ent from the delegaticr of the United Statz2s, clarifying tbe
1ntent10ns cf 1ts Government on that very imnortant subject.

There is yvet another item which I want tc deal with today. During the spring
session of the Committee the Hungarian delegation welcomed the adoption of a new
mandate for the ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons, allowing it to accelerate
the drafting of a convention on the prohibition of the development, production and
stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their destruction. We deem it essential, as
we emphasized also at the special session, that renewed efforts should be made
towards the early elaboration and conclusion of such a convention. We must keep in
mind that certain decisions concerning the manufacture and deployment in
Aestern Burope of a new type of chemical weapons, binary weapons, are likely to
initiate a new surge in the arms race. It is, therefore, especially justified
and urgent to demand the active contribution of 211 member Stqtes to the work that
1as been under way since 20 July in the Working Group under the able and energetic
shairmanship of Ambassador Sujka of Poland
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The best example of such an active contribution is the "Basic provisions" of a
ehemical weapons convention submitted by the Soviet Union at the special session,
and tabled also here as document CD/294. That document, having received overwhelming
support from delegations, is capable of g.ving a major impulse to a
accelerated and serious negotiations on a draft convention, given similar will also
from other sides.

The Hungarian delegation is of the view that the Working Group has made
substantial progress in its deliberations -- and here one must not forget to mention
the useful activity of the experts on chemical weapons -- at least enough for the
elaboration of a composite draft text of a convention. Containing already agreed
provisions as well as alternative texts for provisions where agreement may not be
reached within the short time now at our disposal, the composite text would make it
possible not only for us but also for the General ALssembly at its forthcoming session
to assess the progress achieved, and would then serve as a useful basis for our
negotiations next year.

I cannot conclude this statement without giving strong expression to the deep
concern and rightful indignation of my Government and of public opinion in Hungary
over the brutal Israeli aggression against Lebanon, the Palestinian people and the
peoples of the whole region. We have strongly condemned that genocidal attack and
the imperialistic motives behind it, and continue to demand the immediate withdrawal
of all Israeli forces from Lebanon -and other occupied territories.

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Hungary for his statement and for
the kind remarks that he has addressed to the Chair. T now give the floor to the
distinguished representative of China, His Ixcellency Minister Tian Jin.

Mr. TIAN JIN (China) (translated from Chinese): Mr, Chairman, today I would
like to dwell upon the question of banning chemical weapons. This question has all
along had its important place in the work of the Committee on Disarmament, and has
attracted particularly the attention of the people. This ie because, on the one
hand, the people of the world are abhorrent of such inhuman weapons, and on the
other hand, the threat of chemical war is growing unabated. One Buperpower, faced with
charges of its use of chemical weapons, is refusing any international investigation,
while the other Superpower, in disregard of opposition at home and abroad, is
engaged in the renewal of its chemical arsenal with binary chemical weapons. The
side which has gained an edge in chemical warfare capacity tries to preserve it,
while the losing side attempts to recover its lost superiority. Thus, the two sides
are vying with each other ih expanding-their respective chemical armaments. ~These
facts and also what has transpired in some of the local conflicts since the Second
World War serve to remind us that we must not relax our vigilance against the
grave consequences of the possible use of chemical weapons. The Committee on
Disarmament has the responsibility to eliminate this horrible threat and to reach
agreement as soon as possible on the conclusion of a convention on the complete.
prohibition and total destruction of chemical weapons.

We have scored some progress after several years'! efforts. The devetion and
ability of the suescessive chairmen of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons, the
goodwill and co-operative spirit displayed by many revresentatives as well as the
efforts made by the experts —- all these have made it possible for us to enter into a
new stage of elaborating previsions of a future convention. In this regard,
document CD/CW/WP 3% submitted at the end of the spring session is of help in our
further negotiations.
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Mow I would like to offer some observations on the following questions:
1. On the scope of the prohibition:

YWe nave maintained all along that the use of chemical weapons should be included
in the scope of the prohibition in z future convention, and we have repeatedly
rciteratoﬂ ~1% positicn both at plenary meetings and at meetings of the Working Group.
Together h four other delegations, we put forward at the spring session an
wlt@“hatlv t ext ~m this issue. In the discussions since 20 July, the importance of .
this cuesticn hae gainoed nore attention, Here I would like to express our thanks to
the Romanian renresentative for his useful work as co-ordinater of the consultation
group on the gquestion of "scope nf prohibition". He has provided us with a list of
possible scolutions on this question which will facilitate our further discussions.

2. On declarations:

Declaration is cne of the key elements in a future convention. A4 declaration
should include detailed and accurate items and contents in its provisionss otherwise,
the effectiveness of the convention could nct be ensured. In this comnection, I
would like to point cut that in amnex IT of document CD/CW/WP.33, it is laid down
that the contents of declarations should include the capacity and location of
chemical weapons production facilitiezs. Ve consider this very necessary. We are
also of the view that the production facilities for chemical weapons referred to here
should comprise both factories set up solely for producing chemical weapons as well as
specialized facilities affiliated to cther chemical industry enterprises (such as a
chemical weapons workshop set up within a civilian chemical industry enterprise),

The delegation of the Soviet Union put forward recently the "basic provisions" of
a conventicn on the prohibition of chemical weapons. Ve shall study them further.
The Soviet paper contains provisicns relating to declarations and confidence-building
measures. according o those nrovisions, a country might postpone its declaration to
the international community of the location of chemical weapons production facilities
till seven years after it becomes a party to the convention. We feel that it is
rather difficult to understand such a prolonged postponement. It -is our view that the
adherence of a State to a convention means that it is willing to undertake the
obligaticns laid dowr in the convention; consequently, the location of production
facilities *c be dismantled should not be kept secret for such a long time., Otherwisg
it would run counter to tha purpose of the confidence-building measures.

Z On verification:

Verification is another key element in a future convention. Strict and effective
verification would serve as an important guarantee that the convention may not become
a mere scrap of paper. In this regard, suffice it to refer to the historical lessons
ci the 192% Geneva Yrotocol. It is precisely because the Protocol lacks the necessary
verification provisions that over the past 50 odd years since the signing of the
Protocol it has not been possible to conduct any fair international investigations
into complaints about the use of chemical weapons, including complaints and reports on
chemical warfare in Afvhanistan and south-eazst asia in recent years. This state of
affairs cammot Wt jecpardize the authoritativeness of the Protocol.

Therefore, we hold that emphasis should be put on international verification and,
in particular, nececsary on-site inspeotion. In fact, many States have advanced
constructive propesaln, Document CO/CH/WR. 3% alac embodies a number of very good
provisions, ”fvpver, there are also cvident shortcomings, i.e. no on-site
investigation is provided {for in remard 4o complaints or reports on the use of
chemical weaponn. Ve em it indispensible te include such a provision, if we are to
attempt to elashorate a credible convention for the international community.
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We have noted that the Soviet Union, in submitting the "basic provisions", has
accepted the principle of on-site inspection. In the "basic provisions", reference
has been made to the possibility of carrying out on-site inspection in two kinds of
situation. BSome representatives have made comments in this regard. As I mentioned
‘earlier, we will study the Scviet propesal further. However, I would like to offer-a
preliminary observation. We feel that to ensure the effectiveness of the conventicn,
more necessary on-site inspections are required, such as on-site inspection on the
dismantling of productlon facilities and on allegatlon° of the use of chemical .
weapons, etc.

Since the start of the summer session, the Chairman of the Working Group on
Chemlcal Weapons has adopted scme flexible approaches, setting up a number of
informal consultation groups to engase in intenszive consultations on some major issues
of a future convention. We welcome this useful attempt. We alsc hope that
consultation will be conducted on the basis of the results already achieved, which are
reflected in document CD/CW/WP.BB.

During the Second World War, the Chinese people also suffered from the harm of
chemical weapons. In order to eliminate forever the danger of chemical war, the
Chinese delegation sincerely hopes that o conventicn on the complete prohibition and
total destruction of chemical weapons can be concluded as soon as possikle. To this
end, we pledge to make efforts together with other delegationc.

Mr, STEBIE (Australia): hr. Chalrman, I have asked for the floor today to react
to the announcement by the delegaticns of France and China that they will not
participate in the work of the Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban.

Australia has for many years stressed the priority in disarmament negotiations of
a comprehensive nuclear test-ban treaty, and has consistently played an active role in
international forums on this question. We have always held thet such a ban should be
genuinely comprehensive and should prohibit all nuclear tests in all environments for
all time. A comprehensive test ban must, by definition, be capable of attracting
universal adherence. It.goes without saying that the prospects for this would be
vastly better if all those States involved in nuclear testing participated in work on
the .treaty from the outset., While it is true that the Working Group established by
this Committee is not, for the time being, empowered to begin negotiations on a CIB,
it does have the opportunity to make an invaluable contributicn to that end. Indeed,
the fact that the Working Group does not hHave a negzotiating mandate iz all the more
reason why no delegation should abhstain from participation.

Australia can feel only regret and disappointment that two of the nuclear-
weapon States have seen fit not to join ir this endeavour. The Australian public has
leng been concerned at continued nuclear testing, particularly in our region. It will
not be an easy task for the australian Government to explain why two States, both
having excellent relations with Australia, have declined to join in discussions aimed
ultimately at a halt to such testing. Australia hopes that France and China will
reconsider their positions and at an early date take up their rightful plade in the
nuclear test ban Working Group.

Lustralia similarly hopes that the negotiations between the other three
nuclear-weapon States may be resumed at the earliest poseible date.
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Important follow-up work rcmains to be done bhoth by the Committeé on Disarmament
and by the General Assembly as a result of the second special session. To the extent
possible, we intend to take an active part in this follow-up process. :

We still attach importance to the comprehensive prograrme of disarmament.and are
pleased to see that the Ad Hoc working group on a CPD has been re-established under
the chairmanship of Ambassador Garcfa Robles. Norway intends to participate in the
CPD Working Group when it resumes its work in 1983,

In addition to the follow-up of Nordic proposals in the fields of disarmament
and development and on non-proliferation policies, Norway would like to see a number
of issues in the institutional field acted upon both by this Committee and by the
General Assembly at its thirty-seventh session. I draw the attention of members of
the Committee to our own proposals regarding the Committee on Disarmament, UNIDIR,
and the Advisory Board on Disarmement Studies. As regards the Committee on
Disarmament, it is the hope of my Government that the Cormmittee will be able to
present a unanimous recommendation to the General Assembly at its thirty-seventh
session concerning the expansion of the Committee's membership, consistent yith the
need to enhance its effectiveness. My delegation was pleased to note that suggestions
in this respect received wide support during the second special session.

The theme of this morning's meeting -~ the cessation of the nuclear arms race
and nuclear disarmament -- is a priority item on the agenda of the Committee on
Disarmament.’

It is certainly of importance to the Committee that the bilateral talks begun
in Geneva between the United States and the Soviet Union on intermediate and
strategic nuclear weapons should lead to results which can facilitate nuclear
digarmament. As regards the other priority item, the comprehensive test-ban treaty,
the Norwegian Govérnment welcomed the decision taken at the close of the first part
of the 1982 Session of the Committee on Disarmament to establish an Ad Hoc working
group to discuss and define, through substantive examination, issues relating to
verification and compliance with a view tc making further progress toward a nuclear
test ban. We are pleased that Ambassador Lidgard, the distinguished representative
of Sweden, has been elected Chairman of this important Working Group.

Since its establishment in 1976, Norway has participated in the Ad Hoc Group of
Scientific Experts to Consider Internationgl Co-operative Measures to Detect and
Identify Seismic Events. The Norwegian participants are scientists at the Norwegian
Seismic Array (NORSAR). A Norwegian scientist from NORSAR is scientific secretary of
the Ad Hoc Group. Another Norwegian scicntist is co-convenor of the study group on
format and .procedures for the exchange of level 2 data.

During the past 10 years, Norwegian scientists have conducted extensive studies
and completed large-scale research projects relevant to the problem of the detection,
location and identification of underground nuclear explosions. Expertg from many
countries have participated in the research activities at NORSAR. This has resulted
in improved methods for distinguishing the signals of explosions from those of
earthquakes. NORSAR also publishes a monthly seismic bulletin, which is distributed
in more than 20 countries, : '
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Under the able chairmanship of Dr. Ericsson of Sweden, the Group has proposed
the establishment of a global seismological network to assist in the verification
of a potential CTBT. The Ad Hoc Group is pursuing its work by elaborating in detail
how such a global system should be operated. A problem of particular importance in
this regard is how to achieve rapid, reliable exchange of the large volumes of
seismic data which would be accumulated. In the years that have gone by sinece the
Ad Hoc Group first proposed the global system (in 1978 in document CCD/558), there
have been rapid techneclogical advances with respect to computer and data communication
technology. This has opened up new possibilities to improve the effectiveness of the
global data exchange, and Norway considers it important that the work of the
Ad ‘Hoc Group take advantage of this ncw situaticn.

As a Norwegian contribution to the werk of the Group, a low-cost computer systenm
has been developed for the purpose of rapid international exchange of seismic data.
The system would be suitable as a prototype which could be further developed for
future installation at any station in the global seismic network.,

In this connection I have the honcur to introduce the Norwegian working paper
contained in document CD/}lO on a prototype system for the international exchange
of seismological data under a comprehensive test-ban treaty. Such a prototype has
been developed by scientists at the Norwegian Seismic Array (NORSAR) as a result of
a research project which was initicted in 1980 under the sponsorship of the
Norwegian Ministry of Foreign Affairs. This afternoon a demonstration of how such
a system functions will he staged by represcntatives of NORSAR,

It is our hope that this national contribution will prove to be of value to the
further studies of the seismic expert Group and the negotiations in the Working
Group on a Nuclear Test Ban, which in its first phase will focus on verification.

As we have pointed out before, the Norwegian Government is prepared to make
NORSAR available as a meonitoring station within a global seismic verification
systems. With this in mind, Norway will continue to teke an active part in the
seismic expert Group. Ve shall also participate in the Working Group on a Huclear
Test Ban as an observer.

According to the Final Document of the first special session on disarmement and
several resolutions adopted by the General iAssembly at its regular scssions, the
conclusion of a chemical weapons convention is onc of the most urgent tasks of
multilateral disarmament negotiations. Norway welcomed the decision taken at the
beginning of this year's session on a revised mandate for the Ad Hoc Working Group
on Chemical Weapons. Based on document CD/CW/UPEBB and under the energetic
leadership of Ambassador Sujka, the negotiations are now entering a new phase, aimed
at reaching compromises on the main outstanding questions. In this regard, Norway
has with interest studied the propescls concerning verification contained in the
basic provisions of a chemical weapons convention which were introduced by the
Minister of Forecign Affairs of the Soviet Union during the second special session.

The Norwegian Government is of the opinion that a ban on chemical weapons is
one of the most important issucs on the international agenda for disarmament.
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In the second phase of the Morwegian rosearch programme which will take nart
during the winter of 1983, we intend to study mroblems related to storage of
samples until they can he analysed hy an internatisnally reccgnized laboratory.
Ve shall also investigate the behavicur of other agents such as irritants and
‘precursors. Efforts will also be devoted to ths possibility of using the
decompositicn products of chemical agents under winter conditions as additicnal
evidence of identification, since this may significantly extend “the possibility
for drawing firm conclusions far a long period after pessible use
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The CHATRMAN: I thank the represcntative of Horway for his statement and for
the kind words that he has addressed Lo the Chair,

That concludes my list of speakers for today. Does any other delegate wish to
take the floor?

As the Committee is awarce, severci proposals have been advanced in comnection
with item 2 of our agenda, In our timetable for the present weck, we left open the
possibility of holding an informal meeting next Thursday, 19 August, in the afternoon.
We have already had onc ccmprehensive informal consultation on all these matters.

It now remeins for us te hold an informal mecting in this chamber, in conformity
with our established practice. I suggest that we held an infermal meeting on

19 August at 3.30 p.m. to consider those proposals, i.c. these in drcunents CD/180,
tabled by the Group of 21, CD/QRQ, submitted by the German Democratic Republic,
€D/219, tabled by a group of socizlist countries, and ¢D/309, tabled by India.

There may be some others toc. e could also continue sur exchange of views on
docunment CD/272 submitted by Mongolia under item 7 of the agenda, i.e., the prevention
of an arms race in ocuter space,

If there is no other suggestion, we will proceed accordingly.

It was so decided,

The CHAIRMAN: I would like to inforn the Committee that I have requested the
Secretariat to circulate in the delegations! boxes a cormmmnication received from
the Chargé d'iAffaires of Senegal requesting participation in the work of the
Committee under rules 33 and 35 of the rules of procedure. I intend to put before
the Committee a draft decisicn concerning that reguest at cur plenary meeting next
Thursday.

The next plenary meeting of the Cormittee on Disarmarment will be held on
Thursday, 19 August, at 10.30 a.m.

The plenary meeting stands adjowrncd.

The meeting rose at 12.55 DPalle
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The CHAIRMAN: I declare open the 180th plenary meeting of the Committee on
disarmament.,

The Committee continues todoy 1ts consideration of item 2 of 1ﬁs agenda,
"Cessation of the nuclecr arms race and ruciear disarmemeni®. IHowever, in accordance
with rule 30 of the rules of procedurc, merbers vishing to 4o so may make statements
on any other subject relevant to the Committee's work.

+
u
d

I have on my list of specziters for today the representatives of longolia,

Brazil, Romania, Venczuela, India,: Ctiba and Hexico
b s b ’

I now give the floor to the first specker on my lish, the distinguished
representative of Hongolia, Hig q‘c“llﬂn\J Lmdassadoy Brdembileg,

*» Chairman, allov

S y of the Committes on

L aleo 1ike 1o express our gratitude
Lbuti he work of the Comuittee

the Commititees

Mr, ERDEMBILEG (Mongolia) (b3
ne to congratul‘tb you on your
Disarmament for the month of August. We should
to Ambessador Okawa of Japan for his great coni
during the final stage of the first part of thig

y the nev represcentative of Romania
to the Committee on Dig urmum“nt, Ahbwonmdof I tcu, and wishes him suceess in
his responsible tasks, I should 1¢xg once : to exmress cur feellngs of
sympathy and friendship towards ambassador Vﬁnmateswarun of India vho is leaving
his present post to talke up a neuv appcintment.

The Mongolian delegati

Ag many speskers have rightly. observed, this sumaer part of the session of
the Committee on Disarmament is marked oy the fact that 1t is talking place just
after the recently concluded second swecicl sescion of the Unlteq Hations
General Asgembly devoted to disarmementt HMany of us here are asking ourselves
whether that most representative internationel forum, vhose muﬁthw was accompanied
by a new surgc of the vnowerful antirway wmovenent in the United States, Burope and
other parts of the world, lived up to expectations of the peoples.

In this connection, I should like to vefler to the Finel Document of the
first special session, vhose historic signific~nce is now row1ng steadily greater.,
In one of its parcgraphs, it is particularly stréssed that "in order to create
favourable conditions for succoss in the &isarmament process, ¢ll States should
strictly abide by the provisions of the Charter of the United Nztions, refrain from
actions which might adverscly affcet cfforts in the field of disarmement, and display
a constructive approach to negotictions and the volitical will to reach agroement,
The results of the second special session clecrly vircved that that was a sound
conclusion. Opposition to this recoluehdstion has dsveloped, as the facts show.-
For it is not at oll by chance that crisis situations have been created and
aggraveted in the south-western Atlantic, the Heer East and other n~reas. On the eve
of the sccond special session, the HATO countries met in Bonn ot the highest level ==
and this again wes not an accident. The tragic events in Lebanon were the result
of the criminal aggresgion of Isreel, with the connivence of its protectors, which
has provoked ongry condermation throughout the world and resolute demands for an
immediate end to the piracy, berbarism and genoecide being permetrated against the
Palestinian and Lebeanese pconles.

These are some links in the cheoin of the obstructionist poiicy nnd actions
of the opponents of mence, ddtente and disarmanont
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The reason why the second special session was unsuccessful wos, precisely,
such policies and actions on the part of ‘certain circles in NATO countries and
their followers., They created obstacles to the adoption by the special session
of the necessary decisions and recommendations. )

. In spite of this, the second special session was an extremely significant
event which marked the continuation of the start of o new stage in United Nations
efforts in the field of disarmament, ’

It should be emphasized that at the second specisl session the guestion of
averting a nuclear war wags regarded as being of maramount importance.

In this connection, o new Soviet initictive of historic significance deserves
to be singled out. From the rostrum of the second special scssion, the Soviet Union
solemnly proclaimed its unilateral assumption of a commitment not tc be first to
use nuclear weapons. This commitment on the part cf the Soviet Union, vhich came
into force immediately upon being proclaimed, met with the support and approval of
the overwhelming mejority of States Members of the United Hations. They are now
waiting for the other nuclear-weapon powers to do likewise and give the same
undertaking:. These expectations of the peoples should be met, and this would create
real conditions for averting the threat of a nuclear war,

The Soviet Union's constructive approach to the question of the prevention of
nuclear war and to the urgent problems of disarmament was again demonstrated in its
Memorandum entitled "Averting the growing nuclear threat and curbing the arms race"
In this comnection I should lilie to stress the immwortance of the Soviet nrOhosal
for the freczing of muclear weapons et their current levels.

This new peace-loving action of the Soviet Union and the important documents
presented by the USSR have met with the warmest approval and full support in the
Mongolian People'!s Republic,

I should - also like to mention the energetic cfforts of the delegations of
India, Mexico, Sweden and other States which put foruard at the seccond special session
a number of important ideas and suggestions on the gquestions of the prevention of
nuclear war, the freezing of nuclear weapons and the prohibvition of their use. Aas
you know, they submitted draft documents on these matters which should be carefully
examined at the next regular seassion of the United Nations General Assembly.

While on the subject of the results of the special session of the General Assembly
I cannot fail to mention the hope which was expressed that the World Disarmament uampalgl
would make a further contribution to the mobilization of public opinion in support of
efforts for disarmament and the strengthening of international peace and security.

In accordance with its programme of work, the Committee has this week began
discussing one of the highest priority items on its agendat the cessation of the
nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmsment, Next week it will discuss the question
of a nuclear test ban. '

At the second special session of the United Nations General Assembly, as well as
at the start of the Committee's summer session, almost all speakers expressed serious
concern at the continuing nuclear arns race and the growing threat of the outbreak
of a nuclear war. 1t is- scarcely necessary to say that in the present situation the

senseless arms race, and first and foremost the nuclear arms race, is a direct threat


http://ra.ce

CD/PV.180
8

(Mr. Erdembilig, Mongolia)

to world peace and security. There is no doubt, therefore, that the struggle to
preserve peace and avert the threat of a thermonuclear disaster is a key issue,
a burning question, and a paramount obligation for all States without exception.

Moved by a sincere desire to avert the threat of nuclear war, the peorles
of the world sincerely welcome and gsupport the Soviet Union's undertaking not to
be the first toe use nuclear weapons. It is our belief that in thig unilaterally
assumed commitment by the USSR lics the cardinal solution to the problem of averting
miclear war. If the other nuclear-~weapon pPowers were to undertake a similar
commitment, then a reliable defence will have been created against nuclear war, and
the use of nuclear weapons will in effect be prohibited. In this connection, the
Mongolian delegation considers that the Committee on Disarmarment should display
a serious and constructive approach and devote itself without delay to the
consideration of matters relating to the prevention of nuclear war. Like many others,
our delegation fully supports the pronosal for the earliest possible establishment
of an ad hoc working group to proceed immediately to negotiations with a view to the
drawing up of an agreement on this subject. In our opinion, the draft mandate on
this issue put forword by the delegation of India and the draft convention on the
prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons presented by it to the second special .
session of the General Assembly and circuleted as an official document of the
Committee could serve as a sound basis for work in this field,

It is gencrally agreed that the task of averting nuclear catastrophe largely
depends on the solution of problems in the field of the halting of the nuclear arms
race and nuclear disarmament. The best way to achieve success in this natter, we
suggest, is to begin negotiations on the cecssation of the nuclear arms race and
nuclear disarmament within the Committee, which is the single multilateral
negotiating forun for working out concrete international agrecements on the curbing
of the arms race and disarmament,

The Mongolian delegation urges, as it hasg done in the past, that qucstions
relating to the nuclear arms race should be considered on a priority basis. To
speak in pactical terms, we are in favour of the esteblishment without delay of
an ad hoc working group on agenda item 2 and the starting of real negotiations in
that working group. Members of the Committec arc well aware of the specific
proposals of the Soviet Union and other socialist countries concerning the questions
to be considered by such a working group. Hewever, I should like to draw attention
to a new point of interest. The memorandum submitted by the Soviet Union at the
second special session of the General Assenbly devoted to disarmanment contains a
proposal for the elaboration, adoption and stege-by-stage implementation of a
nuclear disarmament programme, as well as agreement, in response to the wish of many
States, that one of the first stages in the programme should be the cessation of
production of fissionable materials for the manufacture of various types of nuclear
weapons. .

We consider that the Soviet-American negotiations on the limitation of nuclear
arms in Europe and of strategic weapons as a whole ecre of great importance. For its
part, the Soviet Union is deploying persistent efforts and a constructive approach
with a view to achieving success in these negotiations.

In the complex measures for the lirdtation of muclear weapons and the averting
of the nuclear threat, an important place should be given, inter alia, to the
question of a complete and general prohibition of nuclear weapon tests. The decision
taken by the Committce at the end of its spring scscion on the setting up of an
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ad hoc working group con agenda item 1 aroused the hepe of %he Mongolian delegation
that it would be pessible to begin concrete negotiaticns on this question. Houcver,

in view of the new circumstances, dou)ta arise as to the sincerity and reality of
the intentions of certain nuclear—weanor Stotes nembers of the Corxittee and ftheir

willingness to embark on genuine nego tietlcn(.

Thig applies in the first ploce to the recent decision of the United States
Adminigtretion not te resume the trilaters negotioti ns on vhe conplete and general
prohibition of nuclear weapon tests, which they had broken off, a2s well zs o
znother of its decisicns — the decision net to ratify the bilateral Soviet-fnericen
cgreements signed in 1974 and 1976 on tho limiotion of muclasar-vesypen tests and
nmuclear explosions for DOOCuful purrocess 1t ig perfectly cbvious tJLt the
United States does not wigh to show willingness to negoticte with 2 view teo draving
up an international legel instrument on o tofal nuclear weapcn test ban. Thig is
the only explanation for the cottitude of the present United Stetes Administration
on this question,

e
1

The recent formal decleratious LV Frznce znd Chinz c¢f their refusal to
participate in negotinftions in the new Ad Hece Working Group have caused general
concern., The positions adopted on this issue by certzin other States ore olso
well Znown to us. Thus, on this question o situstiion is emerging which ig quite
farmilicr to us from the post.

We should like to believe that the 4d Hoc Werking Greup cn o Muclear Te”* Ban
will be cble to do somo useful work during the sheort Tins that remeins ot this
session. We consider thot in future thig Group sheould deal °~rlou°1; rore with
questions of subetance, In this connection, the practiczl and business-like
participation of &all nuclcar-wecpon Stotes without excepticn is necessary.

C"‘

It is well Lknown to 11 that the Scoviet Unicn and cother socialist States, ac

. ’

well ag nany nor-olisned and neubrol countries are in fovour of the complete and general
prohibition of nuclear weopon ts by 2ll States, in 2ll envircnnents end for o1l tine,.

We take as & starting peint tiiat 1t is not ondy immertant to strengthen the

1963 Moscow Treaty, by maling it mere universal, but olso urgently necessary to
Yo [] J
elaborate and 1nw]cmbnt a cemmrehensive soluticn in this field,

The HMongolian delegstion sharces the opinion of the majerity of the wneciabers of
the Committee, including a number of western “lo)wulonu, that the negotiaticns in
the id Hoc Working Group i{fication and vo_pll should mot focus
purely on the technical should be 2 Pm achieving a
political and legal solution in order to facilitate the draw ng up of an internstional
agreenent on a couplete and general nuclecr test ban., Tlils is precisely what we soo
~s the mejor goal of the Ad Hoc Working Groun

nee
.L_
U

—ql*—'
@

Allow me now to meke some cormients on behalf of the longolicn delegation on
egenda iten 4,

During the second part of its current scssicn, the Comridttee on Disarmement iz
paying particulsr attention to the problern of the prohibition of chemical weapons,
one of the nost pressing tasks in the sphere of the limiteticn of the arms race cnd
disernament, First of all, I should like to refer to the vigorous cctivity of the
Vorlzing Greoup under the sble and onergetic guidence of the Ambessodor of Poland,
Courade B. Sujiza. A considerable nurber of formal ond informal HLQtln““ and nony
consul tations hove been held, and in addition eight vorking contact groups have besn
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set up in which intensive work is being done. In = businesslikce and ccenstructive
ctmosphere, two weeks ago, the Chairmen of the Ad Hoc Working Groun held consultations
with experts on a nuiber of technical guestions, in vhich 35 apecialists fron

23 countries took part. All this bears witness tc ths priority inmportance which
delegations attach to the speedicst vossitvle golution in thoe Commitice of the

question of the complete prohibition and destruction of chemical weaopene.

My delegation does not intend at this stage to sum up the prescent state of the
work in the Working Group cn Chemical Weapons. I should like merely to refor to
something which we congider very inportent. As hoe frequertly deen cbserved her
as a result of the careful and thorecugh consideration cf chemicel weapons problb
there now exist all the cenditions for rsal progress in 1

o
A
-

)

w

e negotiations on the
nrohibition of chenicel weapons, We believe thet vericus thincs have contributed

to this situction, forerost amony then bteiny the submission by the Soviet Union of

. nev document entitled, "Basic provisionsg of o convention on the »rohibition of

the developnent, producticn and stochvl ing of cherdcal weapons and on their
destruction', which ocntains gquite a nuzber oI nev clements reloting to the solution
of the most compliceted issues, 'The Hongolion delegetion would like to express the
hope that the other variners in the negeticticns will alsc take responsible stepds
towards the sccomplishilernt of thig difficult dbut vitzlly necesscry task iu the aphere
of genuine disc

-
4

renchte

In view of the pressing enl urge TeTe 3 “'cve
the prohibiticn of chemice d of the
apparent in the negoticzti
h
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In conclusion allow ne to nake o comments cones
&d hoc working groun on the question of the nrovent
Upwce

¢ )

2

fceording to ito progromwe of moris, in the fifth
session, the Commitiee on Dissrmament will procoed SO

duteels gossgion, aliest

hoc woﬁxing SToUP.

During both the spring and the sw
all delegations hevn
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Last week the United States delegation expressed doubis as to vhether the
establishment of such an zd hoc working group would be the best course at the present
stage. It advocated the holding of o certain nuiber of pledory mcptlngs, either
formal or informal, on the subject of outer specs.

As I gtated earlier, the Cormitteec has already decided o devote i-
ncetings on 31 August cnd 2 Sepitember to o considerati f s
+he
v

prevention of an arms race ir outer space. If i
tc hold some informal r 1ﬂet1ngs for the discusgsion of tnis 1estlon, the Mongolian
delegotion will heve no narticular objections.

Such an orzenizetion cf the work sikould wet rule oub the - -podsibility of
continuing the consuliations and oxchenges of views already begun in the Committce
on the draft mandate, but chould o the cont'ﬂﬂy stimuleta them.  Tho Mongolian
delegation is thus in favour of the Committec's using ell nessible methods and
forms of working so that it can reach agreement on the toxt of a nendete es soon

- 20T
as possiblo.

Yo do not ‘see the nced to npostpone consideraticn of a mandate for thiz proup
until the conclusion of the Cor ;ttﬂ“" liccuznion ¢f tha e ¢of tho
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For the last couple of years, the Group of 21 has tried unsuccessfully to obtain
consénsus for its proposal on the establishment of o working group cn item 2, At the
came time, new nuclear missiles werc being deployed in eastern Eurcope at the rate of one
every five deys, vhile the rival alliance reached a decision to go ahead with plans to
replace its nuclear forces with o new generaticn of missiles and warheads. Doctrines
predicated on the ac ual use of nuclear weapons are still Yhe mainstay of the C'trafcoblc
thinking in both confronting camps. Can the nucloar-weapon powers and their allies
expect nen~nuclear nations to remain forever on tne sidelines, when their own vital
security interests are «lso at stake?

A new proposal has been tabled by the dolegation of India to establish a

woxking group on the prevention of nuclesr wer. We support the Indian proposal and hope

that gquick agreement con boe recchad on the wﬁrdlng of a mandate. My own delegation was
among the original sponsors of resolution )6/0 B, adopted by consensus, which agked the
nuclear-weapon powers to submit concrete proposals and suggestions on that gquestion,
Consideration of the matter of preventing nuclear wer was, however, effectively blocked
at the second special session. Some muclear-weapon powers not only delayed until the
last few days of the specizl session their answers to the Secretary~General, but also
utilized procedural manoouvres to make sure that no serious work could be undertaken on
that item, By the sheer displey of lack of interest on anything but the immediate
provoganda benefits, in one case, or by linking the prevention of nuclear war to the
wider problem of war itself, in the other case, they in effect precluded, for all
practical purposes, the consideration of the question at the sccond special session;
moreover, by equating nuclear war wvith the broader question of war in general, they
further reinforced the concerns that they congider nuclear weepons as o legitimate
neans for use in war. '

The prevention of nuclear var cen hordly be orgued as pertaining exclusively to the
province of the nuclear-weapon powers,since,hy the very nature of the muclear weapon, the
consequences of nuclear wer will affeet nuclcar-wespon and non-nuclear-weapon nations
alike. The two Buperpowers have, in the past, ~rrived =zt a fov asrecments
precauticnary measures bto avoid nuclear war by accident or miscalculation, and at the
second special session one superpowcr announced its intention to approach the other with
further proposals of this kind. We hope that negotistions between them for that purpose
will soon start, That should not, however, prevent the Committce on Disarmement from
establishing 2 working group on the nreveniion of nuclear war. The existing agrecment
on the matter between the United States and the USSR on the prevention of nuclear war,
signed at Washington on 22 June 1973, and further measurcs designed to avoid nuclear war
by accident and miscaloulaetion, could provide o storting point for further discussion
and solution of related problems ip a rultilateral perspective. The aforementioned 1973
bilateral egreement, for instance, recognizes that "nuclear war would have devastating
consequences for mankind", It seems ouly natural that the views of those who stand to
be devgstated be considered in future agreements. In matters involving survival, there
can be no appointed trustees. Whetever new agrecments may be arrived . at, let it be clear
that they cannot and must not be taken as & substitute for nuclear dlsarmament, which is
the ultimate effective guarcntee against the outbreak of o nuclear war. In reducing
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the possibility of accident or miscalculation, the nuclear-weapon Powers must
not proceed under the agsumption that the wilful use of nuclear weapons is in

a way to be regarded as an acceptable option.
Ny way ; b

An important declarction regarding the non-first-use of nuclear weapons
wes nade at the sccond speciel session by the Minister of Foreign Affairs of :
the Soviet Union., Just before the onening of the specisl session, the NATO . meeting
at the level of Heads of State alsc nade a far-reaching declaration on the
alliance's policy regarding the use of its forces. Such unilateral declarations
should be regarded as statements of intention, which by their very nature do
not have the status of contractual obligations that can be verified, They should,
however, constitute building dlocks for further efforts of a binding character
instead of being dismissed as nere propaganda. The seriousness of the attitude
of the nuclear-wezpon powers to the obhjective of preventing nuclear war must
also be measured zgainst their willingness to explore in good faith all promising
new opportunitics for progress. 4 third nuclear-woapon power comitted itself,
many years ago, not to be first to use nuclear weapons. Now, one of the
superpowers has followed suit. Would thiz not open the way for ail five
muclear-weapon powers to engage in scerious efforts to agree on the total ban of
the use of nuclear wespong?

o
Fal
e

May I take this enportunity to touch bricfly upen item 1 of our agenda,

on which my delegation reserves its risht to intervene agein. The start of the
activities of the Ad Hoc Workinz Group on o Nuclear Test Ben lagt Friday is a
landmark in ths history of the multilateral efforts in the field of disarmament.
My delegation welcomes the distineished Awbassador of Sweden to the chairmanship
of the Working Group, and wighes him success. No one, in our view, is better
qualified than Ambessador Lidgard to lead the Working Group in . the task facing it.

The fulfilment of that task rmust respond to the will of the international
community, so often and so unmistakebly expressed. My delegation can only
deplore the attitude of the delegations of China and France, which chose to
ignore their regponsibilities and the wishes of the international community as
a whole. It took alwost twenty yeors from.the inception of the Eighteen-Nation
Disarmanent Committee for China and France to abandon thoir policy of aloofness
-with regard to that body and its successors., Bubt it sufficzd that a Working Group
be establsihed to deal with some aspects of a muclear test ban for those two
nations to refuse to lend their suvport and co-operation to the common endeavours
of the other merbers of the Committee on Disarmanment, thus crecting an equivocal
situation for the Committee as o whole, We fail o understand their attitude,
since the mandate of the Working Group certainly crestes no binding obligation
for the cessation of the testing ¢n which those two notions continue to engege.
Another nuclear-weapon power decided recently that its continued tegting of
nuclear weapons is necessary "for a long time to come", in ordsr to continue
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inmproving and developing its arsenals. Can such a stand be considered to be
compatible with commitments undertaken in international treatics that require
from théir signatories the achievement of a conplete ban on nuclear-weapon
testing? Yet another nuclear-weapon power has declared, as we read in the press,
that it "does not necessarily agree" with the decision taken by its Superpower
ally. Should we draw the conclusicon that the continustion of testing is not
indispensable for the credibility of the doctrine cf nuclear deterrence, on which
both allies base their military posture?

Only two years ago, the trilateral negotictors repcrted to the Committec
on Disarmament, after repeeted requests, that they considered such negotiations
as "the best way forwi rd" toward the achievement of o lasting and comprehensive
nuclear test ban. Since then, one superpower aznnounced its decision not to
resune the trilateral negotiations, together with its intention to seek the
review of existing bilateral instruments on the metter. We note that the continued
insistence of that Superpower on the exanination of verification aspects does
not preclude, in its view, the Working Group from dealing with the scope and
other aspects of the treaty, and we are confident that its delegation will
contribute constructively to the discussion, even if it considerS the achievement
of a CTBT as o "long-term goal". W: also agree with the expressed view that
a CTBT rust be multilateral and wcinm at universal adherence. Bubt its contention
that the time is not "propitious" for the negotatisn of a tesb-ban treaty continues
to elude cur understanding. The ergument seems too vague ond subjective to be
credible at face value, except by drawing the conclusion that that superpower
has in fact decided to postpone indefinitely any agreement on a nuclear test ban.

Such developments are certainly nct good omens for the work we have Jjust
started on a nuclear test ban., A better understanding of the objective and
direction of the exercise we are about to start, on understanding that can be
acceptable to all, is a necessary condition for such an exercise to have any
significance at all. For too long now this Committee has been reduced to the role
of playing witness to the. whims of the nuclear—weapon powers and seeing the
fate of serious multilateral negotiations sway at the mercy of the fluctuations
of their bilateral relationships or of their shifting strategic perceptions.

We have yet to see one single instance in which the narrow perception of a
muclear-weapon power gave way to broader considerctions of a global nature.

The 25 years of the history of attempts to reach a CTBT are full of exanples of
the attitudes that have contributed to making such a treaty less attainable now
than it was in 1963, when the three "Original Parties" to the Moscow Treaty
committed themselves to achieving "the discontinuance of all test explosions of
-nuclear weapons for all time". Lscertzining the intentions of the nuclear-wecapon
powvers is crucial for the signficance of ocur worlk on this itern,

Whether additional nations decide to invoke, in the pursuit of security, the
same arguments so far used by the nuclezr—woanon powers, or whether, on the contrary
the international cormrunity can proceed toward a common objective of security
through nuclear disarmament, is = choice that depends heavily on the attitudes and
policies of the nuclear-weapon powers themselves. It is thoy who ultinately must
accept the full responsibility for the consequences of their own choices.
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Mr. DATCU (Romania) (translated from French): DMy intervention today is
dedicated to items 1 and 2 of the Committee's agenda, the cessation of the nuclear
arms race and nuclear disarmament and a2 nuclear test ban.

On 5 August, the Romenizn delegation presented cur Government's views and
positions of principle to the Committee, together with a number of proposals
submitted by our country tc the second special session of the United Nations _
Jeneral Assembly deveted to disarmament.  Today, therefores, I should like to dwell
an sorle more specific aspects of these top priority items on cur agenda.

We fully share the cenclusion cf the comprehensive atudy on nuclear weapons
published by the Tnited Hations that nuclear weapons constitute  the most serious
threat to national security. On=z of the reasons is that henceforward nuclear
arsenals will exert & decisive influsnce on the course of politics and international
relations. 4 serious accident or even a devastating war could be ceused by nuclear
weapons systems themselves and the tangible threat that they represent for each
other. In an extremsly tense situation in particular, such a war could be triggered
by a preventive strike or by an escalation of conventional to nuclear warfare.

It is imperative, thercfore, for Governments and responsible circles to make every
effort to attain the fundamental objoctive of halting the nuclear arms race and
putting into effect zg soon as possible concrete measures of nuclear disarmanment.

Ls my country has emphasized in its statements in the United Hations General Assembly,
in this Committee, in nther forums, and just recently in thé working paper issued as
docunment GD/296 of 28 July of this year, nuclear probtlems as.a whole rnust be approached
Ly measures designed tcs  prohibit the use of nuclear weapons; halt their development
and testing; halt *the production »% nuclear weapons and of fissionable materials for
rnilitary purposes; gradually reduce and ultimately elimiinate 21l nuclear weapons

and their delivery vehicles, and lastly, outlaw nuclear weapons. This set of
successive measures could, we believe, form the elements of an authentic strategy

for putting a stop to the nuclear amms race.

The excellent study published this year by UNIDIR, '"Risks of unintentional
nuclear war', reveals the huge and terrifying dangers represented by an unintentional
nuclear war, as regards it3 causes and origins and in particular the cumulative risk,
which should be given very serious congideration. I should like to guote the
following passage:?

"By contrazt vo the uzual ascumption that two risks zrc twice as Jdangerous
as one risk and three risks are three times as dangerous, the logical structure
of cumulative risks, upon 2 closer examination tased on prcbability theory,
rather suggests that a sequence of risks unexpectedly piles up a deadly threat."

The real risk impliad by the existence of gigontic nuclear srscnals and the
disturbing development of strategic doztrines has provoked a more and more marked
trend in favour of urgent measures to prohibit the use of nuclear weapons -- that is
to say, tc prohibit the use cof force in its most brutal and murderous form. In the
study "Nuclear wWeapons and the Atlantic Alliance", published by McGeorge Bundy,
George F. Kennan, Robert S. McNamara and Gerard Smith in Foreign Affairs this year,
the conclusion of the authors, all well-known and highly respected for their
activities and competence in this field, was as follows:
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. "Given the appalling consequences of even the most limited use of nuclear
weapons and the total imposaibility for both sides of any guarantee against
unlimited escalation, there must be the gravest doubt about the wisdom of a
policy which asserts the effectiveness of any first use of nuclear weapons
by either side. So it seems timely to consider the possibilitizs, the :
requirements, the difficulties and the advantages of a policy of no-first-use".

We believe that any other approach, envisaging the use of nuclear weapons, not
only implies the gravest responsibility as regards the possible destruction of
humanity but in addition is contrary to international law. For, in its
1961 Declaration (resolution 1653 of 24 November 1961), the General hssembly of
the United Nations ruled that "The use of muclear and thermo-nuclear weapons is
contrary to the spirit, letter and aims of the United Nations and, as such, a direct
violation of the Charter of the United Nations", and, a little further on, that
"Any State using nuclear and thermo-nuclear weapons is to be considered as acting
contrary to the laws of humanity and as committing a crime against mankind and
civilization".

While, of course, being conscious of the immense complexity of the problem and
the multiplicity of factors involved, we wish to emphasize the ever-widening
acceptance of the idea that action must be taken as soon as possible to avert the
growing threat of a devastating nuclear war. At the second special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, several praiseworthy initiatives were taken.
The Soviet delegation, for example, presented the very important pledge by the USSR
"not to be the first to use nuclear weapons". . Similarly, the People's Republic of
China, in its proposals on the essential measures for an immediate halt to the arms
race and for disarmament, proposed that all the nuclear~-weapon States should
undertake '"not to be the first to uge nuclear weapons against each other at any time
or under any circumstances'., To these should be added the favourable replies of
other States to the request of the United Nations Secretary-~General on the basis of
resolution 36/81 B. In this context, the Indian delegation's proposal concerning
the mandate of an ad hoc working group on the prevention of nuclear war
(document CD/309) has my delegation's full support.

Of course, the adoption by the Committee of a decision to set up such a working
group should not prejudice the widely recognized need for a structure for dealing
with all the problems connected with the halting of the nuclear arms race. Thae
fact that we now have the impressive number of more than 300 specific proposals on
nuclear disarmament, as can be seen in document CD/293 which was compiled by the
secretariat, clearly proves both the complexity of this field and the interest that
States attach to this top priority question. I should like to mention just a few
of these ideas, such as the halting of the productiion of nuclear weapons and
fissjonable materials for military purposes, the prohibition of the neutron bomb, a
mutual freeze on nuclear arsenals, and so forth. That is why my delegation
considers it more than ever necessary for the Committee to embark on the negotiation
process with respect to nuclear disarmament, starting with the discussion stage and
proceeding to actual negotiations. The proposals made in this connection by the
Group of 21 in document CD/180 are still entirely valid.

Romania welcomed the agreement of the Soviet Union and the United States of Americe
to start negotiations on strategic nuclear arms problems. We sincerely hope that,
despite the differences between the proposals put forward, the negotiations will lead
to an agreement in the interest of all peoples. At the same time, in view of certain
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ideas expressed here, we wish to repeat today Romania's position of principle, namely
that it is the duty of all States to make a contribution to the fundamental

objective of putting a stop to the nuclear arms race. They all have this duty and
this responsibvility. This belief of my delegation, of my country, is based on the
fact that in present circumstances we are all objects of the direct and devastating
threat of nuclear weapons, and while some countries possess these weapons, the rest
are in danger of becoming nuclearized as the potential and innocent victims of a
thermo-nuclear conflict in which there will be neither victors nor vanquished.

That is why the Romanian delegation attaches such great importance to the establishment
of a subsidiary body on item 2 of the agenda. We think the time has come to tackle
nuclear problems in this Committee in a structured and organized way. Although I

do not want to dwell on this subject any longer I should, nevertheless, like to say,
as our colleague the Ambassador of Brazil did a few minutes ago, that we are opposed
to any theory tending to endorse here:the supposed exclusiveness of the competence

of certain powers. Such theories are totally unacceptable to us, if only because
they are totally contrary to the basic principles of the United Nations Charter as
regards the duties and obligations of all nations, which should negotiate here on a
footing of equality.

I should now like to pass on to the subject of the prohibition of nuclear tests,
for which we now have an Ad hoc Working Group under the chairmanship of the
distinguished representative of Sweden, Ambassador Curt Lidgard.

The Romanian delegation believeg that, despite the limited mandate it was
possible to agree on, the discussions in this Group should be such as to facilitate
the initiation of negotiations on the subject of nuclear tests. We share the view
that a broad understanding on the scope of the prohibition is needed before we can
begin discussing questions of verification.

With regard to the discussions on verification, we should like to make the
following observations: '

First, our discussions should concentrate on underground tééfs, gince a
prohibition has been in operation in the other areas since 1963 without any complaints
being formulated, so far as I know.

Secondly, we believe it has already been proved that it is technically possible
to establish an effective monitoring system for detecting possible violations of an
agreenent banning nuclear weapons tests throughout the world. The nethods for the
detection of nuclear explosions that now exist, namely, the collection of samples of
radiocactive waste, the recording of seismic, acoustic and hydro-acoustic waves and
the radio signal mnethod, together with recourse, if necessary, to on-site inspections,
are entirely adequate for the detection and identification of nuclear explosions.

The third observation I should like to make concerns the substantial amount of
work that has already been done in the field of verification. Starting with the
1958 Conference of Experts to study the possibility of detecting violations of a
possible agreement on suspension of nuclear tests, up to the last report of the
Ad_Hoc Group of Scientific Experts on Seismic Events, there is a goodly number of
technical and scientific studies available to us.
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For all these reasons, we are inclined to consider that the 44 Foc:Working Group
on a Nuclear Test Ban should not stert from the beginning again and rediscover things
that have already lcng since been discovered. It ought rather to review the
activities that have been carried cut and decide whether, at this stage, we have
available what is needed to set up a system for the verification of compliance with
an agreement on the halting of nuciear tests, taking account of its field of
application. We believe that the delegations of the muclear-weapon States teking

part in the Group's work should play net only an important but also a very active
role in this process, given their technclogical capacity and their experience.

Lastly, we should perhaps remind curselves that while we are talking, an ever
more powerful and threatening infernal war machine is functioning efficiently at the
same time, adding day by day and minute by mirute te the monstrous edifice of terror
and destruction. It is vital for us to respond to these dangers in o more fangible
and urgent fashion and with .greater solidarity. In the face cof the reality of the
productlon of ever more efficient meens of destruction, this Commitiee szems to e
making no headway -- engaging in debates rather than in real negotiations. We should
remember that a new nuclear weapon is being produced in *the world every three minutes.
The gulf between the results of our deliberations and the ever-increasing magnitude of
the arms race becomas daily more slarming, mere inexplicatle. In these days of
grave dangers, the time has perhaps come for us all to set our watches right -- fer
the hour is already late.:

Mr, RODRIGUES NAVARRC (Venehuelﬁ) (translated from Sna nlsx) Fr, Chairman,
allow me to begin my statement by saying how pleased my delageticn is te see you
presiding over the Commlttee on Disarmament during the month of august. We are
confident that your wise judgement will be of great benefit to us in our work.

I should like also to express my gratitude to Ambassador Okawa of Japan for the
skilful and efficient way in which he carried ocut his work during the final stage of
the spring session. I should like to offer a warm welcome to Amb( gador Datcu cf
Romania who has joined the Committiee. : :

My delegation would also like 1o express its gratitude to fnbaSbedorq Yu Peiwen
of China, Valdivieso of Peru ond Venketeswaran of India for their very positive
contributicns tc the work of this complex and demanding body, and to wish them success
in their new activities.

The seccnd special session of the Urnited Nations General Assembly deveted to
disarmament held the attention of the world from the start and all the peoples of the
world, without distinction as tc raze, beliefs or culture, placed great hopes in it
because they realized that it represented one of the most important efforts ever mode
in the sphere of disarmament.

That is reason encugh not to overlook or ignore the significance of the event cond
therefore to meke a2 brief comment on it.
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As my country stated at-the plenaryweeting held orn 9 June 1982: "The -second
gspecial session dévoted to disarmament is held at a ftime when the critical
tensions of recent times make even more acute the need tc continue exploring ways
in which to achieve concrete results in the negotiations and to conclude specific
agreements on priority matters.”

We stressed that "the General Assembly's principal task is to adept a
comprehensive programme cf disarmament. Moreover, it must examine and evaluate
the implementation of the recommendations and decisicns adopted at the first
special session devoted to disarmament.

"The comprehensive programme of disarmament should be conceived with the idea
of proceeding, on the basis of a renewed commitment of the wills of peoples -and
Governments gathered together here, towards the goal of global disarmament cn
conditions and terms proposed in response to the general principle of achieving
general and complete disarmament under effective internaticnal control."

It was my Government's view that the programme should provide the necessary
‘framework for the conduct of substantive negectiations on disarmament, with a view
to achieving the implementation of a balanced and ordered set of as many concrete
disarmament measures as possible to be carried out in a number of stages. These
measures should remain interrelated and should be carried out in such a way as to
guarantee the security of all States.

Unfortunately, the hoves of the majority of countries for an instrument of
a kind which would imply a solemn and, if possible, binding commitment were _
disappointed. - That was due not to any lack of effort on the part of the developing
countries and other neutral States which do net belong to any military alliance
and of certain well-intenticned developed countries, but to the unwillingness of
certain nuclear powers to make certain particuler concessions and adopt a flexible
approach which would make it possible tc ensure permanent survival for all mankind.

It is with this reascnatle cbjective in view that paragraph 63 of the
Pinal Document of the last special session states that the draft comprehensive
prograrme of disarmament should be returned to the Committee on Disarmament,
together with the views expressed and the progress achieved on the item.
Furthermore, the Committee is requested tc submit a revised version of the
comprehensive programie of disarmament to the General Assembly at its
thirty~eighth session.

Fortunately; it has already Yeen decided to re-establish the Ad Hece Working
Group on a Comprehensive FProgramme cof Disarmament, so that it can start its work
at the beginning of next year. We are pleased to know that it will again be
presided over by Ambassador Garcfa Robles cf Mexico, who has all the qualities
needed for the accomplishment of this difficult task, namely, knowledge, experience
and patience.
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We hope that the results of thls newv stage will exceed expectations, to the
benefit of all.

Agenda iter 4, entitled "Chemical woapons", is anothe“ of the topics to which
we should give special attention during this short swmer session.

The Working Group on Chemical Weapons, which has been meeting since 20 July,
offers fairly encouraging prospects since a minimum degree of consensus has been
reached on some points on which there were diverging views.

Working document CD/220, submitted by the Chairman of ﬁhe Group, has given
rise to comments and specific proposals from countries which are active in the
discussions on the revision of the Elements (document CD/CW/WP.33).

This stage is a positive one in the preparation of a draft convention on the
prchibition of chemical weapons. However, in that connection, it must be borne
in mind that the future convention should not merely be a tenuous supplement to
the Geneva Protocol of 17 June 1925, but an instrument which extends the scope of
its content and eradicates once and for all the inhuman use of such weapons. At
the same time, it should be an agreement which prohibits the development, - '
production, stockpiling and/or transfer of chemical products for military purposes.
In addition, it must provide effective machinery for the elimination of existing
stocks and installations for non-peaceful purposes.

With regard to the controversial aspect of verification of the implementation
of the provisions of the future convention and subsequent compliance with its
provigions, my country considers it appropriate to provide adequate means for
national measures of verification using modern methods selected by the sovereign
State. Provision should be made for scientific international verification where
necessary, provided that this does not prejudice the security of any State and
that it forms an element of internaticnal aid and co-operation in ensuring strict
compliance with the convention by the nations which adhers to it, in the cause of
peace. : : ‘

A% this crucial and difficult stage of the work of the Ad Hoc Group on
Chemical Weapons, we must not allow any dilution of the results already achieved
and, more important, political will must not be allowed to be conspicucus by its
absence in these decisive discussions.

Another area of concern to my country is the militarizétion of outer space
and the placing of satellites in synchronous geostationary orbit, to the point of’
saturation, for purposes that are not exactly peaceful. This directly affects
the security of all countries and particularly that of the equatorial countries.
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In this connection, it should be said that the world is well aware of the
enomous advantages of those countries which have advanced space technologies
and which, without considering inequalities, use satellites for military purposes
in their disputes with other nations. They thus give free rein to their '
strategies, paying no heed to the tragic consequences resulting from their use of
satellites. In this context, it is sufficient to recall what happened recently
in. the.south Atlantic in order to draw objective conclusions on the matter.

My country shares the views of those delegations which consider it appropriate
to establish an ad hoc working group on outer space to identify and consider the
problems of its militarization and thereby establish the competence of the Committee
on Disarmament in this area.

Agenda item 1, entitled '"Nuclear test ban'", is also a matter of concern to my
country, the more as, despite the fact that almost 20 years have passed since the
partial test-ban treaty was signed and. this very important international legal
instrument is therefore in force, nuclear explosions have increased in intensity
and magnitude, with the result that fulfilment of the commitment by the parties
to negotiate and conclude an agreement on the complete prohibition of nuclear tests
ie becoming increasingly unlikely.

As for the arguments in support of the various opinions concerning
verification, we have to admit that they are very weak and insubstantial in their
content. :

Ag my delegation has stated on an earlier occasion, verification and confidence
are not the same thing; the first is mechanical whereas the second is human.
But confidence has the valuable property of being able to achieve -~ to create if
you like -~ the desired solutions, which cannot be partial solutions because that
would imply not so much progress as restrictions on the scope of progress; which
would needlessly conflict with the demands of reason.

That is why, as we see it, the present mandate of the ..d Hoc Working Group
on a Nuclear Test Ban is basically unsatisfactory to the Group of 21, which would
like to see a mandate that would permit the drafting of a treaty prohibiting all
nuclear tests, which would mean obligations and responsibilities on the part both
of nuclear-weapon States and of non-nuclear-weapon States.

I shall conclude by repeating that the best defence of the peoples of the
world will be one that is built by the leaders, statesmen and scientists of the
nations, on the basis of a healthy conscience combined with an altruistic political
will, directed towards peace .and freedom for all, equally.
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The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Venezuela for his statement and
for the kind remarks that he has addressed to the Chair. I now give the floor to
the distinguished representative of India, His Excellency Ambassador Venkateswaran.

Mr, VENKATESWARAN (India): Mr. Chairman, as diplomats we ought to be immune
to the fact of transience which rules our lives. For no sooner does a glimmer of
understanding begin to dawn concerning the subject-matfer of one's assignment, no
sooner does one begin to enjoy close and personal rapport with one's colleagues
than it is time to bid farewell. Work relating to this Committee has been only a
part of my responsibilities here as Permanent Representative of India. However, I
have all along entertained a deep and abiding interest in the activities of the
Committee on Disarmament and learnt to respect and admire the diplomatic gkills and
personal qualities of all the representatives whom I have had the good fortune to
work with during my all too short assignment in Geneva.

This Committee is a unicue body. Its responsibilities are immense. But what
is encouraging to us all is the tolent and dedication with which the cause of
disarmament is being pursued within this Chamber. In the final analysis, we are all
congtrained by the policies of our respective Governments. But we, tooy have an
influence on those policies. We, oo, contribute to that over-all perspective
within which our own national policies are framed. The intimate web of close and
personal relationships which tie us together here without regard to our political
persuasions or ideologies is the best guaraniee for success in our common
endeavours. On the eve of my departure from Geneva, may I wish all my close
friends and-colleagues round this table great success in those endeavours. I shall
carry with me to my next post fond memories of our association and-a continuing
preoccupation with the tasks that we -have laboured together to accomplish in the
past two years. May I also express my gratitude to those who have expressed their
good wishes for success in my new assignment as India's envoy to China.

Since I spoke last, several delegates have referred to the results, or should
I say lack of results, from the recently concluded second special zession of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. Scme of our colleagues have tried to
minimize the grave implications of the failure of that session. It has been
suggested that perhaps we went to that session with far too many expectations and
that the failure to live up to those expectations need not be assessed as bheing in’
any sense evidence of the failure of the multilateral ‘process. Once again, we
have heard members calling upon us to be realistic and pragmatic. We are
admonished to avoid rhetoric and ringing ‘'appeals. Instead we are asked 1o
concentrate on what is practical and feasible.

In the past my delegation, al'ong with many others, has had occasion to
question the so-called realism and pragmatism which are extolled by some members
here as virtues essential to success in disarmament efforts. We have all heard
of the phenomenon referred to as the revolution of rising expectations. 1In the
last 20 years, the cause of disarmament has in fact witnessed what may be called
a veritable revolution of declining expectations. In 1962, the great powers
themselves were negotiating treaties on general and complete disarmament whieh
would have resulted in the total elimination of armaments and armed forces within
a period not exceeding 10 to 12 years. In contrast, we are told today that to
attempt to draw up a comprehensive programme of disarmament as even a mere ,
framework for disarmament negotiations is too ambitious a task. Representatives
of the same delegations were arguing in the early 1960s that it was precisely
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because of the continuing stress and strain in the international situation that it
was necessary to engage in intensive disarmament negotiations. Today, they are
again the ones who call us unrealistic because in the face of a tense international
situation we call for the only rational course of action available, that is, the
path of dialogue and negotiation. .

I would like to ask a fundamental question. Who determines what is realistic
and practicable? For the majority of delegations represented in this room, it is
the reality of the continuing threat of a nuclear holocaust which needs to be given
the most priority attention. Again, for an overwhelming number of delegations here,
it is nuclear disarmament which ought to be the focus of our collective negotiating
effort., This realization stems from the indisputable fact that nuclear weapons are
weapons of mass destruction whose use would have devastating consequences for the
whole of mankind and threaton our very survival. How, then, can we be accused of
being unrealistic or impractical? The truth of the matter is that it is the great
powers supported by their allies who are attempting to reserve to themselves the
exclusive privilege of determining what is realistic and what is practicals Any
delegation which expresses a viewpoint that is different is immediately branded as
being unrealistic or worse, as engaging in rhetoric. As the distinguished
Ambassador of Sri Lanka pointed out in his thought-provoking statement of
5 August 1982:

"This attitude of some powers, in our view, stems from their
conviction that disarmament, particularly work on nuclear disarmament,
is best restricted to bilateral or at most trilateral negotiations.

It signifies their determination to treat States that are not militarily
significant as of marginal value, at best, in disarmament negotiations.
Their attitude stems from a mistaken notion that the wielding of nuclear
weapons power gives them an exclusive right to determine how, when,
where and to what extent disarmament will be negotiated."

This, I submit, is really the crux of the problem we face today here in this
Committeec.

Several delegations have emphasized the importance of building confidence and
mutual trust among States as the basig for progress in disarmament. There is an
aspect of confidence, however, vhich needs to be clarified here. To us, international
confidence implies a certain consistency and predictability in the approach which
States take on the question of disarmament. We have been told time and again that
disarmament is a complex business which will take a lorg time to achieve., This is
all the more reason why we need to have confidence that a certain strategy adopted
by consensus by the international community will eontinue to hold good over a period
of time. This is not to argue for a static concept of disarmament; rather it is to
argue for a multilateral approach which would ensure that any changes in the
strategy are the result of prior and mutual consultations among States.

This is not merely an academic question. In the early 1960s, a certain
unambiguous approach to disarmament, in particular nuclear disarmamert, was put
forward by some of the nuclear-weapon States and their allies. This approach
consisted of freezing the actual armament situation as it stood at a particular
point in time and then gradually working towards gzero armaments. In putting
forward this philosophy the United States delegate in the Eighteen-=Nation -
Disarmament Committee stated in 19623
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"Fundamentally, it is that the nations of the world should seize a
moment in time to stop the arms race, o freeze the military situation as
it then appears and to shrink it progressively to zero, always keeping the
relative military positions of the parties to the treaty as near as
possible to what it was at the beginning."  (BNWDC/PV.23)

Many agreed with this opproach. It wos felt that while we are engaged in
negetiations on disarmament, the probler itself should not ke allowed to beco
more complicated. In o spirit of serving the larzer good and the interests of the
international community, many countries accepted restraints which were
discriminatory and unecual. In fact, Indiz itself put forward as early as 1964
a proposal for the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons. We stated that the
international community should immediately adopt os an urgent measure an agreement
which would, pondlng the achievement of nuclear disarmament, prevent the further
spread of nuclear weapons to additional countries, but at the same time freeze the
arsenals of nuclear weapons of the existing nuclear-weapon States. This would still
have left the nuclear-weapon States in possession of enormous quantities of
nuclear weapons which would be capable cof destroying mankind several times over.
We were, however, prepared to accept such a situation in the hope of giving an
impetus to the process of nuclear disarmament. But this was not to be.. Vhy?
Because some of the nuclear-wezpon States and their allies interpreted
non~proliferation as implying a freeze only or those who had no nuclear weapons to
start with, without accepting oy corresponding obligations or responsibilities on
the part of theose who did pessess such weapons. '

It was the same zpproach to disarmament which had earlier led to widespread
support for concepts such as the setting up of nuclear-weapon-free zones in various
regions of the world. Here czain, it was argued that the process of nuclear
disarmament by nuclear-weapen States would somehow be assisted by agreements among
States in those regions of the world where thers ore no such weapons at present not
to acquire or accumulwte nuclear weapons.

This approach could be summed up in o graphic manner by quoting what was said
by the representative of Canada in a statement to the Bighteen-Nation Disarmament
Committee:

"Between the phase of the building up of armaments and the hoped-for
phase of reducing armaments, there has to bz 2 point of time at which you
stop— like changing the movement of a wmotcr—car from forward -to
backusrd".

The internutional community was persuaded that this was the correct approach
to disarmement. Several cgreements were n2ccordingly concluded on the basis of
this general nhiloscphy of o freeze. Onz wonders vhat hapnened to the
enthusiastic espousal of freeze proposals which were made in the 1960s. Is that

earlier enthusiasm to be explained by the fact that the freeze approach, as
upplled by its criginal adveceates, would confirm and perpetuate the division
between a handful of militarily powerful Sintes on the one hand and the rest of
the world on the other? Have our fears becn confirmed that the militarily
powerful States and their sllies insist on one set of rules for lhemselves and
another for the rest of us?
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have accepted nc regtraints on thair oum militory poten u'*’. Knile the v:st
majority of the countries of the world have either gigned the WPT or unilaterally

declered that they will not manafacture or accuire nucleer weapens, this has not

1md te any limitation or reduction in the nuclear arsenals in the possession of the
nuclear-weapon States. Similarly, the creation of more nuclear-woanon-free

zonzs is being actively encouraged, while in Burope, where the highest concentration

2 Doth nuclear and conventicnzl weapons exists, the accumulation of nuclear arms

continues at =n oaccele NACE o If T may cuote o digtinguished predecessor of
nine, the efforts of the major powers so far have been mainly directed at

igarming the unarmed without nccepting any restraints on themselves.

Tt was the same philosophy of freezing the existing situation boiore tackling
the question of the reduction and elimination of wea pens that led to the question
of a nuclear test ban being accorded the highest priority in disarmament
negctiations. India was itself an early and consistent advocate of the early
conclusion of a treaty on a nuclear test ban. It was the late Prime Minister of
Indi(, Mr. Jawaharlal Nehru who called for o stond-still agreement on nuclear
testing by the nuclear-wespon States as early ags 1994. We recognize that the
conclusion of & trealy on a nucleur test ban will not result in any reduction in
the existing 17scnmls of naclear weapons. It may not oven result in the slowing
doun of the accumulation of nuclear armaments. However, in line with the general
philosophy that the international community has accepted concerning its approach
to dioarmament, ve consider a nuclear test ban decirable because it would bring

x halt the further cualitative 1ﬂowovempri of nmuclear weapons and ot .the same
tlhe serve the important purpose ci preventing the horizontal spread of nuclear
weapons. The uncqual situation which is inherent in the present division of
world betwecen a handful of nuclear-weopon 3tates possessing the means of global
destruction on the one hand and the non-nuclear rest of the world on the other,
would nevertheless remain. Ve have been prepared to accept this situation on the
asgumpbtion that tuis will be only a bemporary state of affairs before the
achievement of nuclear disarmament =nd eventually the cherished goal of general
and complete disarmement under effective internaticnal control.

In the 1light of these self-gsame considerations,.we also welcomed the
conclusion of the partl<1 t st=ban Treaty in 1963%, even though it was limited in
its application.

It is stronge thercfore that today efforts arc beinz made to reject this
consistent approach to disarmament cutlined in the earlier part of my statement
precisely by those who have been its most enthusinstic advocates over the past
two decades. The Urited Ltates, for example, hus announced that it no longer
considers a nuclear test ban as apricrity issue bub regards the conclusion of a
treaty on a nuclear test ban as a long—tern objective which nust be part and
parcel of the process of achieving nuclear disarmament. France and China hove
“lso regrettably expressed the view that a nuclear test ban can only be achieved
within an integrated pirogramme of nuclear disarmoment and, more specifically, only
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after substantial reductions have been achieved in the existing nuclear weapon
arsenals of the two major nuclear-weapon States. While we welcome the setting up
of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban within the Committee on
Disarmament, we cannot fail to point out the inherent limitation on our work in
this regard in view of this negative approach that is being taken by the

United States cf America and by France and Chine. It is a matter of particular
regret to us that the delepations of France and China are not prepared even to
participate in the work of this Ad Hoc Working Group despite the fact it has such
an anaemic and limited mandate. The arguments that they have put forward are
not convincing and our delegotion agrees with the view expressed by the
Netherlands Ambassador in his statement of 17 August when he said:

Mle are fully aware of the argument advanced by China and by France
that the envisaged CIB Treaty would tend to freeze the situation in
_favour of the two nuclear-weapon States possessing the largesi nuclear
arsenals. We do not contest it. But we should like to point out
that this argument applies even more pointedly to the non-nuclear-weapon
States possessing the industrial and scientific capability of providing
themselves with a nuclear armoury. The danger of nuclear weapons is
such that we have difficulty in accepting the thesis that for some
States, further testing to enhance their nuclear capability remains
necessary before a holt can be considered.”

Similar arguments have been put forward concerning the process of nuclear
disarmament. To our mind, the international community had accepted by consensus
that the process of nuclear disarmament must be carried out in stages which
correspond to a certain logical sequence. This logical sequence is set forth
in paragraph 50 of the Final Document. It also incidentally corresponds to the
philosophy of disarmament espoused by the delegations of the United States and its
allies in the early 1960s, namely, that there has to be a cessation of the
nuclear arms race followed by a process of reduction and eventual elimination of
nuclear weapons. It was on this basis, .for example, that the United States
proposed a freeze on strategic nuclear delivery vehicles in 1964. During the
negotiations on a comprehensive programme of isarmament, however, and later,
at the second special session itself, it became clear that for the United States
and some of its allies this approach was no longer valid. le were in fact told
that signifieant reductions in nuclear-weapon stockpiles should come first. We
were also informed that a frecze on existing levels of nuclear weapon arsenals
could not be accepted because this might result in a freeze on existing military
imbalances which must be rectified before disarmament could be contemplated.

The question arises then as to what are the implications of this new
approach to questions of nuclear disarmament. If all States followed the
same logic inherent in the approach put forward by the United States and that
declared by France ond China, then disarmament would no longer be a credible
goal. Each one of us could then insist to the extent possible on acquiring
military power at least as awesome as the most powerful amongst us before
embarking upon the course of disarmament. My country docs not accept this
logic and would urge others, too, to reject this approach as untenable and to
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return te the only sane and rational course possible in the circumstances, namely,
that which locks upon the achievement of disarmament in wéll-—conceived phases and
which must commer-e basically with freegiirg the ~tuatlon an it exists today with
respect to nuclear weapons.

If a fev countries are not willing o cccept what they regnrd as the
freezing.of perceived inecualitics, then the rest of the countries of the world
vould need to review whether there is any point in their accepting the rresent
inequalities vhich apply to them for the szke of an =lusive goaxl of disarmanent.
The acceptance of the present inequality is rendered tolerable only and only if +the
goal of nuclear disarmoment and of seneral ani complate disarmament continue to ba
& credible one. ‘

This bring me back to the point with which I began the argument —— the issue of
confidence. Today we are faced with a situation where the most powerful Gtates
think nothing of changing the terms of refersnce within vhich multilateral
disarmament negotiations must be pursued. By making unilaterazl and drastic
alterations in their approach to the most urgent and sensitive issue of
disarmament, they undermine the very basis of confidence among States. If we
cannot have any degreé¢ of certainty concerning the parameters within which we
pursue disarmament, how can naetions accept any restraints on their decisions
concerning armaments? Eoch one of us in that case would be obliged to plan our
gsecurity on the basis of multiplying mistrust of the intentions of other States;
and the result would cextainly not be conducive to the achievement of disarmament.

I would now like to turn %o the vital issue of the prevention of nuclear war.
Ve have been gratified by the positive response from sevcral dele gations to our
proposal for the setting up of an ad hoc working group on the prevention of
nuclear war. Indeed, this is o matter which deserves our close and urgent
attention. The distinguished Ambassador of Italy, in his statement at the plenary
meeting of our Committec on Tuesday, 17 August, while referring to our proposal,
underlined the necd for preventing all wa—s, whether nuclear or conventional.
He also argued that in many cases, conveniionazl wars could escalate %o a nuclear
threshold and therefore we must take this into cccount in dealing with the problen
of preventing a nuclear war.

To call for practical measures to prevent the outbreak of nuclear war is not
tantamount to encouraging wars using conventionzl weapons Certainly, my
delegation has never suggestcd that measures to prevent a nuclear war should
somehow transcend the prohibition on the use of force contained in the
United Nations Charter. Does a prohibition on chemical weapons, which we are all
trying to achieve agreement upon, imply that the use of <11 other weapons is
somchow legitimate? Do the prohibitions accepted by the international community
on the use.of certain inhumane conventional weapons imply that the usc of other
weapons is thereby sanctioned? No. I am afraid that: those who use such
arguments against giving adequate consideration to measures for the nrevention of
nuclear war are being both inconsistent and contradictory.

The Ambassador of Italy referred to conventional armed conflicts that could
escalate into nuclear war. tle share his concern. Let us discuss the problem.
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It has consistently been our view that the respective rcles of nuclear-weapon and
non-nuclear-weapon States in this regard need to be clarified. Conflicts in

the developing world could be avoided and contained if the great powers resisted
the temptation to use the develeping countries as pawns in their power game.
Eeually, developing countries need to steer clear of great power rivalry and
confrontation. All this may be relevant to the prevention of nuclear war and
we, for our part, are willing to discuss the problem in its entirety. We do
have the impression, however, that sone of our colleagues seem allergic to the
very mention of the prevention of nuclear var. Each time we speak of the dangers
of nuclear war, they counter with assertions that conventional wars are also
terrible. Did we ever claim that conventional wars ore not terrible? Did zny
one of us here say that the prevention of nuclear war gives a licence to engage
in conventional wars?  However, cne terror is not cancelled out by another.
Nuclear war is not less terrifying because conventional wars are also terrifying.
Nuclear war is not less of a threat to the survival of mankind merely because
conventional wars have been more frecuent in the recent past. Try as we may,
we cannot get away from the simple and stark reality that any use of nuclear
weapons would probably mean the end of humanity and civilization as we know it.
What we are therefore asking this Committee to do, is to face up to this reality
and eome up, hopefully, with some practical remedies. To those who would accuse us
of being impractical and unrealistic in making proposals that could contribute
to the cause of the survival of mankind,; we would answer by referring to
Ambassador Okawa's statement of 5 August 1982, in which he said:

"My delegation, and I hope many other delegations, listened
carefully to the fervent pleas of the Japanese NGO representatives who
spoke from their personal experiences in the atomic bombings of 1945.
I trust that their simple and stark messages were registered deeply
in the minds of their audience.

Surely these appeals should be constantly borne in mind by us,
as members of the Committee on Disarmement, when we pursue our duty of
accomplishing ... effective disarmement measures —-— notably nuclear
disarmament measures — and we must endeavour to achieve what progress
we can during this short session in moving forward in that
direction.”

No one can doubt the extreme urgency of dealing with this problem, Just
a couple of days ago we learnt that at least one nuclear-weapon State is reportedly
planning to be prepared to fight and win a sc—called protracted nuclear war.
That nuclear-weapon State may draw up such doomsday strategies exclusively in the
context of its rivalry with its perceived nuclear adversary. But it is all of
us alsc who will perish if a full-scale nuclear war breaks out. Do the
potential victims have no say at all in this matter? India is a country of
700 million people. Ve have a democratic system of Government with a Parliament
of freely elected representatives. Supposing tomorrow a representative asks the
Government what steps it has taken to engure the safety and survival of the Indian
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a nusle "» war breaks out; what should the response of ny

OV E Are vz o glart digzing tunrels at this stage to shelter -

OG ,11110n geoplc in rase o 1uolaar var “reaks out?  Or sioulé we also

c RN o $D u'*bhu\u others wltb annihilation

our oumn Qecu"1+rr ask these who oppese our

«d hoc working group on the provention of nuclear war,

to tell us what ans uhey expact our Government to provide te our elected

rapresentatives. all, they too hove democratically elected Governments
i should thus be in . zosition teo appresciate cur dilemma. It is intolerable

to the whims of «
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in an illusory pursuit o:
vroposal to set up a

our survival shou’.d b2 hostage andful of poweriul
28, And yet it i dhe democraciss of the werld uvhich deny us the

tunlty to det rmiwu our oun destinies — which I was taught to believe was

We are glad, ther:fore, that this afterncon these and cther matters will be
discussed in an informal ,hvtlng of this Committee. It is my hope that the
considerations I have vut forward in all sincerity and frankness will permit us
+o reach a guick apre@:ert on a procedure to deal with this vital and urgent

issue. A positive decision on our proposal to set up an ad hoc working group. to
‘negotiate practical me: suraes for the prevention of nuclear war would be clear
evidence of the rﬁleva~cn of this Committee as a multilaterel negotiating body in
the field of disarmame: It would re~establish the Committee's credibility in
the eyes of the 1nuerna410nal community .

Before I conclude, I would like to join other speakers in this Chamber who

Imve condemned Israel': brutal oggression against Tebanon,  There can be no
con CGlngle JuStlLJCuL Ow Ior tl appalling loss of lives of innocent men, women
ongd | ' erlﬂa+G usc of military vpower by Isruel in
TGBanonn Thoqe who 1~‘ ently called for a strict observance of the

('D

principle of the non-u:. nehrincd in the United Nations Charter as o
nrecondition for progre armament scen to msks a glaring exception in the
case of the Israeli tcrrorﬁ'm zdventurism in Lebanon. Indi- Joins others in
calling for an immediaisz :nd urconditi bt Teraeli aggressicn in Lebanon
and the early restoration »f uhﬁ inalienahle right to nationhcod of the
T@stlnlgn reople.

Mr. Chairman, the time comes now for me te bid farewell to you and through
you to all the distingi ished represenintives round this table. It has been both
an honour and a privilcge 0 serve as part of this august body and I have been
Tortunate to enjoy the best of relaticns with ~ll my colleagues here. I would in
particular like to expiass nmy deep gratitude to Ambassador Jaipal, Personal
Renresentative of the :rerstary-General and Sccretary to this Commlttee, for his
valuable advice and guidance. T hope that the Committee will continue to
beuefit from his vast cxperience and diplometic skills 'in the fulfilment of the
ciucial tasks that lie ahead,

In saying farewell, T must also express my worm appreciation to members of
the Centre for Disarmamsnt vho have heen always rzady to nrovide support and
acsistance whenever recuirad, I am sure my successor will continue to enjoy the
some excellent relatiors with all our colleagues in this Committee znd the members
of the secretariat thoi T have myself been fortunate enough to enjoy.
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The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of India for his statement and kind
words addressed to the Chair. I understand that Ambassador Venkateswaran has
addressed the Committee today-for the last time, before leaving us for'a mew and
very important assignment. I wish him, on my own behalf and, I am sure, that of
the whole Committee, a very successful mission, and all the best in his personal
life., We have all appreciated his outstanding human and professippal qualities
and we will certainly miss them both in our midst. He has played a major role in
this Committee representing his great country. This.is perhaps the best compliment
that a diplomat may receive. We are sorry to see him leave but we are equally
happy in learning that his Govermment is giving him a position of particular
responsibility.

I now give the floor to the distinguished representative of Cuba,
His Excellency Ambassador Sold Vila.

Mr, SOLA VILA (Cuba) (translated from Spanish): Mr. Chairmen, i% is a pleasure
for my delegation to congratulate you, on seeing you presiding over the work of
the Committee on Disarmament during the opening month of our summer session of
this year. It has fallen to your lot, Ambassador Getere Maina, to direct the work of
this negotiating body on matters of disarmament just after the conclusion of the
second special session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to this
subject, and I should like to assure you that you can at all times count on my
delegation's support.

I should also like to congratulate your predecessor in the Chair,
Ambassador Okawa of Japan, on the outstanding way in which he guided the Committee
on Disarmament during the closing phase of the last session, and for the important
decisions adopted under his chairmanship, as well as his personal efforts for the
success of our work.

I should like to welcome Ambassador Datcu of Romania, and bid farewell to
those colleagues who have already left or will be doing so shortly,
Ambassadors Yu Peiwen of China, Valdivieso of Peru and Venkateswaran of India,
with whom we have worked in close co-—operation over the last few years.

Bearing in mind that only two of the Committee's working groups are meeting
at present, those on the prohibition of chemical weapons and a nuclear test ban,
I shall make a few brief comments on the various items on our agenda.

In their statements at earlier plenary meetings, a number of speakers referred
to the recently concluded second special session of the United Nations
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. I do not intend, for my part, to make
an assessment here of the results of that session because I did so in my last
intervention in New York, last July. Moreover, history has given its own
assessment, When I left the United Nations building in New York, on the closing
day of the second special session devoted to disarmament, on the Plaza in front
of the building, many citizens from all over the world were seated beside 1it
candles, keeping vigil at the burial of the hopes of mankind for concrete measures
of disarmament. We can but hope that no one one day will have to keep vigil at
the burial of mankind because of the attitude of maniac warmongers.

I wish simply to say that the special session was not able even to reach
the level of the provisions of the Final Document adopted by consensus in 1978.
We cannot say that it did not go further. It did not even get as far as the
Final Document because there were delegations which tried to revise, discard and
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distort the principles, priorities and objectives which had been clearly laid
down for the disarmament negotiations, thus proving, despite their later
disclaimers, that they did not share the views enshrined in that important
document.

The Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons has speeded up its work and
seems likely under the skilful guidance of its Chairman, Ambassador Sujka of Poland,
to give us concrete results.

We must remember, however, that there are still important issues on which it
has not been possible to reconcile opposing views, in particular the scope of the
prohibition and questions of verification.

It may be recalled, in order to have a clearer picture of realities and the
present situation, that the Working Group on Chemical Weapons began its work with
an inadequate mandate., When at last those States which had opposed the broadening
of its mandate agreed to its reformulation, there came the decision to start
manufacturing new chemical weapons systems, which placed a new obstacle in the
way of negotiations on this important topic and jeopardized all that had been
achieved in earlier years, '

It must be recognized that the advent of binary weapons, as many experts in
the various groups of States have said, particularly complicates the two aspects
of determination of toxicity and verification, which must be dealt with in any
agreement,

As far as verification is concerned it is obvious that, in the first place,
it cannot be talked about in general and abstract terms. It must necessarily be
linked to the scope of any prohibition. In the case of chemical weapons, the
prohibition must be broad enough to take into account the enormous range of lethal
and supertoxic chemical substances, as well as other harmful substances and their
precursors, the range of which has been considerably expanded with the advent of
vinary weapons.

Similarly, we must not allow ourselves to be distracted by the sterile debate
which opposes national means and international forms of verification. Every
verification measure applies to a concrete agreement, and both national means of
verification and the international system of verification that is to be established
should be taken into account. The two things should be interrelated, and this idea
must be accepted if we are really interested in making progress in our work.

The situation with regard to a nuclear test ban is in some respects similar.

From 1979 onwards, the Committee on Disarmament was unable to establish a
working group to deal with the first item on its agenda because two States
(the United States and the United Kingdom) were opposed to its doing so.

When it finally succeeded in establishing a working group, and all the .
indications were that we were about to begin consideration of this item, it was
suddenly claimed that negotiations could not be initiated for the time being, .
thus removing all credibility and effectiveness from the Group's work,

Moreover, it should also be recalled that the Group of 21 accepted the
present mandate only conditionally, and that its views as to the best way of
dealing with the item are set forth in document CD/181. While we are disappointed
in the present mandate, we should also be dissatisfied with any other action short
of negotiations.
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At this moment, one nuclear-weapon State has affirmed that there will be no
negotiations on a nuclear test ban for the time being, and another two have declared
that they will not take part in the work of the Working Group that has been set up.
This undoubtedly creates an unprecedented situation in this Committee's work and
jeopardizes the attainment of tangible results and their universal application.

On this item, too, the problem of verification arises; and here again,
verification must be seen in relation to the scope of the prohibition, and national
means of verification and an international verification system must be interrelated.
It must be recognized, however, that there is a danger that when we are all ready to
embark on actual negotiations on a nuclear test ban, we must have to reconsider
everything that has already been achieved with respect to verification because we
are confronted with new techniques that are differently applied. Hence the
absurdity of talking solely about verification instead of seriously considering
the real measures of disarmament that the international community demands.

Turning to the other items on our agenda, on which no working group is in
existence for the time being, I should like to refer to the question of the
so—called "negative security assurances".

In a recent document, CD/280, the Group of 21 stated that the declarations
made in this connection by certain nuclear-weapon States contained limitations,
conditions and exceptions which reflected their subjective approach and that they
were based on the doctrine of nucl ar deterrence.

In the same document, the Group of 21 urged the nuclear-weapon States concerned
to review their policies and to present revised positions on the subject to the
second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

An analysis of what happenced at the second special session increases our
disappointment still further.

Far from revising their policies, these States added still more subjective
elements concerning a possible use of nuclear weaponss in fact, they "sanctified"
nuclear deterrence thereby greatly increasing the danger of the use of nuclear
weapons and the outbreak of nuclear war. In connection with this item, my
delegation welcomes the unilateral declaration of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics that it will not be the first to use nuclear weapons., This declaration
and the similar declaration made by the People's Republic of China are regarded by
my delegation as strengthening the so~called "negative security assurances”, and
if this course was followed by all nuclear-weapon States the prohibition of these
weapons would be considerably facilitated.

As regards the question of the prohibition of radiological weapons, it would
appear that the Working Group set up on that item is for the moment at an impasse
because of differences of views on some important questions.

We have noted with satisfaction that the Chairman of the Working Group,
Ambassador Wegener of the Federal Republic of Germany, has started consultations
with all delegations in order to find an acceptable solution which will enable us
to complete our work in this field successfully. In mydelegation's opinion, the
present situation should not prevent the reaching of an agreement on the so-called
"traditional" aspect of radiological weapons. One solution might be for the
Convention on radiological weapons to provide explicitly for the initiation of urgent
negotiations on the prohibition of attacks on nuclear installations for peaceful
purposes. That would be well received by the international community and would
cpen up new possibilities for this Committec's work,
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With regard to the. elaboration of a comprehensive programme of disarmament, the
decision has already been taken te re~establish the Group under the skilful
chairmanship of Ambassador Carcia Robles, and it will begin working next year.

We wish merely to reaffirm our position of princivle that, in order to attain
its objective, the programme to be adopted should constitute a set of specific
disarmament measures, logically interrelated, to be applied in successive phases
over a specified period of time. These phases, as the members of the Group of 21
have pointed out, should be flexible in order to take into account new situations

which may arise.

I should like to say that, in our view, the reasons why it did not prove
possible to adopt the comprehensive programme of disarmament in New York last
month were the same as those which caused the failure of the special session:
quite simply, the attempt to repudiate the principles, priorities and objectives
established for negotiations on disarmament, by consensus, in 1978.

Such behaviour is logical only in those who are unwilling to enter into serious
negotiations on disarmament and are therefore opposed to a programme which would lay
down the guidelines for it; thus, if we want to make progress in this area, we must
first of all reaffirm not only with words but also with deeds the validity of the
Final Document of 1978. This is the lesson that should be borne in mind next year.

Since the last session of the Committee on Disarmament we have been considering
the item on the prevention of the arms race in outer space. The time has come to set
up a working group on this subject so that it can be guaranteed that no type of
weapon, however it may be called, will be installed in outer space.

My delegation supports the proposal made in the Committee concerning the
setting up of such a working group and considers that any mandate for the group
should recognize that outer space is part of the heritage of mankind and must be
used solely for peaceful purposes, and that the introduction of weapons into that
region and its militarization must be prevented.

In conclusion, it remains only for me to support the establishment of a working
group to consider item 2 of our agenda, on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and
nuclear disarmament. At the last special session on disarmament, specific proposals
were made in this connection, among which the most important were the freezing of
weapons at present levels and the elaboration and implementation of a nuclear

disarmament programme. In my delegation's opinion, we should proceed to the
establishment of the working group without further delay. .

Similarly, my delegation supports the Indian proposal, in document CD/309, on
the establishment of a working group on the subject of the prevention of nuclear war.

At the Ministerial Meeting of the Co-ordinating Bureau of the Non-aligned
Countries, held in Havana some days before the start of the second special session
on disarmament, the General Assembly was urged, at the special session, to adopit
concrete measures for the prevention of nuclear war, This appeal was the outcome
of an objective analysis of the present situation. We have before ug a challenge
to start urgent negotiations in this Commitiee to nrevent nuclear war, and we cannot
ignere it., Unofficial exchanges and informal mectings are not enough, for they are
only delaying measures. :

In view of the urgency of the matter, it is essential for us to fake a decision
at a plenary meeting of the Committee and to adopt concrete measures as soon as

possible.
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At this moment, there is being held, at the request of the movement of
non-aligned countries, a special session of the United Nations General Assembly
on Palestine, Once again, the State of Israel, with the support and complicity
of the United States, is engaged in aggression against the Arab world and in
particular against the Lebanese and Palestinian peoples. All efforts in the
field of disarmament and peace will be in vain if there is no appropriate
response to the Israeli aggression. Dither the United Nations must play its
fundamental role of preserving peace and preventing war, or the law of the
Jungle will prevail in international relations. Our Committee must work out
and negotiate concrete measures of disarmament which will allow us to contemplate
a world of peace and progress for all,

The CHAIRMAN: We have exhausted the time available to us during the morning.
Consequently, I suggest that we suspend the plenary meeting now and resume it this
afternoon at 3.30 p.m. After listening to those speakers who are listed to make
their statements at this plenary meeting, we shall then move to the informal
meeting that the Committee agreed to hold today on proposals tabled under items 2
and 7 of the agenda. If there is no objection, I will suspend the plenary meeting.

The plenary meeting is suspended,

The meeting was suspended at 1,10 p.m. and resumed at 3,30 p.mn.

The CHAIRMAN: The 180th plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament is
resumed.,

I now give the floor to the distinguished representative of Mexico,
His Excellency Ambassador Garcia Robles.

Mr. GARCIA ROBIES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish): According to the
programme of work we have approved for this week, the subject to be discussed
at today's meeting is one of the two highest-priority items on our agenda:
"Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament",

From the outset, the Mexican delegation has given this item all the attention
and interest it merits. Suffice it to recall that between 1979 and the present
date we have devoted many statements to it, the last of them on 4 March of this
year,
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Although it involves repetition, I believe it is necessary to sfress once again
since this is essential tc a correct approach to this subject, that, as is stated in
the report.of the Secretary-General entitled "Comprehensive study- on nuclear weapons':

"It is inadmissible that the prospect of the annihilation of human
civilization is used by some States to promote their security. The future
of mankind is then madé hostage to the perceived security of a few
nuclear-weapon States and most notably that of the two surervowers.’

This is something that must always be borne in mind in considering the gquestion I
am referring to. This was made clear by the Group of 21 vhen, in its important
working paper document UD/lGO, which was circulated more than a year ago, it stated
emphatically:

"The competitive accumulation of nuclear arms by the nuclear-wespon States
cannot be condoned on grounds that it is indispensable to their security.
Such an argument is patently false considering that the increase in nuclear
arsenals, far from contributing to the strengthening of the security of all

* States, on the contrary, weakens it, and increases the danger of the outbreak

of a nuclear war. HMoreover, the Group of 21 rejects as politically and morally
unjustifiable that the security of the wholeé world should be made to depend on
the state of relations existing among nuclear-veapon States."

Thus, the peoples of the entire world, vhose vital interests are at stake, have
long been hoping for effective measures that will ensure the attoinment of what is
proclaimed in this agenda item, and the elimination once for all of the threat of
nuclear wvar. The recipe for this, it seems to us, is very simple: all that is
necessary is to take seriously the provisions adopted by consensus in 1978 and embodied
in the Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament, that document which the General Assembly itself, failing anything better,
"unanimously and categorically reaffirmed" at the second special session on
disarmament held recently. o '

If we had to choose out of the many provisions of the Final Document those which
are the most relevant in this case, we would vithout hesitation pick the well-known
provisions of paragrayhs 47 and 50. To contribute to their implementation, the
delegation of Mexico submitted to the General Assembly at its second special session
on disarmamenf a draft resolution, co-sponsored by the delegation of Swveden, in which,
as a practical procedure for putting into effect without delay the system provided for
in paragraph 50 of the Final Document, it was proposed that the United States of
hmerica and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, as the two major nuclear~weapon
States, should be urged to proclaim, either through simultaneous unilateral
declarations or through a joint declaration, an immediate nuclear arms freeze which
would be a first step towards nuclear disarmament. The freere would include a
comprehensive test ban of nuclear weapons and of their delivery vehicles, the complete
cessation of the manufacture of nuclear weapons and of their delivery vehicles and of
the production of fissionable material for wespon purposes, and, finally, a ban on all
further deployment of nuclear weapons and their delivery vehicles. The freeze in
question would be subject to all the relevant procedurcs and measures of verification
already agreed upon by the parties in the cases of the SALT I and SALT II Treatiecs, as
well as those accepted in principle by them during the trilateral negotiations held in
Geneva from 1977 to 1980.



CD/FV.180
37

(Mr. Garcia Robles, Mexizo)

Naturally, this freeze, as is expressly stated in the preamble to the draft
resolution, should not be regarded as an end in itself but rather as an effective means
of creating a favourable environment for the conduct of negotiations on the reduction
of nuclear arsenals, while at the same time preventing, the continued increase in and
qualitative improvement of the vast array of nuclear weaponry already existing, during
the period in which the negotiations were taking place.

The document also drew attention to the present propitious conditions for putting
the proposed freeze into effect, since the United States and the Soviet Union are now
equivalent in nuclear military power. The "superiority" allegedly enjoyed by one of
the- superpowers, which is the pretext most frequently used to oppose a freeze, -is an
argument that to any objective observer is totally lacking in validity. This was
noted at the 31lst Pugwash Conference held in Banff, Canada, last October, which said
that "in general there is parity between the two Superpowers as regards nuclear
militaxry capacity'"; it was repeated by the Palme Commission in an identical conclusion
included in the report that was unanimously adopted in Stockholm on 25 April 1982; it
was also maintained by Leslie H, Gelb ~- who from January 1977 to July 1979 was in
charge of the Bureau of Political and Military Affairs of the State Department ~~ who
said, on 27 June last, in the New York Times, after a detailed comparison of the land,
sea and air nuclear weapons of the two superpowers, and their respective systems of
command, control, communication and intelligence, that, and I quote his own words,

"the conclusion of the experts who analyse all these factors is that there is a draw"
between the United States and the Soviet Union as regards nuclear forces. It was also
explained with a multitude of irrefutable data and arguments by Professor Hans H. Bethe
in his testimony before the Foreign Relations Committee of the United States Senate,

on 13 May 1982.

This distinguished academic began by summarizing his curriculum_vitae, which seems
to me impressive and which I should like to quote verbatim, as I shall alsc some of the
most important paragraphs of his testimony. This is the summary I referred to:

"I have been a professor of physics at Cornell University since 1935.
In 1967 I was awarded the Nobel Prize for studies of nuclear reactions in the
stars. -I was leader of the Theoretical Division of the Los Alamos Scientific
Laboratory from 1943 to 1945 vhen that laboratory developed the first:atomic
bomb, I have congulted for the Los Alamos Laboratory at least once a year.
I was a member of the President's Science Advisory Committee from 1957 to 1960,
and remained a member of its Strategic Military Panel until 1969 when the
panel was dissolved. In 1958, I participated in the Experts Conference in
Geneva which discussed the verification of a ban on nuclear weapons tests, and
led to the Partial Test Ban Treaty in 1963. I am testifying on behalf of the
Union of Concerned Scientists of Cambridge, Massachusetts, but the ideas
expressed in my testimony are my own."

Thé,fifst paragraphs of the testimony ran as follows:

"Several members of the Government have stated repeatedly that we.are
inferior to the Soviet Union in strategic weapons, and that we need to build
up our weapons. In my opinion, there is no such inferiority. We have
more nuclear warheads than the Russians, and I consider this to be the most
important measure of relative strength. In addition, as Dr. Kissinger
stressed many years ago, at the present level of strategic armaments,
superiority in number or megatons has no meaning.
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"We are 1t0ld that there is a window of vulnerability because the Russians
-might use their large ICBMs to destroy our lend-based ICBHs, It is generally
agreed that this is not possible now, but with the improving accuracy of
- Russian missiles it might become possible in a few years. Leawving the
question of the technical feasibility aside, I claim that such a first g urlk
would give no significant military advantage tc the Russians.

"The reason is that ICBile make up only one-fourth of our sirategic
nuclear forces, as measured by the number of warheads. One-half of ocur feorce
is on invulnerable nuclear-powered submarines,.and another one-fourth is on
bombers, many of which can tske off from their videly dispersed airfields
case of an alert. Ye uvould therefore have ample striking ferce left even 1f
all our ICBMs were destroyed."

Further on, Professor Bethe continued his exposition as follows:

"It is also often claimed that the Russians have introduced many new
weapons of great power, such as the 35-18, $55-19 and $35-20, vhile we have dcne
nothing. The latter statement is not, truc.vu While the outer envelope of our-
Minuteman ICBM has remained the same, we have progresued from Minuteman 1 to
2. to 3, and in the latter we have introduced MIRV, a development vhich the
Russians imitated, and which led them to their greait striking capability.

More important, on our submarines we have progressed from the Polaris varhead
to the Poseidon, and then to Trident I. - The latter represents very
51gn1flcant progress. The range of Trident I is 4,000 miles, compared to
about 2,000 for Poseidon. This permits our submarines to operate over most
of the North Atlantic, and to still hit Russia. Submarines at sea ave very
difficulty to find. Now that they can roam over such & vast area of ocean,
they are far more elusive. Thisz greatly enhdnces their invulnerability.

The US has not stood still in nuclear wespons deploymaent.

"The most important addition to our arsenal is the cruise missile, which
is being deployed on our B-52 bombers. The cruise missile can peneirate
into the Soviet Union. No defense system against it exists. The elaborate
and costly Russian air defense system has been made obsolete by the cruise
missile, 3,000 of which are to be installed on our bombers. In short we .
have, and will continue to have into the foreseseable future, two completely
independent and essentially invulnerable gtrategic forces."

As a conclusion to the foregoing arguments, and others which I am omitting in
order not to take up too much time, the distinguished scientist uhom I have benn
quoting said quite unequivocally, and I return here to his own words

"We are not inferior to the Russians in strategic armaments. But we,

the Russians and Western Europe" -- and here let me make an addition to what
Professor Bethe said; I think he should have added '"and the rest of the
world", I continue with what he said -~ "are severely threatened by the

p0551b111ty that the enormous. arsenal of nuclear weapons on both sides may
some day be used ... .
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"To summarize:
-~ OQur strategic forces are, if anything, supericr to the Soviets';

- Qur national security, and that of our allies, is most threatened by
the grotesque size and continuing growth of both nuclear arsenals.

"These are the basic facts. Once they are recognized, the essential
features of a sound national security poli:y become apparent.”

That is all I intend to quote from Professor Bethe, who was awarded among other
distinctions the Nobel Prize.

Returning to the draft resolution co-sponsored by Mexico and Swéden I referred to
a moment ago, I should add that at the request of its sponsors it has been transmitted
by the United Nations Secretary~General to the General Assembly for consideration at
its thirty-seventh session. We are convinced that its approval by the
General Assembly and the implementation of the freeze proposed in it would help the
Disarmament Committee in the fulfilment of those tasks which, as the sole multilateral
disarmament negotiating body, it should carry out with respect to the cessation of the
nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, which form item 2 of its agenda.

We are likewise still convinced that fer this purpose it is becoming daily more
urgent to set up an ad hoc working group to undertake the necessary negotiations, as
the Group of 21 has been suggesting for the past two years. We also support the
Indian proposal, for the establishment of an ad hoc working grcup which, as is stated
in document CD/309 of 11 August 1982, would be responsible for undertaking
"negotiations on appropriate and practical measures for the prevention of nuclear war",

I cannot conclude a statement such as this, devoted te the cessation of the
nuclear erms race wnd nuclear disarmament, without stressing the surprise I felt on
reading the article published three days ago in the International Herald Tribune under
the title, "Pentagon Flan Methods of Winning Protracted Muclear War', which states,
among cther things:

"Administration insiders report that the new strategic master plan is
more. detailed in its advocacy of nuclear warfare than the annual Defense
Department guideline. DMore significantly, it would carry the imprimatur
of the President and his National Security Council, whereas the annual
guidance plan is an internal Pentagpn document."

This article in the Herald Tribune refers also to another article. This other
article, which I read some time ago, was published in the summer of 1980 -~ 1 may say
in passing that it was in the review Foreign Policy and not Foreign Affairs, as
erroneously stated in the Herald Tribune. 1t was published in this review, I repeat,
by two members of the staff of the Hudson Institute. I read it without attaching
more importance to it than to any other of the dozens of ''scenarios'" that the
so-called "think-tanks" of the United States are so fruitful and imaginative in
producing. But T confess that I should be deeply alarmed if, as seems to emerge
from the newspaper article I quoted, there should now be a tendency to convert such
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theories, that are as dangerous as they are unfounded, into a prime element in the
nuclear policy of none other ithar one of ths two superpowsrs. We venture to hope
that this is not *he case, and that we sh 11l scon hear in this room a statement by
that country’'s delegation that i1l 211lay ~ur fears.

For my delegation is firmly convinced that, as is stated in the last report of
the Secretary-General on nuclear weapons vhich I have slready quoted, a nuclear var

would represent —— in the vords of the repert —— "the highest level of human madness",
and thet 211 the calculations and forecasts made in that respect should have as their
sole inspiration that -— as the Secretzry-Generzl nzid —— "there should never be a

nuclear war'",

Mr., SUTRESHA (Indonesia): ilr. Chairman, as you are awvare, the Indonesian
delegation has on previous oc-asions stated its position regarding chemical weapons.
However, in view of the importance Indonesia attaches to the item, and after listening
tc the statements made on this item in the plenary in the last few days, my delegaticn
wishes to express its views on certain important aspects of the problem of chemical
weapons.,

First of all, my delegation shares the views expressed by many delegations that
the Commitiee should give pricrity to this item and that further serious efforts should
ke made in order that the Lommittee :on make substantirl progress in elaborating a
convention on chemical veapons, It iy needless Yo ~mphasize the magnitude of the
devastation and hermful effects caused by the use of chemical weapons, as history has
clearly indicated. It is all the more so if we take into account, and add, the impu
of technological advance tc that magnitude. The alleged use of chemical weapons in
armed conflicts in certain parts of the world have further generated serious concern
in my country. The magnitude of the levastation and damoge these veapons inflicted
on human beings and other slements of the living vorld has strengthened my delegation's
conviction that the Committee i1l mzke an invaluable contribution to mankind if it
~ould make substantial progress in the elzborection of & convention on chemical
Weapons, In thi~ connection T should li%e to express our -~ppreciation to the
delegation of the Soviet Union for having presented a proposal on the basic provisione
of a chemical weapons convention ~hich i1l be usceful to our joint efforts.

As regards the general elements of the convention, we take the view that
documents CD/ZZO and CD/CW/WP.}B cor.stitute sound bases for our further efforts. In
the plenary we have exprecsed nur vieus ith regard to the method of work for dealing
with those elements and my delegation hags made serious attempts to make the necessary
contributions in varicus "homework groups". I wish to bake this opportunity to
express our vievs on rertain elements of the convention. Frankly, I was surprised
when I listened to the statements made by o few Jelegnticns in this plenary, not only
questioning, at this stage of our werk, the validity or the legitimacy of the
arguments in favour of the inclusion of a provision in the scope prohibiting the use
of chemical weapons but also saying that the effort to include such provision will
complicate reaching agreement. To support their viei's, they have contended that
since the convention vill proihibit the development, production, acquisition,
stockpiling, retention and transfer of chemical veapons and the means of production of
such weapons, then the prcposal to include 2 pronibition of use is baseless and
unnecessary. They have contended further that such inclusion will undermine the
1925 Geneva Protocol.
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Other delegations, including my ovm, have put forwerd valid arguments in
favour of the inclusion of the prohibition of uge in the convention. For this
reascn, I do not want to go through those arguments agein. "I believe, however,
that it is of great importance for this Committee to ncie that there is no logic
in the argument that since the development and production of chemical weapons are
to be prohibited by the convention, it will noct be necessary to prohibit their use.
Statements made in this Committee at previous sessions as well as at this session
have clearly indicated the inadecuacy of the 1925 Geneva Protocol, caused among
other things by its limited scope of application, the lack of a verification régime
and the apparent-built-in mechanism which renders the use of conventional weapons
a possibility. Those weaknesses were in fact and in pert due to the rapid '
development in technology which now has confronted us with new 1nperat1ves, and had
nothing to do with the goodwill of the parties concluding the Protocol. And it
ie precisely because of those chortcomings that we are attempting to elaborate a
comprehensive convention on chemical weapons. As to the contention thet a
prohibition to develop, vproduce and stockpile will subsume a prohibition to use,
my delegation would like humbly to submit the following. First, the Convention
we are elaborzting will certainly not be applied in a vacuum. It will be applied
in a situation where some countries will already have stockpiles and arsenals of
chemical weapons. Under this circumstance, before a State party could destroy
such chemical weapone, for practicel reasons, there will be a time lapse during
which that State, for reasons of national security, could prcbably use the chemical
weapons at its disposal legally, simply because there is no provision in the
convention which bans or prohibits their use; hence the 1925 Geneva Protocol
mechanism will operate. This is a legal lacuna which we want to avoid and overcome.
Secondly, since it is generelly agreed that the scope would include a prohibition
to acquire chemicel weapons, and since acitually it could alsc be said that
prohibition to develop, produce and stockpile chemical weapons will subsume the
prohibition to acquire, my delegation can not understand why certain delegations
treat the question ~f ncn-use differently from the question of ncn-acquisition
by cpposing the inclusion of non-use. On the relations between the proposal to
include prohibition of use in the scope and the 1925 CGeneva Frotoccl, we would like
to take this opportunity to assure those delegations that we have no intention -
whatsoever to undermine the 1925 Geneva Protoccl, to which Indonesia itself is a

party.

My delegation has indicated in its statement in plenary of itz appreciation -
of the developments in the informsl consultations concerning vazrious elements
of the convention, including the scope. while we are teking a f{irm position in
favour of the inclusion of the prohibition of use in the scope, we are prepared to
study alternative apprcaches which could generate a consensus In thie connection,
we are also preparel to include in the "package solution' a provision in the
convention which will ensure that & convention which includes 2 provision on the
prohibition of use will not undermine the 1925 Geneva Protocol. Our position
on the question c¢f non—-use is motivated simply by fear and anxiety created hy
the destructive effects of chemical weapcns on living structures as well as by the
fact that modern technolegy has heen developing in such a vay that it hasg lowered
the tnreshold for the prouuCulon and use of chemical weapcns

Another important element of the convention is definition. Ve tfake note of the
positive developments reported informally to the Working Group on Chemical Weapons
on the progress of informal consultations on this matter, It is my delegation's
view that we should work out a comprehencive definition ¢f chemical weapons which
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will beet serve the basic purpese of the cenvention, namely, a total ban of
1

chemical weapons in ell their fcrme snd methods of ure. It is necessaxy,
therefore, that ths d=27inition should include envircrmental warfare agents,
including herbiciizs. Indonesiz ig o developing country ' .ose economy depends
primarily on sgriculture, The use of such chemicel agents would no doubt
adversely affect our livelihood ass w2ll as the eccleogical balance.

Ugeful infermzl censultations have 2lgo been carried out on another element
of the ccnvpnt1~ﬂ,rnamely, the sment nea & Jestruction, diversion,
dismantling arnd convexrsion. Generel understan uﬂn% seems to be developing on
various aspects cf tuk aelement. It is not ny intention, of course, to prejudge
the report on these infeormel consuliotions yeb tc be made. 1 would simply like
to reiterate the need to seporate the obligstion %o destroy chemical weapons from
the possibility cof diversion for pes CCfu uges, It is alec immortant to stress
that internationsl co-operoti 35 regquirad for finding simple destruction
methods to be uved nol only for trc)ﬂng chermicel warfare agentz but also for
destroying indusiriel wosbes vhich have increzsingly inflicted harmful effects on
the environment, especizily in developing couniries.

t ig generslly agreed that any convention prehibiting chemical weapons will
not echieve the desired effect i ines not centain adequate provisions on
verification, Ve consider that the verification regime constitutes one of the
most essentizl elements of the convention, It is cur duty to elaborate a regime
which will include a viable and affeciive verificetion system and mechanism.

They should reflect & hzlance hetween nationzl end international verification.

" The verification regime shculd also include @ verification mechanism for every
important stzge of implementation of the c¢bligaticns under the convention, including
the verificetion of declaxati of possession or non-possession of chemical

weapons &8 well =2g the verification of non-use.

1
c

y
n&st

Finelly, as *time does nct permit ms to express my delegstion's views on all
the other elements of enntion, my dilegztion reserves its right to state its
views on those elzmen iien it 4 »me it eppropriate.

Mr, FIELDS (United States of fmerica): Ir. Cheirmen, I take the floor today for
persors]l -~ vet relsvant -- reasons. Cur plenory meeting todey is a nostalgic one
for ne all, fof it is the lost one which we shell shewe with our distinguished
ﬂblleague and esteemed friend, Asn sdor Veplauefw ran, who now departs from our
midst for new dinlometic viztas.

He represents 2 country noted for, emong cther things, gurus and has, in weny
respects, been 2 guru to us. Al though he modsstly shuns that title,
Ambassador Venksitesworsr has diligently scusht tc¢ lead us towzrd worthy goals. He
has injected into 21l of ocur deliberations, as well as in our personal and social
contacts, that infinite wisdom usually associated with Indizn gurus. Centuries
of intellectuel and cultural development form the well-spring of his sagacity.
We krave all been enriched by his centributions, and will be diminished by his
departure. Tc his wisdom, he added the sparkle of his wit. 4 storyteller in
the greet tradition of his cultural heritage, he has enlivened cur debates, as
well as our social contacts. If I mey comrare him tc a wellknown philosopher
from my country, Ambagsador Venkatesweran ig India's diplcmetic answer %o
Will Rogers — a rman with 2 rare gift of relating truth and wisdom through humour.
Indeed, the loss of his humour will leave ue a more sombre and unleavened body.
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- Certainly, my delegation has had frequent, and significant, differences with
our distinguished Inalan colleague, but we have never had any reascn to doubt his
sincerity or commitment to the causes which he so eloquently champloned here.
Differences will alwaye line our path along the thorny road we tread. His wit
and wisdom have helped us avoid some cf the brambles, and the rose~ccloured glasses
which he frequently wears have made him impervious to many ¢f thé brambles which
remain in the path. He hag accepted our differences with grace and frequently
.with understanding —- & trait which is becoming in a diplomat and bears emulation.

Thus, we reluctantly relinquish the bondis which have linked us to our departing
_colleaguo but we wish to remind him that those bonds forged by our official
“relatlons w111 surely remain indefinitely in our personal regerd.

We all wish him Godspeed and success in his new post, an important and
challenging one. Hereover, we send with him our affection, respect and assurances
of 1he bonds of frlenQthv which we have formed in our brief time Logether.

Mr. SARAN (India): Hr. Chairmen, I think Ambassador Venkateswaran will net. -
be able to forgive himself when I tell him =bout the very warm and flattering
tributes which have been peid to him by Ambascador Fieldsy; I think he would have
enjoyed the privilege of being here in person tc listen to these very warm:
sentiments.  lowever, I think I would be interpreting his feelings accurately if
I extended to Ambazsader Fields our very dsep appreciation and waim gratitude for
the genercus tribute that he hag paid to the head of our delegation and the very
kind remarks that he has made zboubt our country.

The CHATRMAMN: I thank the representative of India for his statement.

Members will recall that I announced at our plenary meeting last Tuesday my
intention to put hefore the Committee todey a draft decision concerning a request
by Senegal to participate in the work cf the Committee. That draft decision is
contained in Working Faper He. 72. 1/ It feollows the practice adopted in the
Committee in the past in the case of previous requests. If there is no objection,
I will consider thnt the Committee adopbts the Jdraft decision.

It was so decided.

The CHAIRMAN: T have requested the cecretariat to circulate today an informal
paper containing a timetable for meetings to be held by the Committec and its
Working Group cn Chemical Weapons during the coming week. I have been informed
by the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Vorking Group on a Nuclear Test Ban that the
Working Group will meet tomorrow at 3 p.m. here in the Council Chamber and that,
or that cccasion, he intends tc consult with the Working Group on its programme

;/ "In response lc the request of Senegsl (FD/317) and in accordance with
rules 3% to 35 of its rules of procedure, the Committee decides to invite the
representative of Benegal tc participste during 1982 in the discussions on the
substantive items on the agends at plensry and informal meetings of the Committee,
as well as in the meetings of the ad hoc working groups established for the
1982 session.

"With reference to the arenda of the Committee for the 1982 session 2nd the

programme of work for the sccond part of its sesszion, the representative of Scnegal
is invited to indicate in due course the particular concerns of Senegal'.
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of meetings for the coming week. As usual, the time-table is simply indicative and
we will adjustit as we proceed, if necessary. If there is no objection, I will
take it that the Committee adopts the tirewtabls.

It was so decided.

The CHAIRMAN: Distinguished delegates, you will this morning have received
a. copy of a took published by the United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research
~ which is circulated to the members of the Committee ag a courtesy from that
Institute. I wish, on your behalf, to thank its Director for meking availabls to
us the results oi the work done on the important questions dealt with by that group.
I thought it would be useful to recognize what they have dene in circulating that
book.

Before I adjourn this plenary meeting may I recall that, as agreed by the
Committee at our last plenary meeting, we will held an informal meeting this
afterncon to continue our consideration of proposals submitted under items 2 and 7
of the Committee'!s agenda. ' :

The next plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmsment will be held on
Tuesday, 24 August, 2t 10.30 a.m.

The plenary meeting stands adjourned.

The meeting rose at 4.40 p.m,
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The CHATRMAN: T declsre open *he 181st plenary meeting of the Committee cn
Dizarmament :

tion of item 1 of ite agenda "Nuclear
the rules of procedure, members wishing tc
ect relevant tc the worlt of the Committee,

In connecti
Committes to do
Digsrmement on
Cons der Inbbrnctlong
which has been , . In gddition to
the statement ) . wish e @mske on ths report, it is the practice of
the Committze tc uok@ some tlm“ available for guestions which members wish to address
to the Chezirmsn of the Group, Dr. ULf BEricsson of Sweden, I will therefore invite
Dr, Ericsson at the end of this plenery meeting to snswer eny cuestions addredsed to
bkim in connection with the pregress report.

)
3

[a]

;ify Selsmic Dventa",
e

t
¢
ientific Experts to
t
v

Before we start our business for this plenary meeting, I wish to note that -we
need tc continue our consideration of proposals mede under items 2 snd 7 of tHé agenda
of the Committee, Members will recall that we started our discussiocn on those
proposals at our informal meeting on Thursdsy last, In accordance with the prosgramme
of work for the present weelk, we reserved this afternocon for an informel meeting,

We should therefore continue our exchange of views this afternocn at an informal
meeting, In ccnnection v1th the tlme,rcserved for an informel meeting on Thursday
afternoon, may I suggest that we devote that meeting tc the question of the improved

and effective functicning of the Committee. We will proceed accordingly, if. there
is no objection.

—,

I have on my list of speskers for today the representatives of Yugoslavis, the
Union of Soviet Socieslist Republics, México, Sweden, Japan, Australis and Senegal,

I now give the flocr tc the first speaker on my list, the distinguished.
representative of Yugoslsvia, Anoassador Vrhunec,

Mr, VRHUNEC (Yugoslevis)z Mr, Chairman, it is a particuler plessure to greet
you, the representative of o non-sligned, friendly African country as Chairman of the
Committee on Dlsarmament and to assure you that my delegation will do its utmost to
facilitate the difficult task +thst stends b =forc yOu.

I would also like to express cur gratitude to Ambassador Okawa of Japan who had
the perticularly delicate and difficult task of concluding the sessicn of the
Committee on the eve of the second special session,

I would also like to avail myself of this opportunity to greet the new
representative of friendly end neighbouring Romenis, Ambassador Datcu, whose
experience will be importent for the work of our Committee, and to wish much success
in their future duties to our collesgues who have left us, Ambsssadors Yu Peiwen of
China, Valdivieso of Peru and Venkatcswaran of Indie
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Our summer session is taking place under the direct impact of the unsuccessful
conclusion of the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to '
disarmament, Many previous speakers have spoken about this, giving various
assessments as to the causes of such a conclugion. We share the views of the great
majority who have said that the failure of the special session must be placed .in the
perspective of the persistent deterioration in the international situation during the
past four years, However, differences also exist with regard to the causes that
have led to such a2 deterioration in the international situation, snd there are even -
greater differences with respect to the way out of the present difficult situation.

The continuation of the arms race, which is irreconcilable with the goals and
principles of the United Nations, is surely the main cause and consequence of such a
state of affairs.

The theory and practice which aspire to present the appearance of new weapons
as an imperative of national defence interests and a vay to seek political and
military balance, in reality represent an attempt to justify the arms race and as
such are unacceptable, both from the standpoint of world peace and international
-co~operation as well as from the standpoint of the national security of any State,
The srms race is inevitably the consequence of power politics, the exercise of
pressure, interference in the internsl affairs of countries and the expansion of
spheres of interest, All this generates distrust, insecurity and instability, which
lead to a constant deterioration in internstional relations and constitute the most
concrete and most dangerous threst to pesce and the security of countrics and hinder
socio~economic- development in the world, Such 8 situation has unfortunately been
going on for too long a time, Its harshest aspect is the increasingly frequent
aggressions against non-aligned countries of which the most recent example in such a
series of events is the genocide carricd out against the unarmed civilian population
of the Lebanese and Palestinian peoples on the part of the exceptionslly sggressive
Israeli war machine, It is particulsrly disquieting that the Israeli aggression,
which equals in its atrocities the one to which the populations of many countries were
exposed during the Second World War, including the Israeli people themselves, is
taking place without particular protest from many countries which otherwise follow
very closely and with con51derablp publicity the viclation of individuasl humsn rights
in some countries,

We consider that the way out of the present situation must only be sought in the
creation of 3 new gystem of international political and economic relations. As’
regards politics in particular, a change in the international behaviour of the
big Powers must be sought, while they must bear the full responsibility in all this
for the state of internstional relations as well as for their own concrete behaviour.
Parallel to this, negotiations should be conducted on the settlement of the most
urgent issues, The thesis that the precondition for disarmament negotiations is
the improvement of the political climaste and, in that connection, the resolving of
political hotbeds of crisis and other problems in general, particularly in the
relations between the big Powers, is not convincing. For us, it has only relative
significance, all the more so since the arms race itself is the source and
consequence of mistrust and crisis in relations. In .other words, the overcoming of
the present unfavourable international relations can only be achieved through parallel
efforts in the political, military and economic spheres, Only political means can
efficiently pave the way for disarmement, just as practical disarmament measures, as
modest as they initially may be, can contribute substantively to the promotion of the
political climate and to confidence in the success of the peaceful settlement of
disputesﬂ



CD/PV.181
8

(Mr. Vrhunec, Yugoslavia)

-The existence of mutual confidence would, no doubt, lead to the strengthening of
political will which, in turn, proceeding from the existence of global and approximate
parity of power, could call for practicel nessures of military disengagemént and the
reduction of -armed forces and armaments., When stressing that the requisite
condition for peace, security and confidence in the world is the existence of a balance
between the big military Powers, it is often overlooked that the process of the arms
race only worsens even more the existing lack of balance between the Big Powers and the
rest of the world, 'espécially to the detriment of the countries which do not belong
to.eny alliances and primerily smsll countries. The intercst of these countries,
among which Yugoslavia also finds itself, is therefore geared towards a. taking of
meagures a8 urgently as possible to reduce the level of armaments, in order to ensure
the right of every State to security,

In such a situation the Committee on Disarmament, as the single multilateral
negotiating body, is the most appropriate forum which should meke particular efforts
to attenuate the unfavourable situation in the field of disarmament, We share the
opinion of all those who have assessed the Committee as being capable of achieving if
even an insignificent degree of success in its work. Of course, any succéss will
depend both on reinforced efforts and even more on the resoluteness, i.e. the political
will to achieve it, The programme of work we have adopted offers such possibilities,
especially in comnection with somc priority issues on the agenda, I shall dwell very
briefly on the work of some working groups and, in that respect, the problems that we
must solve,

First, my delegstion considers that one of the most maturc issues is the ban on
chemical weapons., In the course of a decade of the Committee's work on this issue,
much has indeed been donc to bring neor the completion of the text of an international
convention.  Yugoslavia has alweys accorded the greatest ettention to the prohibition
of this type of weapons of mass destruction and will continue to give its contribution
through the participation of its sxperts. So far, Yugoslavia has submitted several
working papers relating to particular elements of the convention such as verification,
the definition of chemical warfare egents, medical protection sgainst nerve gas
poisoning and in relation to the destruction, diversion, dismentling and conversion of
warfare agents and their means of production, We believe thaet the Ad Hoc Working
Group can make further significent progress in this year's work and can embark next
year upon the elaboration of the final draft of thc convention,

Secondly, even after four years the Committee on Disarmament is still not
conducting negotiations on nuclear dissrmament which is the first priority adopted by
consensus on the part of oll States at the General Assembly's first special session on
disarmament and confirmed again at the second special session held in July this year,
The many people who rightfully demonstratc in the streets of meny cities, calling for
the prevention of the nuclear threat, probably do not know that this Committee has
never even started to negotiate about thesc weapons with which only a few States keep
the entire world hostage. To be truthful, it is possible to deliver speeches on
nuclesr weapons in this Cormittee every day end occasionally cbtain a response from
some of the nuclear-weapon Powers as tc why it is "unrealistic'" to ncgotiate in the
Committee and outside it as well, However, instead of negotiations, the utmost is
being donec to convince the rcst of the world how imperstive it is to halt the _
proliferstion of nuclear weapons, as this can lead to an uncontrolled situation and. .
possible-use of nuclear wespons by "irresponsible" countries., At the same time,
these very countries arc reinforcing their own nuclear srmament "in order to restore
the disrupted balance', snd the like, as if the present frightening situstion in which
one learns dsily of new plens to win a protrected nuclesr war were not enough.
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My delegation, which has persistently teen asking that the Committee on
Disarmament start negotiating on nuclear disarmament, deems positive the proposal
of India to establish a working group on the prevention of nuclear war. This
could be a significant contributior in the framewor of the complex consideration
of issues relating to the prohibition of use of nuclear weapons and nuclear
disarmament. The starting basis for the consideration of this issue in the
Committee could be the existing agreement between the United States and the USSR
on the prevention of nuclear war signed in Washington on 22 June 1973.

In this connection, we assess as a positive contribution the declaration
regarding the non-first-use of nuclear weapons made at the second special session
on disarmament by the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Soviet Union. Such a
statement was also made several years ago by the People‘'s Republic of China and
we hope that other nuclegr-weapon Powers will also follow suit, which would be
the best proof that they really want to prevent a nuclear holocaust in an
efficient manner.

Thirdly, my delegation thinks that it is of outstanding importance that,
after long-standing requests, the VWorking Group on a Nuclear Test Ban has been
created by the Committee. We would like to extend a particular zreeting to its
Chairman, the distinguished Ambassador Mr. Lidgard of Sweden, a long-standing
and consistent champion of general and complete disarmament who we know will
successfully lead this Group. Although this Group starts to work with a limited
mandate that satisfies us only in part, we consider that the present mandate
could still allow for the considcration of a programme of work which should not
be too narrow and limiting in nature. A good basis for such consideration is
contained both in the draft outline of the work of the Ad Hoc Working Group
on a Nuclear Test Ban submitted by its Chairman and that submitted by the
distinguished Ambassador Herder of the German Democratic Republic. What is
important at this stage is to make as clear guidelines as possible, leading to
the final goal, that of a treaty on a nuclear test ban. My delegation considers
that such a treaty should prohibit all nuclear test explosions in all environments
for all times by all States and should be based on a verification system that is
non-discriminatory and universal in nature, which would guarantee equal access
for all States and would attract universal adherence to the treaty.

It is with regret that my delcgation learned that the delegations of the
People's Republic of China and France will not take part in the work of this
Group. We, like other non-aligned countries, have always maintained that all
nuclear-weapon States must participate equitably in the entire work of this
Committee and have sincerely welcomed this when it came as the result of the
first special session. It is our conviction that all States, and especially
the nuclear-weapon States, have responsibilities with regard to the consideration
and - contribution they ought to give in the area of nuclear disarmament. No one
is better capable of giving proposals on the prohibition of particular types
of weapons or can better understand the value of similar proposals by the other
party than the one who possesses this type ©f weapons himself. It is difficult
for non-nuclear-weapon States, and particularly the non-aligned countries, to
participate fully in the efforts to progress towards nuclear disarmament if all
the nuclear-weapon Powers do not make an active contribution to that effect,
all the more so since participating in the work of the Group does not impose
any unilateral binding obligations. My delegation expresses the hope that the
delegations of the People's Republic of China and France will reconsider their
decisions and take part in the Group's work as soon as possible.
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Fourthly, our Committee has before it the proposal for the creation of a
working- group on the prevention of an arms race in outer space and the
prohibition of anti-satellitz systems, based on two resolutions tabled at the
thirty~-sixth session of the United Nations General Assembly to the effect that
it is imperative to take timely steps to prevent the possible taking of such
actions. We have listened to the arguments presented by some States which
consider that there is no room foir the creation of this group before many
uncertainties have first been elucidated, since only two States arec so far
capable of transferring the arms race into outer space and that many members
of the working group would be incapable of understanding the technical aspect
of the problem. Admitting to a certain extent the validity of these arguments,
Wwe think that we are primarily dealing with a political issue and the decision
to adopt an international instrument that will prevent certain activities in
outer space, without entering into complicated technical details at all.

Fifthly, for reasons that werc cited in this Committee, my delegation
accepts that the work of the working groups on negative security assurances,
radiological weapons and the comprehensive programme of disarmament remain in
abeyance until the end of this year., Nevertheless, we think that this short
period of rest should be used not only for informal consultations but also to
make the most solid preparations possible for the continuation of the work of
these groups.

For anyone who participates in the work of this Committee and follows its
activities for a longer period of time it bccomes increasingly clear how complex
the issues it faces are and how it is increasingly difficult for it to fulfil
its voluminous programme of work. This gives rise to the need to periodically
re-examing the organization of its work as well. The task with which the Committee
is faced now is not easy in this respcct, since it also encompasses the issue
of a possible extension of its membership, on which there are differences of’
opinion in the Committee. In view of the fact that this is the single _
multilateral negotiating body whose importance is growing by the day, we consider
that any premature solution could bring more harm than benefit. In order to
ensure a broader and more thorough exchange of views, one that would also include
other members of the United Hations, we think that consultations should be
continued during the General Assembly as well and appropriats solutions be
proposed only after solid preparations have taken place. I would'like to point
out that we view sympathetically the increased interest of States in actively
participating in the work of 'the Committee. This is a positive sign that there
are more and more countries that wish to take part in solving disarmament problems,
HMe think first of all that the existing rules of proccdurc of the Committee
should be adjusted in such a way as to accord all Members of the United Nations
the automatic right to 3peak in the Committee and submit dppropriate proposals.

Ls my leaving Geneva also brings my mandate as head of the Yugoslav
delegation to the Committee on Disarmament te an end, permit me to express in
conclusion some of my personal impressions. '

Uhen the Committee on Disarmament was created after the first special session,

Yugoslavia, the non-aligned movement and many other countries as well as the

world public as a whole, saw in it a new, big chance. The increasing threat

to peace and security and the increasingly difficult problems of socio-economic
development in the world inevitably call for thé arrival at last of that
historical turning point when the arms race will stop and a genuine process of
disarmament will bezin. WNo such reversal has been produced during the past

four yeirs. On the contrary, all hopes have been betrayed. The big Powers,

the blocs and even the rest of the world have further strengthened and added
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to their armaments. This is happening in a situation when the world has never
wanted peace and needed co-operation more but has never been more divided and
threatened; when differences between the rich, deveioped and poor, underdeveloped
world in which millions of people ave. hungry every -cy have never been so greai:
when, the world was never so interdependent and aware of the need for peace and
development, while at the same Time being so armed and directly threatened by

the danger of total nuclear destruction. These dilemmas have no alternative.

The world can only survive in p2aceful coexisience that should proceed from
general and complete disarmament and universal international co-operation for

the development of all countries.

Although we all agree on this in theory, we do not, however, implement
it in practice. I am deeply convinced that the solution for the way out of the
present dangerous situation can only be found in the sustained support by all
countries and on every occasion of the fundamental principles of peaceful
coexistence, collective security and equitable co-operation which are embodied
in the United Nations Charter and for which the non-aligned movement is whole-
heartedly striving. It is only in the genuine realization of these principles
that every country can find its place under the sun, ensure its sccurity,
freedom, independence, human rights and development. This is the only way to
overcome relations based on power politics, domination and hegemony, to prevent
the jeopardizing of independence by spheres of interest and interference in the
internal affairs of particular countries which alone have the right to decide
about the form and way of their life. - Only through equitable international
relations and the establishment of thc Hew International Economic Order is it
possible to build a world of confidence, peace and friendship between all
peoples and States of the world.

Such a general political climate must also be maintained by the
Committee on Disarmament in order that it may accomplish its important tasks.
liithout this, the Committee will ~ontinue to mairk time, listen to calls being
rapeated and to rhetorical speeches, hold innumerable meetings with no results
at a time when the world has an increasing number of problems, conflicts and
weapons every day. Its work will continue to yield o results if we are not
capable of creating conditions that will ensure that the Committee on Disarmament,
as the single multilateral negotiating body, becomes the true forum for
negotiations on disarmament. The work of the Committee has always encouragpd
me because of the prevailing spirit of co-operation, tolerant discussion,
equitable relations and a generally existing aspiration to projgress and fulfil
the task before us. I think that this spirit should today be preserved so that
tomorrow, when common sense, confidence and political will finally prevail,
these conditions will cnsure genuine, productive and successful work by the
Committeé on Disarmament. I regret that I have not witnessed that "tomorrow":
however, I am deéply convinced of it. And not only because of the spirit that
prevails here but also because we have no other alternative.

I can assure you that my country, continuing Tito's policy, will always do
all that is in its power to support the Committce on Disarmament in contlnulno its

work in this spirit and to fulfil the historical tasks for which it has been
created.

I would like to thank all delegations for their active, constructive and
friendly:co-operation and the secretariat and particularly Ambassador Jaipal,
for their highly professional work. I wish for all of you that you may arrive
as soon as possible at that historical turning point from armament to disarmament,
which is s0 eagerly awaited by the great majority of mankind and which would pave
the way fora new era of freedom, prosperity and well-being for all.
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The CHAIRMANM: I thank the representative of Yugoslavia for his statement and
for the kind words that he has addressed to the Chair.

I am sure that all members of the Committee share my feelings in learning
that Ambassador Vrhunec will be leaving us soon. He has contributed much to the
work of the Coumittee with his outstanding diplomatic skill and his tact and
wisdom. I wish him success in his new assignment where, I am sure, he will
continue to serve his great country with distinction.

I now give the floor to the distinguished representative of the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, His Excellency Ambassador Issraelyan.

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Rezpublics) (translated from Russian):
Mr. Chairman, our statement today will be devoted to the questions of the cessation
of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament and the prohibition of nuclear
tests.

It is not by chance that these questions are the first on the Committee’s
agenda. They are in truth the main, the central issues in international life.

Furthermore, there is every reason for saying that they are becowming uore and
more urgent and acute. This atems from the fact that the United States is
intensifying, on a growing scale, its material and technical preparations in the
nuclear sphere, .as also the aggressiveness of its military and strategic concepts.
A nuclear war is now viewed by the United States as possible and, in certain
circumstances, expedient, and practical preparations for it ars under way with the
ain of winning a victory. Hence particular emphasis is placed on creating a
first-strike potential, on reducing the strikking distance, on efforts to move the
nuclear menace created by such a volicy as far away from United States territory
as possible. A1l this leads to a sharn destabilization of the strategic situation
in the world.

Following upon these doctrines, basad on the admissibility and even
acceptability of a nuclear conflict, we learned literally a few days ago tnat the
Pentagon had completed a '"stirategic master plan' which is to provide the
United States, according to the press, with “the capability of winnins a
protracted rnuclear war with the Soviet Union».

I do not think that it is necessary to esploin in detail to such a competent
and qualified body as our Committee to what extent the calculations about winning
a victory in a nuclear war are insane. The Soviet Union, like the overwhelming
majority of States, bases its apnroach on the indisputable fact, decisive in the
present international situation, that snould a nuclear war begin it could mean the
destruction of human civilization and perhaps an end to life itself on earth.

- This view is also shared by the majority of military experts. It is shared
in particular by such a high-ranking American military leader as General D. Jones,
who has just retired as Chairman of thne United States Joint Chiefs of Staff.

He is reported to have warned that preparations for fighting either a limited or a
protracted nuclear war would be throwing money into a "bottomless pit?. T see
great difficulty’, he said, "in keeping any kind% .-~ I would emphasize, any

kind -~ "of nuclear exchange between the Soviet Union and the United States from
escalating.” :
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As far as the Soviet Union is concerned, Soviet leaders have repeatedly
stressed -that our military doctrine is purely defensive in character. - This general
defensive orientation of .Soviet doctrine has been and still is reflected in the
military-technical policy of our State. T should like to stress this fact.

Faithful to the principles of its nuclear policy, the Soviet Union has taken
the unprecedented stzp of giving a unilateral piedge that it will not be the first
to use nuclear weapons. This pledge,; which became ceffective at the moment when
the message from the head of the Soviet State, Leonid .Brezhnsev, was read out from
the rostrum of the second special session of the United Hations General Assembly
devoted to disarmament, is our concrete contribution to the efforts of the internationel
community to avert a nuclear war and to curb the nuclear arms race. :

At the request of the Soviet delezation, the message from Leonid Brezhnev,
General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union
and President of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR to the second
special session of tne United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament has
been circulated as an official document of the Committze.

We wish to stress that the Soviet unilateral pledge not to be the first to
use nuclear weapons means in practice that the task of preventing a military
conflict from developing into a nuclear one will be given cven greater attention in
the training of Soviet armed forces, and this task in all its couplexity is becoming
a permit part of our military activities. is was stated by Marshal D.F.. Ustinov,
Minister of Defenge of the Soviet Union, this imposes an evoen stricter framework on
troops and staff training and the determination. of the weapons complement, and
requires the organization of even wore rigid control in crder to rule out reliably
the possibility of any unauthorized launching of nuclear weapons, both tactical  and
strategic. '

Attempts to belittlc the importance of this Soviet action by labelling it
"propagandistic”, ‘declarative™ and so on, are not lik2ly to convince many people,
and will certainly not be successful here in this Committee whose members. are
experts in disarmament matters. e are grateful to the distinguished representatives
of fraternal socialist countries members of the Committee, as well as to the
distinguished representatives of Pakistan, Brazil. Yuzoslavia and other countries,
who have przised the Soviet initiative.

The peoples of the world have the right to expect that the initiative of the
Soviet Union will be followed by reciprocal steps on the part of the other nuclear-
weapon States. If tne other nuclear-weapon Powers also undertake an caually
precise and clear obligation not to be the Tirst to use nuclear weapons, that would
be tantamount in practice to a ban on the use of nuclear weapons altogether, which
is what the overwheiming majoritv of the countries of thz world demand.

Questions rclating to the problem of the prevention of nuclear war should be
considered by our Comaittee as a matter of prioriry, and we support the Indian
proposal that negotiations should be undertalen on Yappropriate and practical
measures for the prevention of nuclear war'. He would recall that it was on the
initiative of the Soviet Union that the United Nations General Acsembly at its
thirty-sixth session adopteill the Declaration on the Prevention of Nuclear Catastrophe,
which has won high moral and political recognition.
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Parallel to urgent measures to.avert the growing nuclear threat it is
essential for the Committee to proceed to-the elaboration of measures which would
really bring the nuclear arms race to a halt and lead to nuclear disarmament.

The Soviet delegation would like at this point to stress primarily our nositive
attitude to the idea of a mutual freeze on nuclear arsenals as a first step towards
their reduction and, finally, to their complete 2limination. This has been
declared from the rostrum of the second special session of the United Nations
General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

The problen of the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament
is a global one, and we are in agrcement with. the great majority of delegations
which have offered an analysis of this problem. While we attach great importance
to the present negotiations between the USSR and the United States of America on
the limitation and reduction of strateszic arms and on the limitation of nuclear
weapons in Europe, and while we express the hope that these negotiations will lead
to speedy and positive results, we would like at the same time to stress with the
utmost firmness that the problem of nuclear disarmament should be considered in
all its scope by the Committee and that the Committee as the single multilateral
disarmament negotiating organ should concreteiy and productively centribute to
the solution of this problem.

Nuclear war, if it should break out, will spare no one; it will affect every
State on-earth. - That is why all States, including, certainly the non-nuclear-
weapon States, have .not only the right out the duty hefore humanity to do everything
in their .power to help solve the problem of nuclear disaraamentc.

‘Striving, for its part, to contribute consiructively to the achisvment of
this aim the Soviet Union, in its wemorandum on “Averting the growing nuclear
threat and curbing the arms race”, submitied at the second special session of the
United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament, advocated the elaboration,
adoption and stage-by-stage implementation of a nuclear disarmament. programme, and
proposed concrete parameters for this programme on the basis of paragraph 50 of
the Final Document of the first special scssion.

It is our view that such a programme could include¢ the follewinsg:
Cessation of the development of new systems of nuclear weapons;

Cessation of the production of fissionable materials for the purpose of
manufacturing various types of nuclear weapons:

Cessation of the production of all types of nuclear munitions and of their
delivery vehicles;

Gradual reduction of accumulated stockpiles of nuclear weaponu, 1nclud1ng their
delivery vehicles:

Total-elimlnation of nuclcar weapons.

Nuclear arns limitation and reduction should incliude 2ll nuclear means, and
primarily strategic armasients and medium--range weapons.
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As can be seen from our list of possible nuclear disarmament measures, one
of the first stages of the programme could ba the cessation of the production of
fissionable materials for the manufacture of various types of nuclear weapons ==
something which very wany other countries alsc have advocated. The Soviet Union
is ready to examine this matter in the ovezr-all context of the limitation and
cessation of the nuclear arms rac:. "

It goes without saying that during the elaboration of nuclear disarmament
measures it will be necessary to agreec upon appropriate methods and forms of
verification which would satisfy all parties concerned and promotc the effective
implementation of the agreements reached.

e would particularly stress that the resources released at each stage as a
result of nuclear disarmament would be totally allocated to peaceful purposes,
inecluding the provision of assistance to developing countries, excluding, in other
yords, the reallocation of those resources to the production of what are known as
conventional armaments.

The Soviet Union is prepared to take part in all this work. It is now the
turn of the other nuclear.--wcapon Powers and in particular of the United States; to
state their position.

The USSR memorandum has bcen circulated today at the request of our delegation
as an official document of the Committee, and we hope that it will help us in our
work.

The Committee on Disarmament is the most appropriate forum for the conduct of
negotiations on the question of the ccssation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmament, and uwe consider that it is extremely important for the Committee to
set up immediately an ad hoc workings group on this item.

That is the position of the Soviet Union on the questions of the prevention
of nuclear war and the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament.
In this connection I should like to say frankly that the statements made by certain
delegations i the Committee cause us, to say the least, perplexity, for by putting
the blame for the deadlock in the negotiations on these priority issues on the
so=called “Superpowers', lumped together, they do not perceive, or do not want to
perceive that the positions of thne Soviet Union and the United States differ in
principle. This applies in particular to the delemation which on the one hand
constantly reiterates its support for the positions of the developing countries
and on the other hand, by its refusal to participate in the Working Group on a
Nuclear Test Ban, has set itsclf up in opposition to the majority of the Committee.
Such contradictions, whether delibsrately or not, mislzad public opinion and can
only damage nezotiations on disarmament. e appeal to these delegations to adopt
a correct approach to the position of the USSR, in vnarticular on the basis of the
documents which have been distributed.

I should now like to speak about the question of the prohibition of nuclear
weapon tests.

Although the vital importance of this problen is widely admitted, in vicew of
recent United States Administration decisions in this sphere which deny the
primordial importance of this issue, I wish briefly to explain herc the Soviet
approach of principle to the problem of nuclear tests,
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The complete and comprehensive prchibition of nuclear weapon tests is one of
the most important problems in' the general complex of measures aimed at averting
the threat of nuclear war, Itfs solution would mean setting up a real obstacle
in the way of the further improvement of nuclear weapons-and-ithe development of new
types and systems of such weapons. It is known, too, that tests are used for
verifying combat readiness and for increasing the efficiency of existing nuclear
munitions, The cessation of further tests would impede this process and thus
really contribute to a lowering of the military efficiency of nuclear weapons,
which would lead to a decline in'the danger of *the cutbreak of a nuclear war and
an increase in the stability of the strategic oleathﬁ both on a regional and on
a global scale .

We are glad that many delegations share this peint of view. As.the
representative of the Netherlands rightly put it at the Committee's meeting on
17 August, "A comprehensive test ban would strengthen the security of all States,
create conditions for a gradual de-—emphasis of the reole of nuclear weapons and
draw closer the gcal of undiminished security at a progressively lower level of
armaments. Mcreover, a universal agreement 1o cease nuclear testing would enhance
confidence beuwe:n States”

Bearing all this in mind, we think t“b the conclusicn of a comprehensive test—
bar treaty would ve an impcrtant measure for the limitation of the nuclear arms race,

It would, at the same time, strengthen the nuclear weapcns non-proliferation regime
since it would deprive States sesking to possess nuclear weapons of the possibility
of carrying cut tests, which is an indispensatle stage in the production of such
WeapoOns,

J

Acting in accordance with this approach, the Scviet Union has censistently
made efforts —- and will continue tc do sc in the future no less persistently, in
spite »f the endless zigzags in the positions of the United States and certain

other nuclear-weapen-Powers —— t2 secure the conclusicn ~f a CTBT, That is our
steadfast position. I believe that the consistoncy of our approach and our
rumercus constructive initiativesand preposals on s rroblem are cobvious to
PV“Ijﬁne.

The Pregident of the inited Sta ecently annocunced his decision not te
regune the trilateral talks on the :.mplgte prchibition of nuclear tests between
the Boviet imicn, the United Stetes inited Kingdem which were broken off
vy the United States, At the same the decision was taken not to ratify the
oviet-American treatics on the limitation of ruclear-weapon tests and on underground
nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes which wore signed respectively in 1974
and 1976,

abviously, there is no need to sssess these decisions. World public opinion
> S

28 well as many delegations in the Commitice on Disarmament have already given a

due asszessment of them. In fact » nited States itself a number of political
Figures "f hl 2 standing whon we oW WPll, former directors of the United States
&rme Control and Dissrmament hLgoncy cads of United States delegations at
negctistions on the cessatiom ~i n car celleagues of ours such as

william Forster, Gerald Smith, TPaul Warnke, relph Earle, Adrian Fisher and

York have stated their refusal to support the Lnlted States Administration's
2 which, they have stressed, "casts doubt upon the sincerity of the

Cnited States ir the +r3tvglc 1rma reduction talks in Geneva and in other arms
senvrel negotiations®
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Two other nuclear-weapon Powers’, too, France and China, have inade their
"gcontribution” to the solution of the problem of the prohibition of nuclear tests
in announcing a few days ago, that they would not partlclpat° in the negotlatlons
on this issue in the Committee on Dlsarmament

The- Ad Hoc Vorking Group on a Nuclear lest Ban has started its meetings in
this -« to put it bluntly -= not very favourable situation.

As far as the Soviet Union is concerned, we are ready, in spite of this
situation, to participate constructively in the activity of the Ad Hoc Working Group,
which is of course in the first instance required to define, in relation to the
subject under consideration, "issues relating to verification and compliance™,
as the Group's mandate states.  Verification cannot be considered in a vacuum,-
abstractly. There should be a clear understanding that the issues relating to
verification and compliance will be examined as applying to a treaty which would
prohibit all test explosions of nuclear weapons in any environment, would be of
unlimited duration, would provide for.a solution acceptable to all parties of the
problem of underground nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes and would include
among its participants all nuclear-weapon States.

The future work of the Group will show how serious thc other nuclear-weapon
States are in their approach to its work. Even now, in view of the recent decision
of the United States Administration on the subject of nuclear weapon tests, a question
arises, and wz put it to the Committee: will not the United States try to use our
Committee and the negotiations being started in it on the prohibition of nuclear
weapon tests as a screen to deceive world public opinion while at the same time
speeding up such tests? o

The Soviet delegation would like to state very clearly that we have no intention
of tolerating a situation in which the Committee on Disarmament is used for such
improper purposes

Those were the comments the Soviet delegation wished to make on the two first
items on our agenda. These observations were prompted by the Soviet Union's basic
policy which aims at the prevention of nuclear war, the ccssation of the further
sophistication of nuclear weapons, the cessation of their production and the _
reduction of stockpiles of such weapons until they are completely eliminated. " The
outstanding importance of these items is especially evident now, when the
international situation in the Middle East has suffered a new and serious
detarioration. In this region Israel, encouraged by a nuclear-weapon Power -- the
United States -~ is carrying out a policy of genocide against the Lebanese peopie
and against the Arab pcople of Palestinc. This zpggression has caused profound
indignation on the part of the Soviet pcople and of all pcople of goodwill. Ve
decisively condenn the aggressive actions of Israel and its protectors, which are
a threat to world peace. Particular alarm is czused by reports that the Israeli
militarists are using on a large scale barbparous phosphorus shells against the .
peaceful inhabitants of Lebanon. This is a matter relating directly to the competence
of the Committee on Dizarmament, and we believe that it should not ignore these facts.
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The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics for his statement.

May I note tihe presence among us for the first time of the new representative
of Peru, Ambassador Petszr Cannock, who is replacing our esteemed former colleague,
Ambassador Valdivieso. Ambassador Cannoclc joins us after havinzg served lately
in a position of high responsibility in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, as a
member of the Cabinet oif' the Foreiazn Minister dealing with special questions. His
diplomatic experience will be a welcoime addition to this Committee. Y welcome
him and I wish him, on my own behalf and that of the Committee, a very successful
mission in Geneva. a

I now give the floor to the distinguished representative of Mexico,
his Excellency Ambassador Garcia Robles. - '

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (rexico) (translated from Spanish): . Chairman, with
reference to the announcement by the distinguished representative of Yugoslavia,
Ambassador Vrhunec, of his imminent departure, I should like to say that I fully
share the feelings you expressed, both as regards the outstanding contribution our
colleague has made to the work of this Committee ever since ifs initiation and as
regards the well-deserved success we are sure will be his in his new assignment.
I also fully endorse the warit words of welcome you addressed to Aimbassador Peter Cannock.
who is with us today for the first time.

In resolution 36/34 adopted on § December last year, the General Assembly,
inter alia, urged all States members of the Committee on Disarmament to bear in
mind that "the consensus rule should not be used in such a manner as to prevent
the establishment of subsidiary bodies for the effective discharge of the functions
of the Committee', and also to support the creation of "an ad hoc working group
wnich should begin the multilateral negotiation of a treaty for the prohibition of
all nuclear-weapon tests®. He hope that the Ad Hoc Vorking Group which the
Committee set up on 21 April of this year in connection with item 1 of its agenda
entitled, as we all know, "Nuclear test san™, will keep very much in mind in the
discharge of its functions the objective set by the General Assenbly in the
resolution to which I have just referred, for that objective alone is fully in
keeping with the commitments entered into in the 19563 and 1966 Treaties to which
reference is so often made in our discussions.

My delegation considers that it would be pointless once again to review here
the background to this question, which stretches back over more than a quarter of
a century: it was in 1954 that Nehru for the first time raised the guestion of
ending nuclear-weapon teasts. The preamble to resolution 36/34, which I mentioned
at the outset and which is included in the annexes to the Secretary-General's
letter reproduced in document CD/231 of 2 February 1982, contains a summary, no
less significant for being condensed, of the salient aspects of that background.
Furthermore, the position of my delegation, which has on countless occasions
considered this item both in Geneva and in New York, esSsentially coincides, as I
have said a number of times but will repeat once morc today, with the views
expressed by the United Nations Secretary~General in 1572, when he stated before
the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament:
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"I believe that all the technical and scientific aspects of the problem have
been so fully explored that only a political decision is now necessary in
order to achieve final agreement ...

"When oné takes into acoount the existing means of verification ... it is
difficult to understand further delay in achieving agreement on an underground
test ban ...

"The potential risks of continuing underground nuclear weapon tests would
far outweigh any possible risks from ending such tests.”

Bearing the foregoing in mind, I beclieve that the best I can do in this
statement -- and what I shall do in the remainder of it -- is to quote from some
testimony, chosen from among the enormous number of statements which have been
made by promincent persons in the United States, thc only nuclear Superpower which
has for some time becn showing clear signs of unwillingness to abide by the
undertaking unequivocally set forth in the preamble to the partial test-ban
Treaty. The testimonv which I shall read out dates from the same period as the
views of the Secretary-General which I have just recalled, and is taken from the
United States Scnate official records of the hearings of the relevant Subcommittee
of the Senate Foreign relations Committec in 1971 and 1972.

The first testimony which I shall quote is that of Dr. Jerome Wiesner,
President of the Massachusctts Institute of Technology, as it was the first in the
hearings. He said the following: :

Tt is indeed good to hear that Senator Edmund Muskie, as Chairman of the
Senate Subcommittee on Arms Control, International Law and Organization,
will be holding hearings on the underground test gquestion -- the first since

1963.

At that time, as Science Advisor to President Kennedy, I participéted
in the decisions leading up to the Limited Test Ban Treaty. Important as a
first arms control measure, this treaty was nevertheless a compromise made
necessary ny the inability of the Soviet Union and the United States to reach
agreement on the number and mode of on=-site inspections required to monitor
an underground test ban. Actually, therc was no technical rcason why we
should not have concluded a comprehensive test ban treaty at that time.
We now know that only political considcrations on both sides prevented
reconciliation of thc minor differences that existed at the time.

"Today, the feasibility of an underground test ban is cven greater.
It was rccently announced that a scientists' panel at a test dctectlon
conference of the Advanced Research Project Agency of the Defense Department '
concluded that progress in seismology now makes it possible to distinguish
all but thc smallest tests from earthquakces. A test ban agreement without
on-site inspection, therefore acceptable to thc Soviet Union and practical to
implement, would now appear possible.
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"It is increasingly recognized, moreover, that there is no longer real
reason for these underground explosions -- if there ever was -- since the ABM
warhead for which the tests are chielly designed may already have been made
obsolete by changes in United States policy ...

At the same time, progress in test detection techniques make serious
East-West talks on an underground test ban a priority. Already, public
pressure for this treaty seems to have increased the credibility of our
position at the SALT talks. I hope these hearings will serve to stimulate
a new United States initiative toward this inperative measure of arms control.
We desperately need to bring the arms race under control. We need to concentrate
our hopes, energies, and resources more on constructive things and lesas on
fear-motivated, hopeless weapon systems such as the ABM. Here is an
opportunity for our nation to exercise judgement, restraint, and leadership
throuzh a modest but important step toward a more rational world."

That is the end of what I want to quote from the statement by Dr., Jerome Wiesner,
President of the Massachusetts Institute of Technology.

The second testimony from which I should like to quote, which is dated
14 July 1971, is that of Ambassador James J. Wadsworth, who was for several years
the alternate representative of his country to the United Nations in New York,
and from 1958 to 1960 none other than head of the United States delegation to the
Conference on the Discontinuance of Nuclear Weapon Tests held in Geneva. T have
selected from that testimony the paragraphs which I shall now read out, because
they appear to me to be of particular intcrest for this multilateral negotiating body:

"Speaking both on behalf of a distinguished group of citizens who have
organized the Task Force for The Nuclear Test Ban, and {rom my own experience
as Chief of the United States Delegation to the Conference on the Nuclear Test
Ban Treaty in Gencva from 1958 ¢o 1960, I fervently hope that these hearings
will at long last put us back on the road to a comprehensive East-West test
ban and thus signal the end of thc nuclear arms racc.

"There is increasing evidence that the security of the nation will not
be strengthened through further development of nuclear weapons. Underground
testing, therefore, may and should become obsolete.

"However, it is hardly nccessary to warn that severe opposition must be
expected - and not chiefly from the Russians ...

"I can testify that Prcsident Eisenhower was dedicated to the goal of a
ban on all nuclear tests. Soveral tiwes during my years at Geneva, it seemed
the test ban agreement with the Russians could be concluded. Each time,
however, obstacles arose which even the President, with all the power of his
office, could not overcome. I believe the following brief analysis of the
tactics used by the opposition could serve to alert us to the hurdles we should
be prepared to surmount, as once morc a test ban agreement is in sight.
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"Naturally, since the United States insisted on the need for on-site
inspection; the Soviet resistance to inspection presented a continuing
difficulty in the negotiations. Nevertheless,; from the beginning of .the
discussions at the Genava Conference of Experts in 1953, United States
scientists said they werc impressed with the sincerity of the Soviet
delcgation ...

"In my view, our difficulties in reaching a test ban arose in part from
within, not from without. The principal opposition originated from that
complex of defence establishiment agencies, including the Atomic Energy
Commission, which arc responsible for the United States weapons programme. It
was clear that the military elements of the executive branch were thoroughly
opposed to .the treaty ...

"In August 1958, the Confcrencc of Experts at Geneva, including both the
Western and the Soviet delegation, completed their ‘technical’ report. The
American technical delegation believed that for the first time they had obtained
Soviet agreement to the principle of international inspection and to a control
" system which would make a test ban feasible. At that point, our anti-ban
forces immediately went to work. AEC scientists produced "new data' on
high-altitude tests, decoupling, and the 'big hole’ theory. Eventually,
their cxaggerations were proved invalid. Hevertheless, their delaying tactics
succeeded. Our East-West agrecement was postponed and a new conference
convened to consider the revised data ... '

"By March 1960, it appeared once more that the talks to devise an
effective detection system had been successfully concluded. The two Western
leaders, Prime Minister Maemillan and President Eisenhower, had agrecd to
join tie Russians in a treaty banning tests in the atmospherc, underwatcr and .
in outer space, policed by the system of 180 control posts devised at Geneva.
Clandestine underground tests down to the level of 4.7% scismic magnitude
would be detccted through a system of seismic instruments and a quota of on=-site
inspections. There would pe a joint moratorium on all small tests below this
"threshold', since they could not be easily identified. Morecover, the two
leaders did not believe clandestine tests of this size could produce results
which could havc a major effect on cither nation's strategic posture. A
Joint research project to discover detection methods for these small tests
would be initiated.

"Only the final details of the agreement rcemained to be worked out
at the 'summit' meeting planncd for May 1960 in Paris. Since I knew at
first hand the strength of the opposition to the test ban, I was concerned
that plans for the 'summit’ shouyld go forward without intcrruption ...

"After all the delays ..., however, it appearcd all efforts to delay the
agreement would fail, and as tho date for the 'summit’ approached, there was
widesprecad expectation that a test ban would be concluded. Just two weeks
before the fsummit?!, you will recall, an American U2 spy planc was shot down
by Soviet rockets. In the resulting confusion of mutual suspicions and
recriminations, hostility replaced thoe pre-summit détente. Khrushchev left
Paris after one neeting, denouncing President Eisenhower, the summit collapsed
and the treaty was postponed arain.
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"The central mystery, which the hearings before the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee could not solve, remained. tlhhy were the provocative U2
fllght continued at a sensitive poeriod when the capture of the plan could
rupture chances of a détente? ...

"As far as our Joint Chiefs werce concorned, the issuc of effective
inspection was a smokescreen. Continuation of an aggressive underground test
programme was, for thom, a prerequisite. Ultimately, they prevailed.

"It is on the basis of this porsonal experience that I belicve the public
must have all the facts if we are to cnd the arms race. I am reassured that
the Congress is conducting these hearings. Despite the record of the past,
by being alert to the tactics of those who opposc a nuclear test ban, I believe
that their opposition can be overcomc.

"Inaccurate evidence will no longer be acceptable as a basis for decision.
The true reasons for the objections will be recognized. The evaluation that
American weaponry is already sufficient for defence, that a test ban can be
agreed withodut endangering /\merican security, and that the risks involved are
now acceptable, is of overriding public interest".
That is the end of my quotation from thc statement made at the hearings
before the United States Senate by Ambassador James Wadsworth who, as I said at
the beginning, was none other than head of the United States delegation to the
Conference on the Discontinuance of Huclenr Weapon Tests held in Geneva.

To conclude these quotations, I am going to read some paragraphs chosen from
the statement made by someone whom, I am sure, nany of my distinguished colleagues
will well remember for, apart from playing a prominent part in the negotiation
of the Treaty on the Non-Prolifcration of Huclear Weapons in the 1960s, he was
head of the United States declesotion to the Conference of the Committce on
Disarmament in 1977 and 1978 and to this Committee in 1979 and 1980. I am

referring to Ambassador Adrian 3. Fisher who, in llay 1972, said the following:

My testimony is directed primarily to the political significance of a
comprehensive test ban. I do not belicve, however, thot we are dealing with
2 situation in which we have to rely on political asscts to overcome military
linbilities becausc I am persunded, on the basis of cxpert testimony, that
from the point of view of weapons development, 2 test ban is, on balance,
advantagcous to the United States. The experts with whom I have consulted,
and whom you have haard, have made it clear that, even ~llowing for the
possibility of somc cheating in relation to small underground tests, the
relative position of the United States to the USSR would be more favourable
under a comprehensive test ban, monitored solely by national means, than it
would be under the present clrcumstanceo which permit teatlng through a much
wider range of yields.



CD/PV.181
23

(Mr. Garcia Robles, Mexico)

"The political advantages of a comprehensive test ban arc considerabile.
As this committec is awarc, the United States in the Limited Test Ban Treaty,
signed by President Kennedy, pledged itself to continue negotiations to ban
all nuclear weapons test explosions. This commitment was reaffirmed in the
Non=Proliferation Treaty, negotiated under President Johnson and ratified by
President Hixon. Thus, threc administrations have undertaken this commitment.

"It is clear to mec that other countries of the world take this commitment
of ours quitc scriously. In the particular context of the Non-Proliferation
Treaty I have grave doubts that it will have any success in persuading certain
potential powers to seriously consider the Non=Proliferation Treaty as long
as we are conducting an extensive series of underground tosts ...

"le have heard a good deal about verification and doubtless will hear
more,. But let's put things in proper perspective: verification of a
comprehensive test ban has always becn only a part of the problem. The main
question which existed in 1950 and exists today, 14 years later, is really
this one: do we want to continue testing nuclear weapons? Is our over-all
security better with a comprchensive test ban even though there is some risk
of a few small clandestine tests, or without a ban, which allows the Russians
to test at all yields, encourages additional nations to acquire nuclear
weapons and continues indefinitely the arms race? If we deccide that it is
in our best interest to ban tests, T do believe that our present capability
to distinguish earthquakes from explosions at very low magnitudes should be
satisfactory to permit us to move toward a comprchensive test ban treaty ...7.

That is what Ambassador Fisher said in 1972 at the Scnate hearings.

The Ad Hoc Working Group which has Jjust been set up will undoubtedly be able
to find in the testimony that I have just revicwed'a'rich source of inspiration,
which will help it to carry out its work in such a way as to ensure that it is in
keeping with the aims which have been pursued in vain by all the pcoples of the
world since the middle of thic century. Thosc statements may also help members
of the Group to have a clear understanding of the need to ensure that the question
of verification is not used as a 'smoke--screen, as it was put in one of those
statements, and also of the nced for the United Nations General Assembly and world
public opinion to be fully informed of decvelopments on this issuc to which, quite
rightly, for so long now "the highest priority™ has been attached aumong the various
nuclear disarmament issues.
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Mr. HYLTENIUS (Sweden): Mr, Chairman, I have the honour to introduce today
document CD/318, containing the fourteenth progress report of the Ad Hoc Group
of Scientific Experts to Consider Ihternational Co-operative Measures to Detect and
Identify Seismic Events. The Ad Hoc Group met from 9 to 19 August 1982, under the
chairmanship of Dr. Ulf Ericsson of Sweden., Experts from twenty countries took
part in the session.

The Ad Hoc Group considered the draft chapters for its third formal report on
a global system for a seismic data exchange, designed to assist States to monitor
a nuclear test ban.

The Group considered a number of national investigations on seismographic
stations and networks, and the extraction of data from the stations, on the
world-wide transmission of such data through the W0 Global Telecommunication System,
on the transmission and use of whole records (so-called Level 2 data), and on the
tasks of international data centres designed to assist participating States in
analysing all the data seismologically. '

As before, the Ad Hoc Group enjoyed excellent co-operation with the VMO and
plans further experimental transmission over the ¥WMO network, In order to obtain
full efficiency in such a transmission, the WMO has advised the Ad Hoc Group that
arrangements could be made to send the Ad Hoc Group's transmissions on a regular basis.
I understand that this advice is essentially an offer of even further co-operation,
and I think that use should be made of this generous offer. 1 also understand that
the distinguished representative of Japan will speak on the substance of this
matter today.

In preparing its progress report in March this year the 4Ad Hoc Group had
difficulties in finding a way to report on national investigations on the exchange and
use of so-called Level 2 data (i.e. of whole records). Recent advances in computer
and telecommunication equipment have made it possible to exchange, without much
effort, many more Level 2 data than was foreseen in the two formal reports submitted
by the Ad Hoc Group in 1978 and 1979. In addition, recent advances in scientific
understanding have made it possible to exploit Level 2 data also in the analysis
foreseen for international data centres, thereby significantly increasing the
quality of their calculations. These were initially foreseen to be made only on the
basis of Level 1 data (i.e. bulletin-like extracts from the records). This latter
result, based on national investigations in Sweden and elsewhere, is etill under
debate in the Ad Hoc Group with respect to the manner of reporting on it. I am
confident that a constructive outcome of this issue will be found in due course.

The other matter --— how to report on modern possibilities for the exchange of
Level 2 data has, however, been resolved — a good omen for the third formal report
of the Ad Hoc Group, expected to be submitted next year.

The Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Ixperts has told me that he is
very satisfied with the clear and business-like manner in which the quite difficult
matters concerning Level 2 data have recently been diucussed in the Group.
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The Ad _Hoc Group proposes that its next meeting be held from 7 to 18 February 1983

With these words, Mr. Chairman, I formally propose that the Committee takes
note of the progress report contained in document CD/BlB.

Finally, I want to say that the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts,
Dr., Ulf Ericsson, is prepared to report in more detail and to answer questions, if
any, in the same manner as has been customary in the past.

THeICﬁAIRHAN: I thank the representative of swveden for his statement._

As I noted at the beginning of this plenary meeting, the progress report by the
Ad Hoc Group has been circulated for consideration by the Committee. Before I give
the floor to the following speaker on my list, may I inform the Committee that.the
delegation of Japan has submitted document CD/319, which has been circulated today
and deals with one of the questions contained in that report. I now give the flooxr
to the distinguished representative of Japan, His Excellency imbassador Okawa.

Mr. OKAWA (Japan): Mr. Chairman, we have once again received a progress report
from the chairman of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider International
Co-operative Measures to Detect and Tdentify Seismic Events. My delegation wishes
to thank lir. Hyltenius, the distinguished délegate of Sweden, for introducing this
report and, of course, DUr. Ericsson, the distinguished Chairman of the £d Hoc Group
for its preparaticn.

My delegation has followed with interest the progress of work in the five study
groups established within the Ad lioc Group two years ago. i Japanese expert is one
of the co-convenors of the third study group dealing with the 'format and procedures
for the exchange of Level 1 data through WNO/CTS". We have been encouraged by the
two trial exchanges of Level 1 seismic data which took place in 1980 and 1981 through
the GTS of the WO, We note the statement in the new nrogress report that. the
Ad lloc Group sees the need for additional tests in nrder to obtain further expsrience.
Hy delegation would like to know how many such additional tests are going to be
needed before the global system of geismic data transmission on the WMO/GTS can be
consolidated.

I have taken note of a sentence in the new report which says that the
Ad Hoc Group '"moted the advice of the WMC that significant improvements in
transmission could bve expected only if the id Hoc Group were tc use the GIS on a
regular basis'. This sentence appears towards the bottom of page 2 of the progress
reyort.

In this connection, it should be pointed out that the trial exchanges over the
GTS that I have just referred to were conducted only under provisional arrangements
with the WMO, I drew the attention of the Committee to this fact in my
intervention of 16 Mcrch 1982 when I suggested that the Committee on Disarmament
should formally request the WMC to co~cperate in the global transmission of seismic
data by authorizing the use of its GTS for that purpose. As the distinguished
Chairman has just announced, my delegation has tabled today a Committee document
setting forth the bvackground to the »d Hoc Group's relationship with the WMO and
explaining why this relationship needs tc be formalized.
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With regard to the exchange of Level 2 data, I referred in Merch to the
considerable progress achieved in recent years in the technology for data exchange
of this sort and said that efforts should he made t¢ apply such new technology to
the exchange of Level 2 data, ‘e welccre the propress reiorted from the
Ad Hoc Group in this regard, Last week, the vorwegian delegation demonstrated a
prototype system for seismic Adata exchange initiated by the Worwegian Seismic Array
(WUnonR) and we are grateful %o the Horwegisn experts for shewing us how wave~form or

(et

Level 2 data can be rapidly transmitted under their system. ‘e also thank them for
their document CD/BlO. “Je hope that consensus may be achieved in the Ad Hoc Group

on the application of agreed procedures for analysing Level 2 data in the context of
the envisaged global exchange.

The new progress report once again refers to the third report of the
4d Hec Group, the completicn of which seems to be postponed from year to year. Again
we are told that the ad Hoc Crour will need to conduct additional work before
submitting a full, complete report in compliance with ifts present mandate.

It should be recalled that the Ad Hoc Group was set up by the Conference of the
Committee on Disarmament on 22 July 1976. In the ensuing six years we have been
provided with two valuable reports which are contained in dccuments CPD/SSB of
9 tlarch 1978 and CD/45 of 2% July 197¢. While leoking forward witn anticipation
to receiving the third report of the id Hoce Group, my delegation, as a member of -
this Committee, would 1like to kunow how the Chairman of the 4d Hoc Group sees the
prospects of his Group's work in the future. In my layman's mind, I cannot quite
grasp the extent of the work that remains to be dcne and how much longer it is
going to take; and whether the 4d Hoc Group's work is not being overtaken by the
yearly progress in technology, and whether this does not mean that the Ad Hoc Group
will need to be in permanent session simply to catch up with such technological
progress. L simply hope that at each stage in the Ad Hoc Group's labours the
results ~an be put to practical application without seeking further sophistication;
and that additional fechnological advances can be taken up and incorporated into
the exercise as they become available.

While hoping that Dr. Bricsson and the distinguished experts of his group will
forgive me for these rather probing remarks, I do wish to reiterate my delegation's
deep appreciation fo them for the most valuable work they have been conducting over
the years.,

Befnre-concluding this speech, I would like 1o say how pleased we are to learn
cf the arrival of our new colleague from Ieru and my delegation wishes to extend a
warm welcome to ‘fmbassador Cannock. I must also say how sorry we are that
ambasgsador Venkateswaran of India and Ambassador Salah-Bey of Algeria are no longer
amongst us and that smbassador Vrhunec of Yugoslavia is also about to leave us.
On behalf of my delegation I wishk to pay high tribute to these distinguished
colleapgues of ours for their contributions to the work of this Committee.
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The CHAIRMANG I thank the representative of Japan for his statement.
Document CD7319 suggests that a request be addressed to the Secretary-General of the
World Meteorological Organization by the Chairman of the Committee, so that the
necessary arrangements might be made to enable the iAd Hoc Group tc continue to
utilize the Global Telecommunication System on a regular basis for the transmission
of seismic data in order tc detect and identify seismic events. Cn the basis of
the request ccntained in document CD/519, I intend to put before the Committee for
consideration and decision, at our plenary meeting next Thursday, a draft
communication to the Secretary-General of WMC. I now give the floor to the next
speaker on my lis%t, the distinguished representative of Australia, Mr. bteele.

My. STEELE (iustralia): Mr. Chairman, the hustralian delegation welcomes the
progress revort on the feourteenth session of the &d Hoc Group of Scientific Experts
and. considers that the Committee on Disarmament should talte ncte of this useful
document, CD/318. It is more evident than ever that international co-~operative
measures to detect and identify seismic evenis are of direct importance to our work.
Now that the Committee on Disarmsment has established an Ad_Hoc Vorking Group on a
Huclear Test Ban, this relevance will become apparent to all. The Chairman of that
Working Group, Ambassador Lidgard, and his adviser, Dr. Ulf Ericsson, have already
emphasized this. Dr. EBricsson, as Chairman of the Group of bcientific Experts,
continues to oversee an activity deserviig of our fullest support; he himself
similarly earns our appreciation. '

I would like to draw the Committee's attention tc a number of important points
in document CD/518, but before doing so I wish to remind the Committee of the
consideration it gave to the previous progress report, as recorded in- S
CD/PV.164 of 18 March. Differences of cpinion, not reflected in that progress
report, were aired in our M-rch debate over the issue of how far the
Group of Scientific Bxperts was able to apply to its work, within the terms of its
mandate, many startling related technological advances, including those being
demonstrated in national experimenis.. Those diffevences of view tc some extent
remain but they are being frankly acknowledged and addressed, and compromises scught.
Proof nf this can be found in document 63/318 itself, which was put together withoui
great difficulty. Although paragraph 7 of that document concludes by noting certain
matters not vet resolved, it is clear thal the issue in questicn will be thoroughly
considered in fubture and the results or this consideration will be brought to the
Committee's attention, : ' ‘ )

Haticnal investigations are a fundamental asvect of the Greup's further
development of the scientific and technical aspects of the global system envisaged for
use in internaticnal co-operative measures to detect and identify =seismic events.

4% the fourteenth sessicn Horway put on a dispiay of hardware, impressively flexible
and low in cost, which could frrm the basis of an internaticnal data centre. Horway
has shown how Level 2 data (i.e. debailed records of wave forms) can be readily
transmitted and has invited participation in an experimental multilateral exchange of
such data by, for instance, telenhone-linked computers. This experiment deserves
suprort. )

Other valuable work relating tc the uss of Level 2 data at International
Data Centres has been done %y Sweden and the United States. This remains
contreversial or at least unresclved. Jeverthelesgs, if vastly more information can
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now be usel by data centres then was envisaged when the expert Group's mandate was
t ie time feor thav mandate 9 ccne with such a develepment: * this may
or may not in itsell reouire formal revision.

The Ambagsadcr of Jeran nhag is a
need to formalize the exchange of data
Crganization's Clobal Tzlecommuni ¢ns System, for example by a recuest from the
Chairman of the Committee cn Digarmament to the becretary-General of WMC. In this
connecticn he has taken this inhitiative and tabled documen® CP/Bl“. Australia is
co=-convenor with Japan of study group 3 considering daits exchange over the WMO/GTS
and strzngly urses that steps be taken tc follow this nroposal through. The

O

Jt
en t
Ad e Group of soientific Experts iteslf in paragraph 7 of document CD/}lB nctes the
benefits of a more regular basisz to the A¢ Hoc Group's relaticonship with the.WMO/CTS.
It sees "the need for additional experiments using the WMO/GTS to test other aspects
of the possible international exchange of data". ‘e can therefore anticipate some

large~scale experimentation in 1953 of dats exchange over this system. The urgency
of the matter is apparent. ' i

The concluding paragraph of do
third report will ve submitted Guzxi
Iy delegation welccmes this first specific indiczation o
hopes that the fd Hoc Group of 3ci

cf the Committes on Disarmament.
¢ s I a date fcr the report and
ieniific Sxperts will heve no difficulty in adhering
to it. There is no doubt that the Committee as a whole would greatly benefit from a
detailed account next year of the work of the id Hoc Groun.

The CHalRMa I thank the renresentative of Austrslia for his statement.

I would now like %o invite members to address cuestions to the Chairman of the
Aid _Hoc Group of Scientific I

lir, FIELDS (United States of imerica)s Mr.- Chairman, the distinguished
smbassador of Japan has, I think, put some very interesting and probing questions to
Dr, Ericsscn, and I think that the Committee would benefit by hearing his response
to those guestions. ;

Dr. BRICSSCH (Chairmen, id Hec Group of Seienvific Experts): There were four
questions put to me by the distinguished imbassador of Japan. The first question
relates to the experiments which the Group of Scientific Experts has been performing
on the WMC network and the question iz: "Iy delegation would like to know how many
such additional tests are geing to e needed before the global system of seismic data
trensmission on the WMO/GTS can be consolidated."

I take it that a final consnlidation of what the data exchange system should be,
in detail, would have to wait for thorough experience on the WiO lines on a regular
basis.” The WMC werld-wide network is a patchwork of national parts; each country
operates the part on its own territory, from neighbour tc neighbour., This makes the
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reaction time of that system tc changes rather long. Ve have, in.the past, asked for
vermission to transmit on these lines some three months before the actual test and
that has proved to be insufficient to cbtain a complete, positive reaction from the
whole system If ever we obtain a regular transmission situation then we would

obtain full operation in regard fo ocur needs in, let us say, 6 to 9 months and that
would then be, I would not say final, but a very major step towards a final
understanding of how the system would work,

Here, and also in response to the second question, T would like to say that the
Group of Scientific Experts ncow meets twice a year and produces its results at a
certain pace., So far,that pace has been faster than that of the nuclear test ban so
there is, all the time, ample room for improvement while waiting for political
developments, The second specific question of Ambassador Ckawa was: "My delegation
would like to know how the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group sees the prospects of his
Group's work in. the future'", and he went on to add questions about the extent of the
work that remains to be done and how much longer it is going to takey and whether the
Ad lloc Group is not being overtaken by the yearly progress in technology. As T
sald, so far, we think that we have been faster than the test ban. If we . sit and
wait, then there will be a gap. sclence does not develop very quicklys; technology
however, does, especially in the aspects of telecommunications, where development is
very rapid. There we have simply been overtaken, since 1978, by the progress of
technology and this is why we have devoted some years of effort to finding out how
we could best accommodate these new developments.  The matter of Level 2 data, of
how to deal with complete records, is first of all an important and difficult
technical question. It is also a question of whether participants. are in a.position
to exploit these possibilities. It is a very rapid development and it is
understandable that these developmenils proceed at a different speed in different
places on this glote. The positions of participants, therefore, to take advantage
of these developments right now, say today, are very differeut indeed. On the
other hand, it is quite clear that this kind of new technology, in due course, will
penetrate, I would say, all countries. This then makes it necessary that the system
of plobal data exchange which the Group of beientific Bxperts is exploring,
describing and investigating, should contain a feature of renewal, a feature of
taking into account the new significant developments in science and technology.
Again, this is an important aspect of any system which we might propose to you, and
it is certainly our responsibility to sce to it that some suitable feature of
renewal is included also. This is why we have talcen our time in preparing a third
report, because it is this very question which is befeore us in this discussion on what
we call in jargon Level 2 data. T hope that this is a sufficient answer to the
questions posed by the distinpuished Lmbasgcador of Japan.

The CHAIRMAN: Ve have exhausted the time available to ug this morning and I
propose that we suspend the plenary meeting and resume it thie afternoon at 3 p.m.
when Dr. firicssen will answer s few more questions and we shall proceed to heat the
last speaker on my list, Upon the adjournment cf the plenary meeting we shall move
to the informal meeting that the Coumittee is to hold today on proposals tabled under
items 2 and 7 of the agenia.

If there is no objection, I will suspend this plenary meeting now.

The meeting was. suspended at 1,05 p.m. and resumed at 3 p.m,
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Thz CHAIRMAW: Th2 151st plenary me ting ‘of the Committez on Disarmament -is
rasumed. ' '

Mey I dinvite those mcmbers of the Committces who wish to address questions to
the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group of .Scientific ISiperts, Dr. Bricsson, to do so.

Mr. SARAW {(India): Ifr. Choirman, tHrough you, I would like to thank
Dr. Ericsson for the clarificetions he gave, particularly in respons> to ths very
pertinent questions which were reised by the distinguished Ambassador of Japan, but
I must confess thet my dsleg:ition wes o litltle distressed by a couple of remarks that
were made by Dr. Dricsson during his siatement. He seoms to suggest that in fact
the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Jxperts is meintaining a very, shall I say, commendable
progress in its work but that bhe political negotiations on a nuclear test ban sesmed
to be going very slowly, and he eappeared lo suggest that in fact the delay had. been
on the political conclusion of a nuclear test ban and that therefore, in the
intervening period, the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Baperts would continue to take
into account the latest developmenis in science and technology. Somehow I got the-
impression that the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Diperts was in no hurry because
negotiations in the political sphere on @ nuclerr test ban were in any case not
going to be concluded for some time. This is reelly somnthing which my delegation
is 2 1ittle worried about because this I think involves us in one of those "chicken
or the egg" argumznts. TIs il that the political negotiations on a nuclear test ban
arz being delayed because the ad Hoco Group of Scientific Dxperts is unable to arrive
at any definitive conclusions on the setting up of & global seismic monitoring
network, or is it that the global seismic monitoring network can in fact be
elaborated some ftime in the distant future because in any case the negotiations on a
nuclear test ban do not se:m to be leading anywher=? As far as my delegation is
concerned, there is a very close relationship betwe:n political negotiations on a
nuclear test ban and the kind of work which is being carricd out by the Ad Hoc Group
of Scientific E.perts, and we have always been given to understand that the political
negotiation of a nuclear test ban would be considerably facilitated by the early
conclusion of the work of the 4d Hoe¢ Group of ucientific Experts. We are in fact now
being told that this is somehow & parallel euercise which may not have very much. to
do with the political negotiation of a nuclcar test ban. For my delegation, the very
rationale of such a group, the Group of Scientific RExperts, is that it serves the
interests of the early conclusion of = ireaty on a nuclear test ban. It has no other
rationale for its existonce, and if my delegation becomes convinced that the Ad Hoc
Group of Scientific Fxperts is somehow conducting an exercise in a vacuum —-—
conducting an exercisc which has very little to do with negotiations on a treaty on
a nuclcar test ban -~ then I must say thot my delegation would have to review its
whole attitude towards the further functioning of this Group of Experts. This is for
us a very serious matter and therefore I would like the Chsirmen of the ad Hoc Group
of Scientific Siperts to perheps clarify this point. I do not think that the
Ad_Hoc Group of Sciecntific Dxperts can op:rate on th: assumption that its work is
cuite open in this way and that it can continue to takn into account every technical
or scientific sdvance which is being made, os long as there is no prospect for a
nuclear test ban, or we shall then como to poliiical negotiations on a nuclear test
ban in which our colleagucs will ask us: how can we have a nuclear test ban treaty
when preblems of verification have not beon resolved? This is not the kind of
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situation th:t we would like to face and we would be very glad if the Chairmaen of the
Group of Scientific T perts cen give us an e plunction es to what is the assumption
on which his Group is operating. 4s far as we understand i, there is a certain
assumption of a global seismic monitoring network which was drawn up, I think, when
ths Group itself was cstablished, and I think thot in document CCD/558 there are
very clearly laid out terms of rocference stating the objective of the Group of
Experts. How far awey is thoe Group of Buperts from achieving that objective? That
is 2 very simple cuestion to which a very simple snswer can be given, and I think

we should not enter into this argumont thet if thers is no nucl:zar test ban in sight
then the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Bxperts cen take all the time in vhe world %o do
its work.

Mr. BRICSSON (Chairmen, id Hoc Group of Scientific Biperts): Well, T would
like to thank the distinguishcd represintative of Indis for his significant quegtion,
The 4d Hoc Group of Sciecntific Bxperts is now operating on a mandete which was given
to it in 1979 and which is contzinad in document D46, Tt says bthat the Committe-
on Disarmement decides thet the Ad Hoc Group shouid continue iis work on such measures
which might b> esteblished in the futur: for th> international e:change of
seismological data, and it goes on tc say tnat this work should include, inter alia,
further eYcboration of detail:d instruciions for an experimontal test which is
foreseen #s further d:velopment of the scientific snd technical asprct of the alobal
system as well as co-operniion in the reviow and analysis of national investigations,
which havs zlso essentially proved o be dirscted towsrds new agpects and improvements
in scientific understending ond btechnological possibilities. We are, therefore,
certainly now in a phose where we attempt to improve the system which we described
and proposed to the Committee in our reports COD/558 and €D,23 and our mandete is
formally open-cnded in that rospect. Corteiniy, the work of the Group of ieientific
Sxperts is organized in such a woy thit we meet twice a ycar hoire in Geneva, and
between these times a number of experts undertoke o communicate with thoir colleagues
and put together th> r-sults of investigations, drafiing chepters towards the report.
If a nuclcar test ban were to enter into a stage of foreseen implementation, then
certainly the Group of Scientific Dxperts could stcp up its work; I see no
difficulty in that. The Group has already in bthe past recommended the measures bo be
taken for a global data exchange system, in the reports I mentioned. However, the
material in those reports is in a fow respects ~- certainly not in every respect, but
in e few respects -- now outdated by the surprisingly fast ‘developments in technology
as well as somo developmonts in science. [t thercfore stends to reason thet we should
try to include these new results in a forthcoming report. This is now being done
at the pace which I just described, but if a politically-gencrated demand for a very
fast result were to arise, ithen I am quite sur: that those States which supply the
sxperts to co-operate in this Ucientific Group could instruct them to devote much
more of their time than they do now to this task. Perhaps I should say that a few
del:-getions do have erperts who devote themselves full-time to this work. Other
countries do not supply scientists to that extent. These scientists participate
only part-time in theése investigations. This, I think, describes the situation which,
to my understending, would in no way hinder, from the verification point of view, '
ard as far as the tesks of the Ad Hoc Group are concerned, th= conclusion of a nuclear
test ban., '




Mr. WEGENER (Federsl Republic of Garmany): Mr. Chairmen, before asking some
questions, I would like to join other members in eXpressing admiration and gratitude
to Dr. Bricsson for the work he has been conducting on- our beheo'f for so many years,
as well as for the clarity and pracision with which he answers our cuastions on
such occagions. In fact, I have iwo cussiions.

Firstly, now that the Working Group on a Hucliear Test Ben is established and
at work, some dclegetions have addressed the issue of what should be the formal
relationship between the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Frperts eand the NTB Working Group,
and various suggestions have bein made., Obviously, the essential point. for all is
that the Group of Scientific Bxperts should be ab':, when reguested, to give advice on
technical matters and that a correlcotion in substance should be achieved.
Dr. Bricsson, did this question come up during your rocent meeting and what ideas on
the relationship -- on optimum relationship -- would you and your colleaguas Hive
at hand?

Secondly, when replying to &mbzssedor Okawa this morning, you pointad out the
rapid technological developments in the Lovel 2 data domain =nd you strassazd the
immense potential that thess new developmenits heva, But you also pointed out that
the -capability of countries to draw tha full benefits from Level 2 data would vary
eccording to their own development., Now, Dr. diricsson, we know that beth during
the spring session and during this session, the way in which Level 2 developments
vere to be reflacted in th: report caused censiderable controversy and it is quite
noticable that in contrast to the originczl report text proposed, a number of
amendments were movad by one particular country group, tending to downgrade the
importance of Level 2 deuvn, or rethor even o discerd it., We all know thot your
Group hed 2 difficult time arriving sv th. cons.nsus t2:b vhich we now sce, My
guestion is the following, Dr. Lricsson; Whet is the impression of yourself and
your colleagues, =8 =2uperts, of the rrason for the obvious reluctence to treat
the Level 2 dats for what thay sre worth? Yould yeou think that it ie due tc a less
advanced technical structure in the country group which has made these smendments, or
ig it rather due to an instinetive reluctancs to use the potential of Level 2 data
because it offers such immense potential for an advanced internaticnal verification
system in this domain?

Mr. BRICSSON {(Cheirman, Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Bxperts): Your first question
was on the relationship betwein the Committer's id Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear
Test Ban and the Group of Scientific HBxperts. The main relationship, certainly the
one-that th2 Group of Scientific Experts has set up, is to deliver consensus reports
on the specific matter of data exchange to assist countries in monitoring a nuclear
test ban. This does not cover the whole field of verification of a nuclear test ban,
but is only part of it. As T said a while ago, the circumstances in the last few
years have brought forth a certain mode of operations, a certain pace cof delivering
results and that job is still there. If, as envisnged, we are able to provide the
Committee-on Disarmament with a third report recommending a number of improvements in
the system as seen originally, then I hope that we do a good job, contributing at
least one element of the verification complex for e nuclear test ban. The pace of
work is rather slow, so if you think thet the Group as a whole might respond to
questions from this bedy or its Working Group, then the question of how -~ if I am
riremely formal -- could be put before the Group only in February, because that is
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when it meets, so it is not, from that peint cof view, extremely practical. On the
other hand, the existence and the activities of the Group, have, T think, generated

a set of experts who know the test ban verification questinn rather well bty now.

There are some 20 to 25 national experts in this fieid in the Group and I think that,
at present at least, the optimal way of using that expertise would be if delegations
here, or their Governments, simply exploit the petential of their own experts. That,
to me, under present circumstances, would bes the best way of using that potential.
That was in answer to your first question. In yeour second question, you asked,
essentially, why we have this difficulty with the Level 2 data. There are several
reasgons for that, and it has been %o me, personally, of much concern to understand,
because the difficulty is obviously very great, and in my present understanding. there
are several elements. There are two 2lements which T mentioned earlier teday. TFirst
of all, some of these developments are simply new, quite startling, and it tzakes

some time even for a scientist -- a technologist -- to get acquainted with the
possibility. Secondly, the access to these technolcgical possibilities, which exist
in principle, is rather different in different countries. It is very much a question
of national organization, how they are or could be made available. 4nd these methods
are, quite apart from our work here, simply not settled in all countries. 1In a few
countries like Norway, this technology happens to be very readily available, This
is'also the case in my own country. Other countries have not yet decided on how to
do it and this generates a genuine difficulty in our wrrk. We are 2 Group which
should give a consensus report on questions on which a consensus is really very hard
to find. Secondly, and that was a result which we obtained during our present scssion,
it turned out that States participating with experts in the Group of Scientific Bxperts
have rather different views on how they intend to exploit the data exchange, and this
was made very clear during the present session. That, to me, is an explanation of
vwhy it was very difficult in the recent past to obtqln agreement on how these
possibilities would be exploited when such a deta exchange gystem would operate under
a nuclear test ba It turned out for some countries zimply to be a political matter.
That is something which we must respect and we have to wait until political decisions,
if any, ‘are taken so that the discussion can go forward., Whather this will be the
case or not, I cannot know. I notice, however, this year, »nd this was reflected, I
think, in a statement by Mr. Hyltenius of Sweden this morning, that the discussion of
these rather delicate and difficult matters was very business-like and to-the-point
in the Group of Scientific Experts and that gave me very much satisfaction. I also
think that there is some hepe that we will be oble to resolve these matters, in due
course, in a constructive way.

Mr. PIELDS (United States of America): Mr. Chairman, T have read the progress
report of the Ad Hoc Group of Ixperts, and listened with great interest to
Dr. BEricsson's responses to questions put to him. The United Stales participants during
this 14th meeting of the Ad Hoc Group have reported to me that, as always,
Dr. Bricsson's patient and firm hand in guiding the work of the Group has been an
element egsential to its progress. My delegation therefore offers him cur
congratulations, We have also becn plcascd to see Dr. Ericsson scrving-as an adviser
to the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban, and are confident
that his participation will reinforce the work of both groups.
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My delegation believes thet the Committce should take notve of the ad Hoc Group's
progress report. It is encouraging to me that so many States have particivated,
and that a number of significent contributions hcve been submittcd reporting on the
work being carried out in th> various -study groups. The valuable participation of
the World Meteorological Organizetion has also been reflceted by the presence of a
representative of that body during the course of the meeting. Would it not,

Dr. Bricsson, facilitate the work of the A4 Hoc Group if more States, especially
those represented in this Committec, were to participate in the Group? It se.ms %o
my delegation that greater participation would not only broaden the geographicel
coverage, but expand the scientific cxpertise, thereby enhencing the over-all
effectiveness of thz Ad Hoc Group. We weuld valuc your views on this matter; Sir.

Members of this Committee will recall that last March I expressed conccrn that
the Group was having some difficulty in preparing its third report to tho Committee
because of disagreement as to whal is permitted under its mendate. At the same time,
T noted that there was no notable disagreecment ameng experts with regerd to matters
of a purely scientific nature. Consequently, my delegotion notes with pleasurc that
this progress report centoins a moro complete description of recent developments in
seismic and data-transfer technologies. These have . been made available to the Group
from a number of national contributions. Unforiunately, the experts have, as yect, not
reached agrcement concerning the relevance of thesz davelopmentas for the important
functions of the internationel data centres cnvigaged under a world-wide system of
‘exchanging seismic data.

My delegation continues to believe that cur mandate to the Ad_Hoc Group of
Scientific Experts, wherein it directs "further development of the scientific and
technical aspects of the global system'", intends that advances in relevant fields
of science and technology should be fully taken into zccount in order tc ensure
that the international exchange of geismic data might be as efficient and productive
as possible. This is a view which I believe is shared by most delegations present
here. Do you share this view, Dr. Sricsson?

T might add at this point that, at this scssion, the Committee has benefited
from an impressive demonstration of the rapid transmission of large quantities of
seismic data over long distanccs. Thanks to the Worwegisn Governmenb, which
significantly contributes to the work of the id Hoe Group, an inecxpensive portable
data terminal was set up here in the Talais des Nations and dala were exchanged over
international telephone circuits, including s=ztellite links. These data included
actual ‘'seismograms, referred to by the AG Hoc Group as Level 2 data, from hoth the
United States and Norway. The infeormation was displayed on a television monitor to
a number of delegates and simultanecusly stored in a mini-computer. Thers cen be
no question that we can share waveform date on a wide scale. Do you not agree, Sir?

It is of vital importance to the work of the Committee on Disarmament that
these advances be fully reported to us in the anticipated third report of "the
Ad Hoc Group. The report should include, if necessery, & description of those
points on which consensus agreement among the cxperts was not possible.
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The Committce will, I think, have to give further thought to the future
activities of this Ad Hoc Group. Some delegations hove alrecady begun to address
this question both hore and in the Working Group dcaling with nuclcar test ban
verification and compliance issucs. The third report of the Ad Hoc Group will
provide a basis for bringing thesc considerations into focus, if this has not already
been achicved beforz its publication.

In conclusion, 1ot me soy again that my delegation welcomes the progress report
of the Ad Hoc Group, and we look forward to continuing our support of the Group's
further work.

We would appreciate Dr. Dricsson's answers to the questions I have put. Let me
thank Dr. Ericsson for his answers to the questions put to him by other delegates,
and also thank him in advance for his answers to my questions.

Mr. BRICSSON (Chairman, Ad Hoc Group of Scientific %xperts): Well, the first
question of Ambassador Fields was: would it not facilitate the work of the
Ad Hoc Group if more States, espccially those represented in this Committee, werc to
participate in the Group? Ihc question was put in th: context of co-operation with
WMO, but I take it that it is more gcneral. Certainly, from the physical point of
view, increased goographical coverage, cespecially of the southern hemispherc, is quite
important, so the Group of Scientific Experts would really welcome more participating
countrics from that part of our globe. Increased participation from members of the
Committee on Disarmament and other States would certainly expand the scientific
expertise available for our discussions. Herc I would like to remind you that ever
gsince the beginning, a number of States not members of the Committes have sent
experts to these talks, asnd in the Group of Scientific Experts they are on a perfectly
equal footing with everyonc else. Norway is one examplec of such a country which is,
as you know contributing. There is also a third aspect of participation. In my
opinicon what we are doing in this scientific Group is on the borderline between
applied science and the political considerations which go into a test ban. So, from
that point of view, increased participation, especially from the States in the
Committee on Disarmament, would be a woleome nddition to our understanding of where the
political limitations to our scientific experiments are., This then, is really an
affirmative answer to the distinguished Ambassador of the United States.

The scecond question Ambassador Fields asked me was whether I shared the view
that advances in the relevant fields of science and technology should be fully taken
into account in our recommendations. The answer is, yes, of course; but there
again, the insertion of such advances is very difficult, because it is not only
science that we are engaged in, it is science limited by or conditioned by political
purposes and con.itions, as I said in response to the question of the distinguished
Ambassador Wegener of the Federal Republic of Germany.

The third question was whether I agreed with the statement: there can be no
question that we can sharce waveform date on a wide scale. Certainly there is no
question that this is, in principle possible; the technology is known and understood,
and is being made more and more available. Here I would like to give a clarification
on this Level 2 discussion. As far as the exchange of Level 2 daba is concerned, the
Group of Scientific Experts has been able to rcach an understanding on how to report.
This understanding came in the recent session, and therefore remains to be implemented
in our report.

Finally, Ambassador Fields said that the third report should also include, if
necessary, a description of those points on which consensus agreement among the experts
was not possible. In the present progress report, there is a formulation which points
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out that there are significant areas of discussion or investigation on which a
consensus has not yet been reached and this, I think, points to the possibility that
if necessary, similar statements could be expected in the third treport. I hope not;
I hope that everything will be complete and without such reservations, but I now see
the possibility thet with regard to certain items, such reservation could be made in
the report. This concludes my response to the questions of Ambassador Fields.

. Mr. SARAN (India): Mr. Chairman, through you I would like to express my gratitude
to Dr. Ericsson for the clarifications he hes given to some of the questions.I raised.
I must confess that what he has stated, in fact, has confirmed some of the suspicions
that we had to begin with. From what Dr. Ericsson has stated, it would appear that
progress on the elaboration of a global seismic monitoring system has be:sn held up
precisely because of the lack of political will on thc part of certain States -~ that
if there was a genuine desire on the part of these States to conclude a treaty on a
nuclear test ban, the work of the Group would be brought fo a conclusion with a
greater sense of urgency.

The second comment I would like to make concerns the incorporation of recent
technical and scientific advances in tho work of the Group of Experts. It would ™ °
appear from what Dr. Ericsson has said that technical advences in this field in fact
make the results achieved obsolete at a rather rapid pace and it would appear to us
that this creates a situation where the better may become the onemy of the good. A4s-
far as we are concerned, all that we require is a system which is adequate for our
purposes, that is, adequate to verify compliance with a treaty on a nuclear test ban.
I think that the Group of Bxzperts, if they are to operate within clearly defined
limits, must have & rather good idea of whal the Committee on Disarmament considers
adequate, because if we do not have this kind of clearly defined limit, the work of
the Group will become open-endad in character and I must say that my delegation does
not agree that the mandate of the Group in fact gives this kind of an open-ended .
character to its work. If this is the kind of interpretation which is given to the
mandate of the Group, then this Group would in fact not be one which is elaborating
international co-operative measures for the detection and identification of seismic
events, but rather a Group which is keeping a watching brief on scientific and
technical developments in the scismic field, and if the latter is what it is doing,
then my delegation sincerely and very seriously would doubt the valuc of such a Group
to our negotiations on 2 nuclear test ban.

The CHAIRMAN: I suggest that, after further consideration of the progress report
at the next plenary meeting, we adopt the recommendations of the Ad Hoc Group of
Scientific Bxperts at our plenary mecting on Tuesday, 31 August, i.e. in a week's
time. ' o

Tn accordance with the decision taken by the Committee at its 130th plenary
meeting, I will now give the floor to the distinguished representative of Senegal,
His Excellency Ambasssdor Sene. Before doing so, Twish to extend to him a warm
welcome in the Committee as the representative of a brother African country. His
vast diplomstic experience in several important posts as well as his distinguished
political career, during which he held several cabinet positions, will undoubtedly
contribute substantially to our work. You have the floor, Sir.
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Mr. SENE (Senegal) (translated from French): Mr. Chairman, allow me first of .
all to congratulate you warmly on your accession to the chairmanship of this august
Committee. It gives me personally a great and legitimate satisfaction and you can
imagine what a source of pride it is for an African like myself to see a worthy son
of our continent, a citizen of a country that is a friend of my own, directing the
work of this unique multilateral negotiating body on disarmament. In this
connection, the heavy task that is yours today is significant in more than one
respect. It is a sign of the growing awarensss in the international community of
the need to associate all States, large and small, in the deliberations and
negotiations on disarmament. And my delegation cannot tut see it also as a very
promising sign of a genuine disarmament process, undertaken and pursued w1th the
support of all the Members of the United Nations.

I should also like to congratulate the distinguished representative of Japan
who preceded you in the Chair. I am certain -that, like him, you will acquit
yourself brilliantly in the tremendous task you have inherited.

Lastly, I should like tc thank all my fellow fmbagsadors, members of the
Committee and their delegations, who have graciously agreed to my country's
participation in the work of this body. You may be sure that we shall do our best
to deserve this mark of confidence in us

- The present session of the Committee on Disarmament is being held just after
the second special session of the General hssembly devoted to disarmament, the
results of which were disappointing in more ways than one. The comprehensive
programme of disarmasment, the adoption c¢f which cught $o have been the logical
szquel to the Final Document of the first special session on disarmament, has been
sent back to the Commiittee on Disarmament with perhaps even more 'square brackets"
than it had before it was considered by the General Assembly. This is proof of a
gerious failure. A failure which shcould not be taken toc lightly, lest we lose
sight of the adverse consequences that might ensue if vigorous steps are not taken
to give new impetus to the negotiations on disarmanment.

One of the causes to vhich the failure of the second special session on
disarmament is usually attributed is without any doubt the deterioraticn in the
relations between the great Powers and the increasad resort to force in international
relations.

This evaluation is not without foundation, sicce the arms race, as a number of
speakers here have said, is the gymptom of a disecase -- a disease of our time. It
is the expression of conflicts, political tensions, power struggles, and also of the
economic inequalities and vieclations of human rights in the world. FPor, as was so
often recalled during the sccond special session, disarmament measures cannot take
place in a political vacuun, In fact, it would be unduly cptimistic to expect
great progress in disarmament when armed aggression, intervention, occupation,
racism, colonialisn and economic exploitation still prevail in international
relations, MHorecover, one lesscn which can be drawn from the disappointing result
of the second special session is the need to examine ways and means of strengthening
international security while disarmarent measures are in progress. It seems to ry
delegation that it is essential for us to review our approach to this subject.

It is because détente between the great Powers is in a state of crisis that, for
example, the North-South dialogue isg today blocked. Similarly, given the frequency
of armed sggression and of wars by proxy in the third world, disarmanent negotiations
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nust inevitably suffer the negative repercussions of this situation. It is therefore
urgently necessary for the members of the international community, and particularly
the great Powers, to make greater efforts to strengthen the system of collective
gecurity envisaged in the Charter cf the United Naticns and actively to promote the
establishment of the New Internaticnal Econcmic Order.

In this connection, my delegation telieves that the approach of establishing a
link between disarmament, security and development should become part of the
disarmament negetiating process.

Senegal has always adopted this approach, and ever since it became independent~
has worked tirelessly to try tc help.improve the international climate so that peace,
security, co-operation and cccnomic progress for all peoples should become the rule.

Taking as its inspiration the vulues of cur tlack African civilization, such as
dialogue and tolerance; Senegal has jcined in the efforts of the international
cormunity to secure the peaceful settlemcnt of disputes, in particular by taking part
in several peace-keeping operations and by working with neighbouring countries to
promote a climate of confidence, rutual understanding and regional co-operation.

For we believe that the disarmament process would be greatly facilitated if,
simultaneously with the global negotiztions which taks place here, the States of a
particular subregion or region tried to overceome their differences in order to work
together for the sake of the ccencmic and social progress of their peoples. That is
why we have tried, through a subregional and regional approach, to contribute to the
relaxation of tension in the western part of Africa to which.we belong, and the
creation of an atmosphere of trust and peace conducive tc the consclidation of our
young States'! independence and their econcmic progress.

a regionel approach to arms limitation matters

Lt the same time, the adoption of
entially global character of lisarmament problems.
t

has not made us lose sight cof the essen
On the contrary, we arc convineed tha
vigour if we hope one day toc eliminat:

both approaches must be pursued with equal
the nuclear danger.

The reason why, in our evaluation of the results of the second special session,
we have emphasized the link betwcen disarmament, security and development, is that we
nope thereby to contribute to the adopticn of an approach which will make it possible
to give a new impetus to the disarmament negetiations and to reaffirm the inmportance
of the Final Document of the first special session devoted to disarmament. In our
view, the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament was
held at a truly unfavourable time, although the delegations Dreqent made huge efforts
to bring it tc a successful conclusion.

There is no doubt that the recrudescence of tensions between the Superpowers
prevented any real progress in this direction. Today, it is more important than
ever, after the failure of the Second Review ccnference of the Parties to the Treaty
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons in 1980, and after the second special
session devoted tc disarmament, to dispel the impression that the prlnvlpal nuclear
Powers have no intention of fulfllllng the commitments they undertook vis-a-vis the
international community to enter into serious negotiations on nuclear disarmament.
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For the degree to which existing arms limitation treaties and undertakings are
fulfilled will be decisive as regards the conclusion and signature of new agreements.
By carrying out their own obligations, the Superpowers would be in a better position
to persuade the other nuclear-weapon Powers to join in the disarmament process and to
prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons.

Thus, the sessicn of the Committee on Disarmament is taking place at a crucial
moment in the disarmament process. Now mere than ever, the great Powers must.
demonstrate their determination to fulfil the undertakings they gave at the
first special session and to co~- onerate acti vely in the conduct of the negotiations
ﬂnv1sagtd. ' ' )

The sphere in which the Suwerpowors can best show that what happened in New York
last July was purely accidental is that of nuclear disarmament.

For since the adoption of the Final Document nuclear arsenals have grown much
larger and the arms race hags continued unabated.

The arms race has resulted teday in 2 fantastic accumulation of weapons, with a
constant increase in their terrifying destructive power. This last aspect is by far
the most important. The gqualitative arms race pursued by the great Powers is the
real motive force of the arms race itself., - It is based on the use of technical
progress to manufacture ever more deadly weapons, as is stressed in the United Nations
report on the econcmic and social consequences of thé arms race, in the following -
words¢ '"The six main military spenders not cnly account for three fourths of world
military spending, but for practically all military rcsearch and development and for
practically all exportb of weapons and military equipment,  All significant
developments in armaments originatc here and spread from here tc the rest of the
world, with greater or lesser time lags.'"  Starting from a nucleus of a few great
rowers, the arms race is spreading to all regions and all natural environments.

Because it is inadequate for the requirements of our time, the arms race can
only have negative consequences. =~ On the ocnerhand, contrary to what is claimed, it
increases insecurity in the werld, thus constantly endangering international peace
and security, and, on the other hand, it causes an immense waste of resources at the
very time when mankind is faced with vital development problems.

Clearly, the existence of the thousands of nuclear warheads possessed by the
Soviet Union and the United States creatcs a permanent risk of nuclear war for the
world, the more so as these warheads have the explosive power of 1.3 million
ﬁleoohlma type bombs and can destroy the world several times over.

At the present time, this massive accumulation of weapons is the fragile basis
of the so-called "balance of terror" that has safeguarded the nucledr peace of the
postwar period. It is not difficult to show how precarious this peace nevertheless
is.  Purthermore, it is no secret to anyone that the thousands of missiles so
light-heartedly deplayed Yy the Superpowers could easily be subject to a technical
failure that could lecad to a nuclear war by accident. And that is no mere
speculation. hccording to the Stockholm Internaticnal Peace Research Institute
there have been 125 nuclear accidents in the last 30 years, that is, one evexry few
months. Thus, the fate cf mankind secms to be hanging by a very thin thread, at
the mercy of the slightest technical failure.
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Moreover, the balance of terror, which has, when all is said and done, so far
prevented the outbreak of armed conflict between the great Powers, is in the
process of being destabilized by the dynamics of the arms race and the appearance
of a new doctrine, that cf the partial cr limited use of nuclear weapons. The
restraint apparent up to now as regards the use of nuclear weapons was connected
with the certainty of mnutual destruction.

Nuclear wer was indead unthinkable so long as a potential aggressor knew for
certain that the adversary, even if he was struck first, could always strike back
and destroy the main industrial centres and cities of the aggressor State. But
that certainty is in the process of disappearing today because the latest advances
in the matter of the precision cf delivery vehicles gives them an accuracy of within
10 metres, thus making possitle the annihilation of the enemy's strike-back
capability by destroying the silos containing ballistic missiles. These prospects
thus make a vreventive nuclear war -- I will nct say likely, but certainly possible.
We do not want it, but the probahility eoxists. :

However, the accuracy of delivery vehicles is nct the only element contributing
to an increase in the probability of nuclear war. There is also, alas, the
emergence of new deoctrines regarding limited nuclear warfare. Thus, some news
reports indicate that one Superpcwer is seriously ccontemplatiing making preparations
for a protracted nuclear war. Certainly, if such reports turn ocut to be true,
this could drastically lowexr the threshcld fer the risk of the outbreak of nuclear
war. In additicn, a danger of nuclear war may also arise through the acquisition
of nuclear technology by isclated conlonialist, racis®t regimes.

For who can guarantee that the regime of Preteoria, which is endeavouring to
acquire nuclear weapons, will have any scruples about using them or- threatening to
use them one day? That regime's cbstinacy in maintaining its odious system of
apartheid in itself suggests that the possession of atomic weapons might encourage
it to try to freeze the situation in southern Africa. It is true that it would
merely be deceiving itself since no new weapvnecaxn stop the course of history.
However, the internaticnal community should be vigilant in this regard. If the
racists. of Pretoria were to be allcwed te possess atcomic weapons, the result would
be an unprecedented threat to the strategic heart of an entire region which in fact
only wants to ke a nuclear-weapon-free sone.

The African couniries voiced their anxiety in this respect at the first and
second special sessinns of the General Lssembly., Iri the Final Document of the
first special session, the General Assembly reaquasted the Security Council to take
effective steps to prevent South Africa from develeping or acquiring nuclear weapons.
We hope that the Security Council will wmake every effort necesssry to prevent that
dangerous possibility from ccoeurring, in particular by prohibiting any ccllaboration
in the nuclear fieid that would cnable South Africa to acquire the ultimate weapon,

It is these risks of nuclear conflict that I have menticned that make the
adoption of effective measures to prevent nuclear war so urgent. In this
connection, my delegation supports the Indian propeosal for the setting up of a
werking group on the prevention of ruclear war. In fact, several important
rroposals have been made rocently by the nuelcar-weapon States. My delegaticn has
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noted with interest the proposals of the Soviet Union and China on the non-first-use
of nuclear weapcns. Of course, such unilateral declarations are not enough to-
resolve the problem. W> hope, however, that these proposals will be studied
carefully by the cther nuclear-weapon Powers so as to permit the adoption of
specific recommendations on the limitation or prohibiticn of the use of nuclear

wearpons.

Undoubtedly, nuclear weapons are the gravest threat 4o the survival of mankind.
And yet, despite a decade of negotiations between the Superpowers, there has been no
real progress in the matter of arms reduction. It is vital, therefore, given the
growing risks of nuclear catastrophe, that negotiations should be started on the
cessation of the manufacturs of nuclear weapons and the preogressive reduction of.
stockpiles of such weapons. This is why my delegationssupperts the proposal of
the Group of 21 for the establishwent cf a working group on the cessation of the
nuclear arme race and nuclesr disarmament.

This is not to say that we do not appreciate at their true worth the negotiations
being carried on at Geneva by the Tnitad States and the Soviet Union. At the sanme
time, we believe that nuclear disarmament cannot be the exclusive province of the
miclear-weapon States. For in fact, a multilateral negotiating process in which
non-nuclear-weapon States participate will still be necessary, given the universality
of the nucleer peril which threatens the whole planet and the entire human race.

My country, as a signatory of the Treaty on the Son-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons, would also like %tc siress here that the nuclcar-weapon States have still
not provided adeguate assurances to fthe non-nuclear-weapon States which could be the
victims cf a ruclear throeot or attack. Security Council resclution 255 of

19 June 1968 is clearly unsatisfactory in that in it the permanent members of the
Council undertook nc obligeticns other than those already contained in the Charter,
nor did they provide for any special procedure. For we know that the effectiveness
of o security assurance is a function of its capacity to prevent aggfession rather
than tn remedy it. My cecuntry believes that the Committee on Disarmament should
continue to study the problem of security assurances to non-nuclear-weapon States

at a time when the risks of the proliferation of nuclear weapons are greater than
aver. In this connection, ny delegation has taken careful note of the declaration’
by France on the subject. This is a positive step towards the adoption of measures
providing adequate negstive assurances by all the nuclear-weapon Powers. '

However, the only effective assurance against the use of nuclear weapons is

their prohibition and destruction. In the meantime, effective steps must also be
taken tc halt-and reverse the ams race. In this regard, ny delegation believes

that the time has perhaps come to begin to implement paragraph 50 of the
Final Documant.

The conclusion of a comprehensive test ban treaty, which would end the
qualitative improvement and development of nuclear-weapon systems, has been under
consideration for nearly a quarter of a century.

The reasons for such delay defy all common sense when we know, on the one hand,
that the continuation of nuclear tests does not enhance the security of the
Superpowers, and on the other, that all the technical and scientific aspects of the
problem have beern so fully explored that only a political decision is now necessary
in order to achieve final agreement, as ilr. Ericsson said a few minutes ago.
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It is, moreover, Aifficult to understand now, 20 years after their undertaking
to ensure the discontinuance of all test explosions of nuclear weapons for all time,
the threoe depositaries of the vartial test-ban treaty are still in the negotiating
stage. After several years of trilateral discussions thesc Powers, despite their
undertakings, adjcurned their talks sine diz. Tt is greatly to the credit,
therefore, cf the other members of the Committee cnn Disarmament that they should
have proposed the setting up of an £¢ _ILcc Working Group whese limited mandate should
not impede the consideration, at the appropriate time, of matters such as the scepe
of "the treaty. Verificaticn is, of course, an imporiant matter but it should not
make us forget that the essence of the problem is primarily political.

Lg the report prepared in pursuence of Gencral Assembly decision 34/,22 states,
verification c¢f compliance with & complete vrohibition of nuclear tests no longer
seems to be an obstacle. It is necessary, therefore, in my delegation's opinion,
that the question of verificaticn, the importence of which is recognized, should not
be used as a pretext for failing to fulfil certain commitmentis solemnly undertaken
before the international community. The conclusien cof a comprehensive nuclear
test ban treaty has this kind of priority and it weould be politically dangerous to
delay it any longer.

o

]

Of course, it would have been desirable for all the nuclear-weapon States to

take part in the work cf the Working Group. The internaticnal commurity kncows
> 13

where the responsibility lies for the delay in the cen:clusicn of a comprehensive
tes an treaty. Je nope owaver, that as progress is made i 2 drafti
test b t i kit pe, h , that preg made in the drafting of
the treaty, all the nuclear-weapon States will find it possible to take part in the
work of the Working Group.

Another major problem on cur agenda for this sessien which has drawn our
articular attenticon is the follewing. It is the complotz and effective prohibition
i &) 33 X
of the development, production and stockpiling of all chemical weapons and their
s L & I
destruction which, according to paragraph 7% of the FPinal Document, is one of the
most urgent measures of disarmament.

It is, to this end, essential that the negotiations which have been going on
for so long should culminate in tangible resulis. My Adelegation has noted in this
connection that the Ad Ecc Working Group set up by *the Comittee has received new
proposals which have given new impetus to the negotiations. We hope that a
satisfactory solution will scon be feound to the problems relating to the inclusion
of a clause prohibiting the use of chemical weapons and verification of the
prohibition of use.

Undoubtedly, we cannot but be sensitive to the guestion of the prohibiticn of
the use of chemical weapons, for they have been used during the last two decades
against peoples struggling for their national liberation in Africa and Asia.

The draft convention should therefore be sufficiently wide in scope to take
account of the msin yrotlems raised by chemical weapons. '



CD/FV.181
43

(Mr. Sens, Scnegal)

In paragraph 80, the Final Document stetes thst in order to prevent an amms
race in outer space, further measures should be taken in accordance with the spirit
of the Treaty on Principles Governing the Activities of States in the Exploraticn
and Use of Outer Space, including the Moon a2nd cther Celestizl Bodies.

The risks of the militarization of outer smace have becoms greeter with the
appearance of anti-satellite systems. Given the important role that satellites
can play in international co-cperation in such fields as cormunications, meteorology
and navigation, it is essential for steps to be taken e prevent ocuter space from
becoming an area cf military confroentation. '

Here again, the lack of any results from the bilateral discussions between
the Soviet Union and the United States has left ths matter in the lap of the
Committee.

The proposal to set up a working group on cuter space seems tc us a sound one,
since such a group could help the Committes in its consideration of the question
of the negotiation of effective agreements %o prevent an arms race in outer space

I cannot end my statement without referring teo the uesticn of the cclossal
resources that are swallowed up in the amis race and the negative consequences of
this for develeopment, particularly that of the most needy countries

This question is not on the programme of work for the Committee's 1982 swwmer
session but it is undoubtedly on its agenda.

Indeed; the velume of the resources devoted to armaments presents a sorry
contrast to the amount spent to meet the world's urgent nceds.

A few figures will give a better illustration of this waste. In 1982 world
military expenditures, according to the SIPRI Yearbook, totalled $600-€650 billion.
This figure is equal to three~qguarters of the aggregqtb income of all the poorest
peoples of the earth.

Since the end of the Second World War, the arms race has absorbed more than
$6,000 billion, the equivalent of the aggregate gross national product of the
entire world in 1975. These fabulous financial resources are being swallowed up
in a vain quest for security at a time when 570 million people are suffering from
malnutrition, 2.8 billion people have no safe drinking water and 1 billion human
beings are. without proper medical care. The absurdity and the tragedy of the
wastage caused by the arms race is all the more avident when we remember that the
World Health Organization spent $&3 million over a period of 10 years to eradicate
smallpox from the world. That sum, according to the United Naticns report on the
economic and social consequences of the amms race, would not be encugh to buy a
single gtrategic bomber.
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Taking our analysis further, we note that the wastage of resources is not
confined to financial resources. A considerable proportion of skilled manpower is
diverted into largely unproductive activities. Military research absorbs about
40 per cent of research and development funds throughout the world and employs some
400,000 engineers and scientific and technical specialists. Nor is the environment
spared: new military techniques, svch as saturation bombing and incendiary and
chemical weapons, when they have been used, have done irreparable damage to the
ecology. Moreover, the arms sector is responsible for an exorbitant share of the
consumption of non-renewable resources. A single example will illustrate my
thesist world consumption of liquid hydrocarbons for military purposes is about
T00-750 million barrels a year, ox twice the annual consumption of the whole of
Africa. This wastage is largely accounted for by a fairly small number of
countries. In 1977, the military expenditures of the NATO and Warsaw Treaty
countries represented 71 per cent of world expenditures, while those of the
Third World were 14 per cent. Although it is true that the military expenditures
of the latter group are unfortunately tending to rise, thus diverting precious
resources from economic development, the expenditures of the NATO and Warsaw Treaty
countries have nevertheless not declined.

The effects of the arms race on international trade, development assistance
and the transfer of technology are still more negative. In fact, the strategic
considerations underlying the thinking of the military Powers lead to resirictions
and discriminations in intermational trade. Thus raw materials, advanced
technologies and goods of prime importance are called strategic products and
ipso facto subject to restrictions. Such practices are obviously incompatible
with the establishment of a New International Economic Order based on freedom of
access for all countries without discrimination to capital, raw materials and
technology markets.

Another field in which the negative effects of the arms race are felt is
that of development. The development assistance of the military powers has been
hampered by strategic and political considerations and so has been inadequate.
The amount of money devoted to development assistance is only one fourteenth of
world military expenditure and has remained static for years. The target of
0.7 per cent of GNP laid down in the Development Strategy is far from having been
attained. Yet a contribution of a mere H per cent of their military expenditures
would have meant a rise in the development assistance of the market-economy
countries from its present level of 0.32 per cent to the target figure of
0.7 per cent.

These considerations have been presented in detail in the United Nations
report on disarmament and development. The report shows, inter alia, that the
continuation of the arms race can lead only to a cycle of confrontation, to



(D/PV.181
45

declining prospects for mutually advantageous co-cperation and to a contraction

~t the development possibilities of all nations. Cn the cther hand, policies

aimed at promcting developitent would expand the basis of détente and would place
m,

the North-South dialogue in a more promising and mere apprepriate framework. The
benefits would thus inevitably be both pelitical and sconomic.

In conclusion I sheuld 1ike to say s few words about increasing the
effectiveness 2f the Commitice on Dissrmament. We believe that the Cormittes in
its present form is more democratic than the ocns that existed befors 19783. '
Nevertheless, the fundamenial question remains the same. Lre the Superpowers
ready to allow all countiries, large ~r small, to participate in the disarmament
negotiations in accordance with paragraph 26 ~f {the Final Dooument?  4s long as
they do not change their attituds en this point, the struggle for democratization
must go on. The Committec on Disarmament will only be able to play its proper
role 1f the principle of the democratization of the disarmament process is recognise

L

and applied by all. Since disarmament is a political process, it rust ‘e approached

from the pcolitical angle, and we must not yisld Yo the temptation to believe that
if we place the primary emphasis on questions of a technical nature, we shall
succeed in solving the fundamental political preoblams that exist.

_ We consider that it is on the basis eof the right claimed by the non-nuclear—
weapon States to express their views on the disarmament negetiations, az the -
representatives of Sweden and India have already argued, that the question of
anlarging the Committee should be considered, taking into account the real points
on which the Committee's effectiveness is tlocked,

In conformity with paragrsph 120 o he Final Document, General Assembly
resolution %6/97 J and paragraphs 2 of the Cencluding Document of the
second special session of the General Assembly, *he propesals for a limited

’

We therefore hope that the Commitice will te atle to make an appropriate
recommendation in this connecvtion, taking into eccount, of course, the principle
of a fair geographical distributicn.

In the past, the participation of menmbers cf the non-aligned movement in the
disarmament negotiations has made possible the emergence of a new spirit, a
softening of the attitude of confrontation inherent in the tloc systemn, and above
all it has inspired continued devoticn to the causc of disarmament.  This _
moderating influence of the non-aligned and neutral countries should continue %o be
exerted through their increased participation in thce disarsenment negotiations.

The vision of a worid freed from war has haunted mankind from earliest times
and goes back to the dawn of ecreation. Today, this vision is the goal of our
debates and activities in this Cormittee, where we seck, through negotiation and
dialogue, to find a way of assuaging present confrontaiions in order to ensure the
future survival of the human race. My . country, for its part, undertakes to
mobilize all its inventive capacities in zn affort to make o small contribution to
this joint endeavour, which is the essential condition for the survival of mankind
and his continued presence in the futurs beth on carth and in the universe, amid
the prodigious discoveries of science and technology which have been achieved over
the ceuturies through the geniug of pan and have enriched the cultural and universal
heritage of the human race.
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The CHAIRMAN: I thank the diéQinguished representative of Senegal for his
statement, and for the kind words that he addressed to the Chair. S

That concludes my list of speakers for today. Does any other delegation wish
to take the floor?

Mr. WEGENER (Federal Republic of ‘Germany): Mr. Chairman, I have a small
technical matter to raise, putting a question through you to the secretariat. My
query relates to documents CD/314 and CD/315 which were distributed today,

13 narrowly typed pages. As is readily visible and as was explained to us by the
speaker introducing these documents, they are verbatim extracts from the extensive
speech of that same delegation at the second special session. Now it struck me

that we all have these texts before us; we all have them on file; they are at

our fingertips if we want to read them. And the question has also struck what
advantage is being sought by distributing them again, as I am told there are close

to 1,000 copies in various languages. I am asking the question because we are in

a period of particular budgetary stringency of the United Nations and the delegation
which has circulated these papers is most adamant in insisting on the zero growth

of our budget. It is not, of course, the slightest intention of mine to contest

the right of any delegation to circulate the papers it wishes to circulate, but I would
like to have personal clarification from the secretariat, & small calculation, of the
eventual cost if all 40 delegations here were to redistribute our speeches at the
second special session here in the Committee. In order to show that I do not

want to make any controversial matter out of'this, I would be perfectly happy if

the reply is given privately to my delegation.

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the distinguished representative of the Federal Republic
of Germany and I would encourage the secretariat to take up the last suggestion.
I now give the floor to the distinguished representative of Peru.

Mr. CANNOCK (Peru) (translated from Spanish): Mr. Chairman, as this is the
first occasion on which I am formally particinating in the work of the Committee on
Disarmament, allow me first of all to say what a pleasure it is for the delegation
of Peru to see you, the distinguished representative of a country to which my
country feels very close, guiding our work during the month of August. I have
learned that during the part of this summer session that has already gone by, my
colleagues have been able to appreciate the competent and constructive way in which
you have been presiding over the Committee's work, and that you have been seen
as a meost worthy successor to Ambassador Okawa, whose merits are well known to
the Peruvian delegation.

I should like first, in my statement, Mr.- Chairman, to express my gratitude to
you for your kind words of welcome, which were echoed by many of my new colleagtes,
whom I would also like to thank. I was already aware that the Committee on Disarmament
was an unusual forum within the family of international bodies, and I am glad to
have been able to begin to appreciate that for myself today, feeling as I do the
climate of personal cordiality in which it carries out its work. I have not the
slightest doubt that such an atmosphere is the most favourable framework possible
for a group of persons trying to find formulas for reconc111ng a serles of
diverging interests.
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For my part, I have every intention of carrying out my functions as head of
the Peruvian delegation to this Committee in a way which is in keeping both with
the high intellectual level of its members and with the competence of my predecessor,
Ambassador Felipe Valdivieso, on whose behalf I uish to express thanks for the kind
words of members of the Committee upon his recent cdeparture. I shall endeavour to
ensure that Peru's contribution to the cause of general and complete disarmament
continues to be one both of action and of principle, in accordance with a tradition
of its foreign policy which is based on defence of the law and censure of arrogancc.

On the other hand, I am aware that the Committee is passing through a difficult
period, in which its very identity has been called into question, both within the
Committec itself and outside it. The glaring lack of positive results from the
second special session of the Gencral Assembly devoted to disarmament has only
helped to foster such questioning, and a situation sc>ms to be emerging in which
not only do we not know exactly what we are but also we do not know what we wish
to be. ’

What is really at stake behind thesc uncertainties is the negotiating capacity
of the Committee, which we all recognize as the ''single multilateral disarmament
negotiating forum", but which duringz thesc four long years has not managed to bring
a single topic of negotiation to a successful conclusion, and has not even been
able to start negotiations on the issues with the highest priority that are within
its purview.

It is not surprising, although it is disturbing, that there continue to be
obstacles to the setting up of working groups on priority, important topics; nor
is it surprising that there are other items which are included in our agenda but
have not ceven been introduced into the discussion, such as "disarmament and
development® or "conventional disarmament”. In this context, it is likewise not
very surprising that three of the working groups set up by the Committec have decided
not to work during the present session, or that today negotiations worthy of the
name are under way on only one issuc.

In these circumstances, my country's participation in thc Committee will be
directed primarily towards defending the Committec's negotiating pover, in other
words its cssence, and to actively promoting conditions which will make it possible
for effective negotiations to be held on major issues within the Committee.

We are happy to know that our efforts will take place in this atmosphere of
personal warmth to which I have referred, which distinzuishes the Conmittee's
work and offers, I believe, thc most favourable background for encouraging future
negotiations.

The CHAIRMAMN: I thank Ambassador Cannock for his statement and for the kind
reimarks he addressed to the Chair.

Beforce I adjourn the plenary mceting, may I rccall that the Committee will hold
an informal mceting in five minutes' time to continue its consideration of proposals
submitted under items 2 and 7 of the agenda.

The next plenary meeting of the Committcce on Disarmament will be held on
Thursday, 26 August, at 10.30 a.nm.

The plcnary meeting stands adjourncd.

The meeting rose at 4.55 p.a.
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The CHAIRMAN: I declare open the 182nd plenary meeting of the Committec on
Disarmament,

The Committee continues today its consideration of item 1 of its agenda,
"Nuclear test ban". However, members wishing to make statements on any other
subject relevant to the work of the Committee may do so.

At the outset, may I recall that at our last plenary meeting the delegate of
Japan submitted document CD/319 concerning a reguest addressed to the Secretary-General
of the World Meteorological Organization in connection with the utilization of the
Global Telecommunications System. As I announced on that occasion I have requested
the secretariat to circulate, for the Committee's consideration and decision, a
draft communication to the Secretary-General of WMO in connection with that matter.
That draft is contained in Working Paper No. 73. We will take up the working paper
at our next plenary meeting together with the report of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific
Experts.

I have on my list of speakers for‘today the representatives of Czechoslovakia,
Sweden, Belgium, China, the Federal Republic of Germany, the United States of America
and Ireland. '

I now give the floor to the first speaker on my list, the distinguished
representative of Czechoslovakia, His BExcellency Ambassador Vejvoda.

Mr. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia): Mr. Chairmen, first of all allow me to express
my regrets that we are losing another colleague, Ambassador Vrhunec of Yugoslavia,
a good and old personal friend of mine and delegate of a socialist country that
Czechoslovakia has very good relations with. We say goodbye with regret and wish
Ambassador Vrhunec all the best in his future activities.

Ttem 1 of our agenda, on a nuclear test ban, is indeed a question of the
highest priority, being in the focus of attention not only of this main intérnational
body for multilateral disarmament negotiations but also of the whole international
community. Its importance has been emphasized by numerous United Nations
General Assembly resolutions including such an important international document
- as the Pinal Document of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted
to disarmament, the validity of which has been reaffirmed by the General Assembly
at its second special session.

The so-called Moscow Treaty of 1963, banning nuclear weapon tests in the
atmosphere, in outer space and under water, which became a useful instrument in
curbing nuclear weapon developments as well as a necessary step aimed at the protection
of the environment, does not encompass underground nuclear-weapon testing. Moreover,
two nuclear—weapon Powers until now have not found it necessary to join this Treaty.
Tt is therefore quite understandable why the peoples of the world and the majority
of States have been for many years striving to reach an unconditional prohibition
of all nuclear-weapon tests. It is hardly necessary to explain in this forum that
the conclusion of a treaty prohibiting nuclear-weapon tests would represent an
important step towards curbing the arms race, create a barrier to further improvements
of nuclear weapons and reduce the danger of nuclear war. Its conclusion would also
strengthen the principles of the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons by not giving
States aiming at acquiring nuclear weapons the possibility of carrying out nuclear
explosions, which represent an indispensable stage in their production.
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Czechoslovakia pays special attention to the cessation of nuclear weapon tests.,
Its representatives already in 1958 took part in the first conference of experts at
which the feasibility of detecting violations of a possible ban on nuclear explosions
was discussed. Already then the experts came to the conclusion that it is possible
to create a practical and effective system in this regard,

Both in the Committee on Disarmament and in its preceding bodies we have fully
supported all proposals aimed at the early elaboration and adoption of a treaty
prohibiting nuclear-weapon tests for all time in 21l spheres and with the participation
of all States, including, of course, all nuclear-weapon States. We have always added
our veoice to that of those who have called for the initiation of business-like
negotiations in this respect and for the creation of a working group on this subject.

We welcome the fact that the A4 Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban has
started its deliberations. However, it is the considered view of our delegation
that the mandate of the Group is not wide enough. And we note that this view is
widely shared in this room. 3e believe thet it would not be wise to unduly’ restrict
our discussions and to focus only on some particular aspects of the given problem.
An approach to the mandate of the Working Group whéreby other vitally important
aspects than those of verification and compliance would be completely ignored could
become a serious obstacle to ocur work., It seeme rather obvious that verification
and compliance cannot be discussed in isolation from other related aspects, in
particular the scope of the prohibition, Our approach to the activity of the
Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban is based on the assumption that anything
the Group will deal with must contribute to the early elaboraticn of a draft
agreement on a nuclear test van. It would be highly useful if the Committee on
Disarmament could adopt measures which would emsure the elaboration of such an
agreement in all its aspects

Cur opinion as to the orientation of the Ad Hoc Working Group's activities
under its existing mandate is expressed in the document of the group of socialist
countries introduced on 16 dugust of this year by the delegation of the German
Democratic Republic. We consider that the seven "t ms proposed, nanmelys

National technical means of verification;

International exchange of seismic data;

Committee of experts;

- Procedures for consultation;

On—-site inspection;

Procedures for complaints, and

Possible relevance of arrangements between two or more parties,

create a logical and ccmplete structure which could serve as the basis for .
effective and fruitful negotiations.
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For several years the Ad Hoc Working Group of Scientific Experts has been
“dealing with technical aspects of international co-operative measures to detect
and identify seismic events. Our experts have been taking part in the work of
this Group from the very beginning. The experts have done a lot of useful work
for the effective solution of the problem of the identification of seismic events
by national means. The detailed reports in documents CCD/558 of 1978 and
CD/43 of 1979, containing instructions for the exchange of seismic data, testify
to the fact that there are no basic, insurmounteble difficulties for the elaboration
of a realistic system, based on existing possibilities of scismological practice,

Permit me in this conncction to make a few remarks on the relation of a
possible test ban to the technical assurance of verification. We all agree that
seismological detection and identification would be an effective instrument of the
verification system of a future nuclear test ban., However, from the purely technical
point of view it is quite clear that 100 per cent reliability of detection is not
attainable. Hence, all debates about the so-called threshold of detection and
efforts to define it with maximum precision might be interesting but at the same
- time they do not serve the purpose, One cannot avoid taking into account that
seismological methods do not represent the only way of verification and that )
verification and compliance will be ensured through a set of various procedures.

We also proceed from the understanding that the verification of a nuclear test ban
should be carried out by national technical means. An international exchange of
seismic data should also be ensured in such a way that each member State would

have access to seismic data, while the identification of events would be undertaken
by member States through their owm national means. International data centres will
have to be built in order to ensure the smooth, reliable and prompt exchange of
seismic events data. The functions of these data centres are now under detailed
discussion.

The results achieved so far by the Group of Experts demonstrate that the system
of international exchange of seismic data obtained through national means has
reached a high level of reliability with some of its aspects being tested on the
basis of 'international experiments. These results also support the opinion that
each verification system must be in accordance with the technical capabilities of
all States parties to the future treaty with the equal rights and obligations of
all ensured. We consider this a very important aspect if we are to create a
realistic and effective system, And let it also be noted that even where some
technical problems persist, it is always possible to overcome them provided that
all parties concerned exert good will and readiness to find an acceptable solution.

Present developments lead unequivocally to the conclusion that the technical
aspects of verification must be subject to an overall concept of the future
agreement in all its aspects. We cannot decide on verification before we know
what the scope of the agrecment will be, without knowing whether it will be unlimited
in duration or whether all States, especially nuclear-weapon States, will participate
in it. The needs of verification and compliance can only be derived from a thorough
consideration of the future agreement in all its aspects. Even if we wish to abide
strictly by the present mandate of the Ad Hoc Working Group it is hardly possible
to discuss verification and compliance with any seriousness in isolation from
other basic provisions of the future ban.
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Two years ago, after we studied the tripartite report to the Cormmittee on
Disarmament (document CD/130) we were able to note the progress achicved at the
tripartite negotiations between the USSR, the United States and the United Kingdom
on & nuclear test han. We were also able to take into account with satisfaction
that the tripartite negotiators were "determined to exert their best efforts and
necessary will and persistence to bring the negotiations to an early and succeessful
conclusion" (paragraph 25 of the tripartite report).

Recently, however, wc have witnessed =z dangerous shift in the United States
approach to this priocrity guestion. It dzeply concerns us, since vwhat is at stake
is either the continuation of the nuclsar arms race or its effective curbing, the
strengthening of international peace or its furthsr undermining. The decision of
the Unites States President Reagen not to resume thce trilatersl negotiations, the
refusal to ratify the agreements on the limitation of underground nuclear-weapon
tests and on peaceful underground cxplosions signed in 1974 and 1976 respcctively,
efforts by the United States to continue an extensive programme of nuclear-weapon
tests exceeding the agreed limit of 150 kilctons ond other ccncrete measurses
contrary to the demends of the peoples of the world for the prevention of ths danger
of nuclear war can hardly assure anybody that the United States is considering
seriously the possibility of the cenclusion »f @ nuclear test-ban ftreaty, be it
now or later.

It is thus not very encouraging tc nete that cut of all the nuclear-weapon
States there is just one expressing the political will and readiness to take part
actively in the elabeoration of a nucloer test ban hoth within the maltilateral
negotiationg in the Committee on Disarmemcent and by resuming the trilateral
negotiations. ‘e regret that the United States and the United Kingdcocm are prepared
to tackle only verification and ccmpliance asnecta., %We also deenm it highly
regrettable that two nuclear-weapon States, China anl Francc, do not find it
necessary to take part in the activities of the Ad Hoc Working Group, the creation
of which had been sought.by the majority of moember States for quite scme time.
Whatever their own assessment of the present situation, all States ropresented
in this body should exert maximmum =fforts tc contribute to the adoption of measures
aimed at curbing the arms race, espeeislly in the nuclear field, ‘e can therefore
fully agree with Ambassador ven Dongom of the Netherlands whe stated on 17 lugust
that "danger of nuclear weapons is such that we have difficulty in accepting the
thesis that for some Stetes further tgstang te enhance their nuclour capability
remaing necessary before a halt can be considered",

In conclusion I would like to express the conviction that the
Cormittee on Disarmament with 211 five naclear—weapon States represented in it can
undoubtedly play an important role in solving the problens with respect to the
prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests. However, the political will of all States,
and primarily of the nuclear-weapon Stetes, tL telte an active part in this
exercise is an 1nd1qwewodllc prerequisite for success.

Mr, HYDPENIUS (Sweden): Mr. Chairman, T am today going to make o statement
on the question of a nuclear test ban in @y capac 1ty as acting head of the Swedish
delegation,
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the time being, however, it offers the only possibility within reach for at
least initiating a negotiating process. A determined effort should be made to
examine substantially the aspects of verification of and compliance with a
nuclear test ban, as outlined in the nandate of the Ad Hoc Working CGroup. It is
our hope that it will prove possible to cover some ground in the Group in
preparation for real negotiations on a nuclear test ban,

In his intervention in plenary on 12 August, after having accepted the
chairmanship of the Ad Hoc ‘orking Group, Ambassador Lidgard said, among other
things, the following: "I want to emphasize that we have accepted this task on
the specific condition that the two major nuclear-weapon powers will co-operate
in earnest to achieve what can be achieved within our mandate"., I hardly need
to underline further the importance of this asswaption. It is only with the
active co~operation of all participants, and in particular the leading nuclear-weapon
Powers, that it will be possible to make progress in the Working Group.

Some countries have repeatedly claimed that the lack of adequate verification
methods is the main obstacle to a comprehensive test-ban treaty. This is the time
and place to start resolving these important verification issues in a multilateral
context. My delegation therefore expects that all countries are now willing to
undertake sincere discussions of these matters.,

I should now like to dwell upon some important asvects of the questions
regarding verification of compliance with a rnuclear test ban, which in the
view of my delegation should be dealt with under the mandate of the Ad Hoc
working Group.

One of the matters of verification teo which my country attaches great
importance is the question of an international verification system, It is the
right and duty of all parties to participate in the verification of a nuclear
test-ban treaty. Countries might, however, owing to their geographical locations,
available technical means and cther circumstances, have quite different technical
possibilities to monitor a treaty by national means alone. '

The purpose of an international verification system is to even out such
differences and to assist all parties in the nonitoring of a treaty. By providing
easy and rapid access to compiled and pre—analysed data and to recordings obtained
on a global basis, an international verification systen gives all parties
essentially the same possibilities of monitoring a treaty. To fulfil these
general requirements an international verification system must have a capability
of providing information, data and recordings sufficient as a basis for verifying
the treaty. Ain international verification systen should, therefore, be an
advanced and modern system having technical equipment and capabilities which
are not inferior to those available to individual countries. The international
verification system must also have a capacity to provide information and data in
a form which is useful to all parties.
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Most global verification systems are likely to produce such a largs amount of
basic data that, for most countries, the handling and analysis of all such basic data
would be an anreasonuul) heavy and expensive task. There are, furthoer, rolisical or
technical reasong why these basic and standardized analyses — nzces: LY cass ——
should not be carried out at international data centres (IDCs). & Fow s1ch centres
will be needed in order to give 21l countriss o fair chence to monitor a nuclear

test ban. The analyses at IDCg, therafore, have to take advantage of the most recent
technical and scientific develepments and be based on all data produced and made
"“11u>1e within the international verificetion system. Any limitation of the data
be used at IDCs would considerably reduce the efficiency of the international
verification system, For those countries vhich are dependent on the:services of -
IDCg such diserimination withiz the ivtermstiocsal verification systenm would hardly.
be acceptable. :

On several occasions the Swedish Government has stated its readiness to establish,
sperate and finance on internaticnal data centre in Sweden., As part of the national
research work in Sweden on test-ban erlflcatlon, an experimental data centre has been
established with the ainm of further developing methods and procedures to be used at
IDCs. Detailed presentation of the results of this work has besen given to the Ad Hoc
Group of Scientific Experts.

.

Co-operative soismic neasures be part of an international verification system
have been considered in depth by the nd Hoc Croup of Scientific Experts. In the view
of the Swedish delegation, the work of the oxpert group will provide a good basis for

the design of the seilsmological part of an international verification systom, It is,
nowever, nmogst important that recent scientific and technological developments and

results be taken fully into account in 211 the components of the global system, A
further modernization of the global seismolegical systen is thus an important task
for the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts within its present ndate.

Last zpring Sweden raisad the ouestion .of wvhether an international verification
system should include also a network for the global detection of airborne
radicactivity, supplementary to belumlloglcal neans, to look for clandestine nucleaxr
explosions in the lover atmosphere ”D/’57). Such explosions, which are prohibited
under the partial test-ban treaty of 1963, have so far been monitored by national
technical neans alone.

Sampling atnospheric radicactivity is the obvious method for detecting nuclear
explosions in the atnospherce, and it is also o method which should very much benefit
from international co-cperation, as it is difficult for any nation to establish by
itgelf a network with sufficient, global coverage. The Swedish delegation, therefore,
feels that the possibilitics of estoblishing a g¢lobal network for the detcction of
airborne radioactivity, similar to that for seismological detection, should be
exploreds Such @ network would give all partics essentially the same capability of
detecting radicactivity in the atmosphere from nuclear explosions.

Other technical mecans can provide additional valuable information for test-ban
nmonitoring, for example, recordings 31 low-frequency sound and gravitational waves in
the atmosphere, electromagnetis measurements similar to those conducted to record
strokes of lightning, and hydroacoustic measurcients of soundwaves in the deep occans,.
Such hydroacoustic recordings might alsc impreve the capability to monitor underground
axplogions in oceanic areas where fow seismological stotions exist.
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The introduction of verification measures in addition to the generally recognized
seismological means should not be looked upon as an attempt to prolong the verification
discussion or to make the verification issues more difficult to resolve. The purpose
is merely to explore potential benefits from all technical means of verification and
to make such means, if deemed useful, available to all parties to a future test-ban
treaty and not only to a limited number of well-equipped countries.

Finally, I would like to briefly touch upon some institutional aspects of
verification and compliance.

In the implementation of a treaty, a number of political and technical issues
will arise, and it is, therefore, important to have a mechanism that can handle such
issues at appropriate levels of authority and competence. In addition to arrangements
for bilateral and multilateral consultations between parties, two committees with a
common secretariat should, in the Swedish view, be established.

One of the committees would be a technical committee entrusted with the task of
overseeing the operation of the international verification system and of solving any
technical problem that might arise in the operation of that system. It should also
follow the scientific and technical developments within fields of relevance to the
international verification system. Further, it should be entrusted to propose the
technical modernization of that system. Another task would be to provide a forum
for technical discussions of observed events, about which countries might seek further
clarification. The Committee could also be responsible for the technical conduct of
on-gite inspections.

The other committee, to be entitled the consultative committee, would be a
political body entrusted with the task of overseeing the operation of the treaty
as a whole. That committee would be a forum for political discussions of issues
related to the implementation of the treaty, including its verification. It would
in this respect, inter alia, receive requests for and results of on-site inspections,
It would also supervise the work of the technical committee. The consultative
committee could also plan and prepare for necessary review conferences.

In conclusion, I wish to emphasize again that the Swedish Government will
continue to make every effort in the Committee on Disarmament, its Ad Hoc
Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban and in the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts
to contribute to progress toward a comprehensive test-ban treaty. Sweden hopes
that all countries, and especially the nuclear-weapon States, are now prepared
to fulfil their responsibilities and international obligations in this regard.
Time is 2 crucial factor. Therefore, a serious and concrete treatment of this
important matter must not be further delayed, even if we, so far at least, have
to operate under a less than satisfactory mandate.
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It also has the advantage of not diverting oar attention to the discussion of
matters that the Committee is not in & position to settle for the time being., I am
thinking in particular of the subject of peaceful nuclear explosions.

Such an approach would mean setting out at once to determine the requirements
for the verification of a total absence of nuclear explosicns. This verification
is essential since clandestine tests could give the country carrying them out an
unacceptable military advantage. ‘

I should like here to make a perenthetic comment vhich my colleagucse will not
find in the text of my statement that has been distributed. I wish to express my
regret at the delay in the adoption of the Working Group's programme of wvork. It
is a pity that all delegations could not have evinced, on a matter which ought,
after all, to hove been regarded as secondary, sufficient flexibility to have made
it possible to embark on the substance of the discussions sooner. At least threc
meetings of the Working Group have ween wasted, vhereas adoption of the document
prepared by the Swedish Chairman would in no wey prejudice national positions on
the various subjects under discussion, and I should like to make an appeal for
negotiations, consultations, to be carried out rapidly today so that tomorrow, vhen
the Working Group meets in the afterncon, we shall not sgain be obliged to waste
time on a discussion which I myself consider entirely secondary. We ought as soon
as possible to get down to the essence of the subject, that is, to discussing the
points proposed by the Swedish delegation.

My delegation also considers that we should basc our work on a political and
legal approach rather than go into pseudo-technicolities which would not help us
at all and would give rise to pointless discussions, for example on the acceptlable
level of verification. Experience has shown that; in this crea, the level of
verification becomes established at some intermediary position after negotiations
but not before them.

The Group of Scientific Experts on the detection and identification cf seismic
events clearly provides the necessary technical supvort for our work. Relations
between this expert group and the Working Group ought to be cloge but flexible,
without any need for onc group to be subordinate to the other. The participation
of the Chairman of the Group of Ixperts in the discussiounsof the Working Group —--

a participation which we all welcome —— should be enough to ensurc the co-ordinaticn
of the two bodies' activities.

As I have already said, verification requirements for o complete ban are naturally
more stringent than those for a partial ban.

The Secretary—-General's report to which I have already referred states, that,
in the case of a comprehensive ban, "it may not be possible to obtain, through the
parties! own means alone, assurance that the prchibition ig being obscrved. Provision
for verification by both national and international means must therefore be made",

Verification by national technical means might possibly, in a given case, satisfy
the nation which possesses them, But that is rather an optimistic hypothesis, as we
know. Furthermore, States which did not possess such national means would then be
reduced to resorting to the judgement of a third party. Lastly, the use of these
national means is hardly compatible with detailed international co-ordination, since
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each State would have the sovereigm, right to moke such usc of thoem as it saw

fit. Generally speaking, therefore, we can confine ourselves, in an intsrnational
convention, to agrecing that the parties may use national mecans and mutually
undertake not to interfere with the usc of such mesns. Provisions relating

to access L. third States to information collected by national means could

also be the subject of possible agrecments. But no provisions of thiz kind

can ever renlace an international system of verification. Such a system at
present appearcs essentizl. Tor, assuming thet there is a complete ban on

tests, it will no longer be possible to substitute underground maclear
explosions for cxplosions in other enviromments, as vas the case alter the
adoption of the 1963 Trcaty. The letter did not in fact provide for any
international system of verification, mainly beccusc of the hish cost of
concealment and the rigk of the detection of clandestine explosions in the
atmospherc, in outer space and under woter. But & complete ben on explosions
will have to be verified, and precise measures of intermational verificatvion,’
including the possibility of on-site inspection, will be essential ot zll stages,
both for routine checking end for the determination of the facts in cases of
doubt or suspicision.

‘Obviously, seismological verification will be one of the ey elements in
a global system for verifying corpliance with a bon on underground tests.  In
this connection, we¢ attach the greatest importance to the cotivities of the
Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Ixports, of which Belgium has been o member from
the outset. One of our first concerns, vhen Belgium became a umember of the
Committec on Discrmmment in 1979, was to strengthen the links between the
Committee and the Group of Experts. This resulted in the informel meeting of
the Committee on 18 July 1980 with the perticination of the members of the
Group of Experts.

As regards the weork of the Groun of BExperts, it seems to me essential
that the value of international data exchanges should be verified fuxther
by experiment, Ve therefore hope that it will at last be possible to corry
out a global data trensmission experiment, with the widest possible participation
by States..

The forthcoming Congress of the World lMeieorologiczl Organizetion ought
also to provide an owportunity for clarifying the role whici: that organization —-
and particulerly its globel telecommuncations system — could play in the matter
of an international date exchange. The document submitted by the Japanese
delegation that was recently circulated contzins useful suggestions in this
connection and we helieve that the Committee should take a decision on them
as soon as possible.
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The distribution of the seismclosical stations which would varticipate
in the data exchange network is another matter to which wz should contiuvue
to give the utmost attention. Here, tco, we hove noted broad cgreement in
favour of the widcst possible QOﬂTﬁpnlcal representation, bearing in mind
in particular the insufficiency of selzsmologicael stations in the southern
hemisphere, but also the nolitical advantages of assoclating o lorge number
of States with an international VCTlflbgtlJn system. Wo real L,@, howevar,
that the attainment of this objective vill pose considerable problems oo
regards access by States to the requisite tech oWOQy, particularly in respect
of the automatic extraction of ssismic naran -

The status of the exchonge of waveform —- or level 2 — dabe, alsc needs
to be clarified,

action of such data
make it easier to identify the localion, depth and megnitude of seismic avents
and thus melke these data os necessary os the level 1 dota, thot is the basic
parameters of detected seismic signals, ought we not tc contempiete the routine
transmission of level ¢ deota rother then their ftransmission merely Yon request"?

Since the new techniques now aveileble for the cxtr
a,

We ought likevwise to give thought to the "internationsl" status of the
Y L &
national seismoleogical stations particinating ir the network as well as that
i
of the internotional dato cenires.

Document LD/O mitted by fustrolia could form = useful basis for
consideration in tnlu oonnLctLon.

But it is pessible that seismological verification ig not sufficient to
meet the needs of internmationsl verification. This is something vhich we-
should try to determine.

Ought we, for example, to provide for zdditicnal methods of verification,
guch as surveillance of atmogspheric radicactivity?

Is such surveillance capable of iden+ifying with certainty radicactive
emissions in the atmospliere resulting from underground explosions?

Would this method be effective in the event of the miniaturization of
explosions?
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un of doubts such as thoge = rroundL;é bnc lnxlaent of 22 oeptember 1979 off

the coast of Scuth Africe

Cur attempts to questionsg of the kind I

have just mentioned nlications for o review of the
mendate of the Group of Bxperts as well as for the exmnansion of its’ membership,
if the uge of other s of acte i dition to the seismic methed

5 .

is deened to be neccssary.

Further nethods could alse be contemnlated, if they would make verification
more credible w1uaout, however 1 the »rovigions of on international
agreement necdlessly ]

For example, the difficulty of dietinguishing between small nuclear
explosions znd lerge chemical expliosions could wnerhaps be overcome through
o process of prior notification and verification of the latter.

On-site inspection iz encther essentiszl aspect of interncticnal verification.
Political attitudes in this regsrd seem to have evolved in recen®t years. The
Protocol to the 1976 Soviet-AmericmTreety on Undergrouni Nuclear Explosions
for Peaceful Purposes marked an important - development in that respect.

Other indicaticons of thisz dovelopment have rccently been given to us in
other fields, in voerticular in respect of chemical weapons and the verification

e
cf the civilian part of the maclecr fuel cycle

On-site inspection ol uld form part both of routine control procedures and

of the procedurecs for the dcterminction of the facts in cases of doubt or
suspicion. ' -
Here ageir we shell hove o specify these nroccedures in detail while paying

cr\'f}

heed to wielt appears 1 ov and ugeful principle in respect of verification,
thot of the minimum necessary <o rSrasiveness,

In concluding this stotencnt, I should Like %o cxprass the hope that we
shall not waste the opportunity coted for ourselves in cstablishing
the Working Group on ¢ fucle: v

Our first tesk should be to identify the problems, Uow that I have mentioned
& number of thom here, 1t ore meny and complex. We shall

hien hoave to suggect solubtions, and zubsequently to try tc harmonize them.

toe will be able to contribute

it is in this way, I bolieve v
¢ of 2 nuclecy test ban.

begt to the sottainment of
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Mr,TIAN JIN (China) (translated from Chinese): Mr. Chairman, today, I wish
to make a few observations on the question of the cessation of the nuclear arms
race and nuclear disarmament, which is of universal concern.

But first of all, in the name of the Chinese delegation, I would like to
extend our warm welcome to our new colleague, Ambassador Cannock of Peru. I would
also like to take this opportunity to express our gratitude to our colleagues who
have left us or are going to leave us for their contributions to the work of this
Committee, and to wish them much success in their future duties. I refer to
Ambassador Venkateswaran of India, Ambassador Salah-Bey of Algeria and
Ambasgador Vrhunec of Yugoslavia.

In recent years, the intensification of the nuclear arms racde between the
Superpowers and the acceleration of their preparations for a nuclear war have
placed the people of the world in the dark shadow of a grave nuclear threat.
People urgently demand that the nuclear disarmament issuec be dealt with on a priority
basis and effective measures taken to prevent nuclear war. The large-scale, mass
anti-nuclear campaigns that have taken place in some regions of the world reflect
the strong desire of the people of all countries to safeguard peace and security and
their strong opposition to nuclear war. Regrettably, the second special session of
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, which attracted world-wide attention,
failed to meet public expectations. But even so, a number of reasonable proposals
and recommendations on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and on nuclear
disarmament put forward by many countries during the special session deserve our
attention and further consideration. -

Innumerable facts have demonstrated that the nuclear arms race, nuclear
monopoly and the threat of nuclear war have all emanated from the rivalry for
hegemony by the two Superpowers. At the second special session, some non-aligned
countries proposed that the two major nuclear Powers, the USSR and the United States
of America, should proclaim the immediate cessation of the testing, manufacture and
deployment of nuclear weapons and their delivery vehicles. This proposal,
pinpointing the characteristic of the present state of nuclear armaments and
underscoring the special responsibility the two countries with the largest nuclear
arsenals should assume in nuclear disarmament, rightly demands that they immediately
halt their nuclear arms race. It deserves serious consideration. In order to
lessen the danger of nuclear war, the USSR and the United States should not only
cease the testing, manufacture and deployment of nuclear weapons but also
substantially reduce their nuclear arsenals. The Chinese delegation has specifically
proposed, in this regard, a reduction of 50 per cent on all categories of nuclear
weapons by the USSR and the United States. Since both already possess such gigantic
nuclear arsenals, such a reduction will not in the least impair their security.
After they have taken action to narrow the enormous gap between them and other
nuclear-weapon States, all nuclear-weapon States should then cease their testing,
development and manufacture of nuclear weapons, and reduce and ultimately completely
destroy them.

Some countries propose that the use of nuclear weapons should be prohibited
pending nuclear disarmament. We endorse this proposal. We hold that if all
nuclear-weapon States undertake an obligation not o use nuclear weapons, the danger
of the outbreak of a nuclear war can be reduced to some extent. However, we should
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not ignore the fact that, with the nuclear armaments cf the Superpowers already

at the dangerous level of overkill capacity, a mere prohibition of tg§& "Gbviously
cannot eliminate the nuclear threat. . Especially at a time when the Superpowers

are still stepping up nuclear arms expansion and continuously updating and deploying
new types of nuclear weapons, how can .the smell and medium-sized countries feel
secure and free from apprechension? '

In view of the above-mentioned reasons, we hold that prohibition of the use of
nuclear weapons should be linked with their reduction and destruction. Moreover,
at the same time as nuclear diszrmament is being carried out, sufficient attention
should also be given to conventional disarmement. Only this can truly contribute
to world peace znd the seccurity of States and to the reduction of the threat of war
facing mankind.

On the question of the cessation of nuclear tests, we are of the view that this
is one aspect of the over-all question of nuclear disarmament. The cessation of
nuclear tests will contribute to slowing down the nuclear arms race. But only
when it is carried out in conjunction with other nuclear disarmament measures can
it help to reduce the threat of nuclear war. The two Superpowers have already
conducted more than 1,000 nuclear tests of various kinds and possess a great number
of nuclear weapons of high accuracy. They ought, in response to the demands of
the people of the world, immediately‘td cease all nuclear tests and the nuclear arms
race and to conduct negotiations on a genuine and drastic reduction of nuclear
weapons so as to achieve nuclear disarmament at an early date. If they were really
to act in this way, the other nuclear-weapon States would be willing to cease the
testing and production of nuclear weapons and o reduce them, In addition, this
would also help to dissuade those States with potential nuclear capability from
developing nuclear weapons. However, reality runs counter to the wishes of the
‘people. One Superpower has openly declared that in order to recover its lost
superiority, it cannot stop nuclear testing at the present stage. The other
Superpower, while paying lip service to nuclear disarmament and the complete
prohibition of nuclear tests, ig in fact intensifying its nuclear tests. In 1979,
it set a record by conducting 29 nuclear tests within one year. This figure exceeds
the total number of nuclear ftests conducted by the other nuclear-weapon States
combined in that year. Its nuclear tests in 1980 and 1981 also outnumbered those
of other nuclear-weapon States. How can one believe that this Superpower is really
sincere about the cessation of the nuclear arms race and about nuclear disarmament?

China's limited nuclear capacity is a self-defence measure necessitated by the
existence of grave external threats. As a developing socialist country, China
needs to accelerate its economic development, and does not wish to use its resources
on nuclear weapons. However, confronted by the Superpower military threat, we
cannot but meintein the necessary defence capability while engaging in constructlon
efforts. The head of the Chinese delegation to the second special session on
disarmament reiterated. once again that at no time and under no circumstances w111
China be the first to use nuclear weapons and that China undertakes unconditionally
not to use nuclear weapons against any non-nuclear-weapon State. This testifies
fully to the fact that{ China's very limited nuclear capacity serves the sole purpose
of self defence against foreign aggression. China is also prepared to undertake
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the obligation of nuclear disarmament. Once the two States with the largest
arsenals take the lead in ceasing the testing, improvement and manufacture of .
nuclear weapons and reduce their nuclear weapons by 50 per cent, China will
undertake the commitment to cease the development and manufacture -of nuclear
weapons and will Jein them in the reduction and eventual total destruction of
nuclear weapons. The Chinese people, like the people of cother countries, hope
that this day will come at an early date.

Mr. WEGENER (Federal Rspublic of Germany): Mr. Chairman, I beg your indulgence
if my intervention touches upon several items and does nct concentrate sclely on
today's main subject. By contrast, it will be brief.

It is preoccupying for my delegaticn that the Werking Group on a Nuclear Test
Ban is still trying to agree on its work programme, and that the prospects for
consensus formulations are net as good as we would wish. For ocur part, we welcome
the new text of a work programmn: which has been informally discussed in verious
groups, on the basis of consuliations and contributions by ssveral delegations.
In our view it is 1mperetive that an agresment cn this text ke achieved by 27 Lugust,
in order to allow at least s minimum amcunt of time for en initial reading of the
various topics to te dleWSSPi. If an agresment is not achicved we should clearly
establish the responsibility of those wro, for ulterior motives as we must then
presume, withhold their consent. 411l delegations know that the mandate of the
NTB Group is limited. To many, this is an wnsatisfactory stete of affairs. But
however delegations foel, the only consiructive way of shewing the alleged deficiency
of the mandate would seem to be teo couplete the present work assigmaent as quickly
as possible., Once it ie completed, requests for a future broader mandate would
certainly bocome mors Lorsuasivoe.

£t 1ts plenary meceting of 24 august, the Committee he@ an cceasion o discuss
the progress report of the £4 Hoo Group of Scicntific Bxpe . The rerort, and
the supplementery informaticn so readily provided by its compctent Chairman,
Dr. Ericsscn, have done much to show the Comunittee = tho Group stands in its
work, My delegstion, as cthers, particularly indehted to smbassador Okawa

for

his probing and incisive questions as o whers the Group should direct its further
endeavours. I would like to Joirn many othor de mtions who refuse to see the work

as a purcly academic sxsreise, deilegation would
encourage the experis to terminr their rext progress report as early in 1983 as
they can, prefera®vl: by springti at the vresent juncture, the seismic experts
have accunmulated 2 wealth of writien meterial, They are lacking on the experimental
side. LSpGClalL” in view of tho werk the NIB VWerking Group is now smbarking upon,
this Comnittee should give sericus theouzht in anlarging the mandate of the ad Hee
Greuo of Scientifis Exverts and sring it mere yreciso. Such an amplified
mandate should, in our visw, contain such assignuzents as the folleowings

of the Group o on fore

AlL aspects of an :rnational : it sxchangze gystem should be
investige ted « xrcrfmontally with the aid of wvory available scientific and technical
method ;

Within a time~franc to be o

: . / . .
asutomatic and/er interactive
extraction of all Leval 1 pavamct 5

st pericd of at loagt
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The transmission of this complete set of parameters via the GTS/WMO system on
the basis of an official recognition ¢f the Group of Bxperts bty wWhO;

. e 2w ~ \. .

Examination, by practical sts, »f the possivility of the transmission of
Level 2 data over WO lines as well as other dz2te channelss the elaboration cf
standard formats for this purpose;

The develcpment and experimsntal verification of aualvtical procedures in
data centres, using modern svaluation methods, and leading to 2 comparison of
results of Level 1 and Level 2 date respectively. ‘

I would like to stress thet a more experimental crientation of the work of
the experts would provide results which would be pariticularly valuable for those
countries which are. nct seismclogically ecquipped themselves and which cculd use
the exchange system as a basis for their own verification sfforts in the field of
nuclear testing. In any event, my dﬁlpgation feels that both the werk of the
Group of Experts during this year and our debate in plenary on 24 August have
demonstrated the necessity of building into he nandate the assumption that all
participating countries are politically and technically prepared to apply the
most recent insights of scizsnce and technelogy, and maks the fullest conceivatle
use of them. ’

Turning now to the field of chemical wsapons, I would like to voice the
satisfaction of ny delegation over the mode of work which the Ad Hoc Vorking Group
in that field has adopted. The present nagotizting method of launching a number
of small, spirited groups without a precise mandate has furned cut to be quite
succegsful. This is an experiment in multilateral negotiation from which we may
wish to draw cur lesscns for othsr endeavours as well. We should commend
Chairman Sujka for nav1ng'1ntrdducei this flexible negotiation scenaric; for the

first time, cur chemical weapons negotiztors hove gone beyond the mere juxtaposition
of the pesitions of individual country perspectives.  They have now started to
evaluate the difference betwesn their views and te apgree, increasingly, on common
positions.

comnented upon a particularly
the new lLanguage on
by the Sovizt delegaticn and

Barlier during this sessi
important feature of +ho curr
international verification cf

reintroduced here. Yo have Fi¢3d to move the asgotiation aleng congtructively
vy asking the Soviet dclszgrtion some questions on aspects which we thought would
need further clarification. Thzse oussticns were put forward in document
eD/Cd/CRP.E3. il list of ocuestionn even nlearer, and to
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legetion, we joined forces a few days later
ate cur small questionnaire and ito structure
Lrbassader Issraelyan for having supplied

ing »f questions in his statement on
cuite nsbviocusly impossible to have replies

”LfO’“l ¢ how complex
sy delegation in the Soviet Union's views,
ion continues to hope for a full fermal
riate tine. The Sevict Unicn has besn
the urgency of ar sarly conclusicn of a

it ﬁnnpar” that the clarificaticns in the

this subject matter is.
Sor

&

international verification reaim which my de seeks would be impertant for
rapid. progress in ocur negotiation, we can ceon assume that carly repliss

to our questionnaire would help to advance ¢f our ncgotiations. I
would also like to renind the Aistinguished gc‘vmt dele?ate that my delegation
was immediataly ready to supply answers to similar questions in the -rerification
field which were Airected to us alfber the sirculation of working paper CD/2€5.

I nmyself addr9350d these sticng in
and ny delegation took opportunity
additional asgpects in direct contact
reciprocity would certainly be welcom
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Mr. FIELDS (United 3tates of America): b#ir. Chairman, I associate my delegation
with the words spoken by yourseli znd other colleagucs noting with some respret but
great appreciation the work of our two decparting colleasues wno have left sinca my
last intervention, the distinguished Ambassador of Yugoslavia, Dr. bHarco Vrhunec
and Ambassador Anisse Salah-Bev of Algeria. Ue wisnh both of these colleapues
God speed and success in theiir nav endeavours. Likewise, I wisih to associate ny
delegation with the wany kind words of walcome extendad to our new Peruvian
colleapue, Ambassador Peter Cannock and we look forwaird to a pleasant, long and
fruitful association; wue are delighted to have colleasues from our hemisphere
participate with us, and we leok Torward to that.

AY our plznary moating last Tuesdey, this Committee was provided uwith
two sxamples of statements that, unfortunately, conbribute to hindering, rather than
auvancing, the vitally iwportant uvoprk of the Committse. Rhetoric designed to mask
rather than to illuminate the real issues we Taze does not serve any helpful purpose.
T do not believe that statcuents such as these, which atteupt - throush selective
quotation from free statouents wmade by free men in a free press =-- to lay blame where
blame clearly does not lis, advance the true cause of a more peaceful world,

The two statements to wnich I am referiing vwere made hy the representatives of
the Soviet Union and ldexico. The Soviet statement was one to wiich a1l delecations
can attribute certain motives. The second can only be understoed as an attempt at
creating a narrow, and biased, view of history in order to shou, or attempt to show,

hat the position of @my Governient on the guestion of a nuclear test ban is somenow
unfaithful to the true national sescurity interests of the United States.

I should like briefly to respond. For any United States administration, the
most fundamental issues it must acddress -~- both for the American people and for
tne entire world -- are issues involving nuclear weapons. So long as threats to the
security of thz Unitad States and itz allies exist, in particular nuclear threats,
the United States has no choice but to rely upon &z stratesy of deterrence. This
strategy which holds that our stratesic arscenal must be adequate to deter any
deliberate attack on the United States or our allies, has been endorsed by every
Unit=2d States President since President Eisennower. It is inconceivable that the
United States would take unilateral steps to weaken that deterrent. But at the same
time, the United States will pursue in good faith throush negotiations effective
weasures to reduce those threats, and ultimately to eliminate them. It is clearly
in our interest to uo so. :

Qur distinguished colleague, Amvascador Garcia Robles, treated us to a highly
selective history lesson. Thrze quotations from distinguished Americans, speaking
as private citizens scie 10 years aso, uere used to illustrate his view of history.
The distinguished representative of the Soviet Union, fmbassador lssraelyan, has
sousht to use the =aue tactic by citing contenporary reports from the press.

A quick scarch throuzh the lenzthy and readily available public record in the
United States would yield quotations from equally distinsuishzd Americans who held,
or hold, other vicus,

I will not undertake counterquotes, as our time is too valuable to be used in
such idle pursuits. ioreover, such an exercise would niss the point. It would
ooscure the realistic perapectivs wvhich cuides the actions of my Government. Let me
say a few words about this perspective. 1In June 1946, the United States, then the
sole nation possessing nuclear weapons, »oldly took the initiative by offerinz
to place these weapons under United iMaticns control. Fir. Bernard Daruch, in
proposing tne plan which bore his nawme, said poignantliy, ""e are here to ma'te a
choics between tha quick and the dead®. The Baruch plan was endorsed by a majority of
the United Hations, but effectively blocked by a member Nation which was a short
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time later to launch the nuclear arms race. The acquisition by the Soviet Union of
nuclear weapons and its behaviour led to the establishment of the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization, a regional collective defence body permitted under the terms of
the United Nations Charter. This perspective embodiz2s many patient efforts that have
becn made over the past quarter of a century by the United States to control nuclear
weapons. = These include: the limited test-ban Treaty of 1963, the outer space Treaty,
the non-proliferation Treaty, the sea-bed Convention, and the strategic arus
limitation agreements with the Soviet Union. This perspective embodies also the
extensive efforts made by my Government to make available throughout the world the
benefits of the peaceful uses of nuclear energy, and its support for the establishment
of the International Atomic Energy Agency with its essential system of international
safeguards. OQur pcrspectlve has another side as well, and that is the record of
behaviour of the Soviet Union. \le recall the Berlin lhll and the Cuban missile
crisis. Our perspective is coloured by Soviet acquisition of enormous quantities of
nuclear and conventional weaponry in the 1970s at a time when the United States was
exercising restraint during the so-called period of détente. We are also cognizant of
the Soviet development of an anti-satellite weapon, and their consistent pattern of
adventurism and aggression, most recently by their brutal invasion of Afghanistan.

Given this perspective, what position would any reasonable person expect the
United States to take? Are we to react by disarming unilaterally? DBy putting our
faith in the goodwill of the Soviet Union and throwing caution to the winds? Wo
responsible American official could ever contemplate such actions.

But mutual reductions in the levels of armaments =-- both nuclear and
conventional -~ are clearly in the interest of the United States. Thesc reductions -
can free economic resources for better purposes in the world. Our economic
systems -- given the opportunity -- can create great benefits for the world at large.
The requirement to sustain a contest uith the Soviet Union in the military arena is
most certa;nly not a welcome one. Bullets do not feed children or build hospitals.

Let there be no question about the commitment of my Government to nuclear arms
control and nuclear arms reductions. HNo delegation in this chamber can be oblivious
to the fact ‘that two vitally important negotiations between the United States and tha
Soviet Union are under way to achieve these ends. Let there be no question about the
comm1tnent of my Government to. the achievement of a complete and verifiable ban on
chemical weapons. Let there be no question about the willingness of the Unlted States
to pursue the mutual and balanced force reduction nesotiations under way in Vienna.
And let there be no question about the commitment of my country to its international
obligations, under agreements to which it is a party, in particular the
non=proliferation Treaty. In the light of the strategic arms reduction talks and the
negotiations on intermediate-range nuclear forces -~ efforts for which the
United States took the initiative -~ I fail to see howany Government could argue that
my Government somehow considers Article VI of the non-proliferation Treaty to be a
dead letter, as-some delegations have asserted here durin~ our 1932 session. Uith
regard to the issue of a nucléar test ban, we have consistently declared it as a long-
rance objective but one which must be considered in the broad range of nuclear arms
control measures, and the over-all security interests of the United States. ily
delegation is prepared to participate actively in the work of the NTB lorking Group,
and T join our colleagues who have spoken this morning in urging early agreement on
a programme of work for that body.

It is reprettable that souwe delegations seem to approach the work of this
Committee as a game - as political theatre where the objective is to make debating
points and ewmbarrass those who take opposite positions. My delegation certainly does
not share that view. VUhether popular or unpopular, this 1elexatlon will continue to
take positions which are based on serious national intercsts and a realistic view of
the world in which we live.



CD/PV.182
26

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of the United States of America for
his statement. :

In accordance with the decision taken by the Committee at its 176th plenary
meeting, I now give the floor to the distinguished representative of Ireland,
His Excellency Ambassador Hayes, to whom I extend a warm welcome in the Committee.

Mr. HAYES (Ireland): Thank you Mr. Chairman, and thank you in particular -for
your kind words of welcome,

Let me begin my remarks by congratulating you on your assumption of the
chairmanship of this Committee. Ve would wish to associate ourselves with the
many -- and well-merited -- compliments that have been paid both to you and to your
distinguished predecessor from tne floor of this Committee.

It is a great honour for me to participate as observer in the Committee on
Disarmament during its consideration of item 1 of the Committee's agenda which is
before today's plenary meeting. As you, Mr. Chairman and the other members of
the Committee are aware, Ireland is a candidate for membership of this body. If
our candidature is successful, as we hope it will be, we are convinced that the
particular question of a comprehensive test ban will be one of the most important
questions we will have to address as a member of the Committee.

All who have followed this particular guestion are aware of the importance which
the Irish Government attaches to a comprehensive test ban in the context of the
international community's efforts to achieve nuclear disarmament. Year after year
we have expressed our views at the General Assembly and have joined with other
States in co-sponsoring resolutions on this question.

Looking about us we see that while efforts are made to negotiate disarmament
measures in the nuclear area, all too often those efforts are unable to kecep pace with
the advance of technology and they thus fail to slow down the nuclear arms race. A
comprehensive test ban could fulfil a vital function. It would help to curtail the
qualitative competition among the nuclear-weapon Powers by limiting technological
advance in nuclear weapons. Wnile the partial test-ban Treaty of 1963 and the
more recent threshold ban Treaty were important psychologically, they have not been
very effective in limiting the improvement of nuclear weapons. Ue are convinced
that something much more is needed. There is no alternative to the negotiation
of a comprehensive test ban of the kind to which the parties to the partial test ban
of 1963 committeed themselves on that occasion.

Successive Irish Governments have emphasized the need for action to prevent
the spread of nuclear weapons. In 1959, the then Minister for Foreign Affairs
of Ireland tabled a resolution on this question in the United Hations. In the
years that followed, we persistently pursued our initiative, gradually obtaining
increased support until the non-proliferation Treaty was finally concluded in 1957.
We feel that that Treaty has made a valuable contribution to the efforts of the
international community to limit the spread of nuclear weapons. The acceptance
by the nuclear-weapon Powers of a complete ban on all nuclear tests would be
a magnificent boost to international efforts to maintain and strengthen the
non-proliferation Treaty. Ireland and others which sunport the Treaty argue that it
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should be universally accepted and call on the States in a position to acquire
nuclear weapons to refrain from doing so in the interests of all. Agreement now

by the existing nuclear-weapon Powers to end testing would show that they, too, are
willing to accept restraints and would give great encouragement to those of us who
want to see a non-proliferation Treaty firmly established and accepted by all. In
the words of the Palme Commission, a comprehensive test ban "would enhance the
acceptability and credibility of the non-proliferation Treaty".

In view of the great importance which the Irish Government attaches to agreement
on a comprehensive test ban, it is for us a matter of great regret that the-
prospects for reaching agreement have not improved in recent months. The trilateral
talks to which we attach sreat importance have not resuaed and recent reports are
somewhat pessimistic regarding the prospects for an early resumption. However,
we are confident that the last word has not bcen heard on this and we, for our part,
continue to hope for .an early resumption. It is our view that concreéte discussion
between the nuclear-weapon States principally involved is essentlal if the efforts
of the Committee on Disarmament are to be crowned with success.

Those outside the Committee on Disarmament have watched your efforts within the
Committee in recent years to come to grips with this most important question,
including your efforts to agree on the establishment of a working group. We are,
of course, aware that you did decide in April of this year to establish an Ad Hoc
Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban and that you agreed on the mandate which would
be given to that Group. I must confess immediately that the mandate which was
agreed on would not have been the one which we would have suggested. I would add
that in our view the discussion should involve all the nuclear-weapon States.

I would recall that on 29 February 1972 the then Secretary-General of the
United Nations, speaking to the CCD, the predecessor of this Committee, regarding
a comprehensive test ban, stated: I believe that all the technical and scientific
aspects of the problem have been so fully explored that only a political decision
is now necessary in order to achieve final agreement.” The problem of verification
has, of course, been closely linked over the years with discussion of a comprechensive
test ban. However, it seems to my delzgatior that what the Secretary-General said
in 1972 is certainly true today. The quest for an infallible verification method may
prove to be a very long one, but the margin of error in verification is being
constantly reduced by scientific developments in detection and identification. Ue
must be prepared to seek a balanced solution.. That, of course, is what the
Secrecvary-General meant in 1972 when he expressed the view that only a political
decision was now necessary in order to achieve final agreement.

From what I have said it will be clear why‘my'delegation has had some initial
reservations regarding the mandate of the new Ad Hoc Working Group. However, this
does not mean that our attitude to it is a negative one. The establishment of the
Ad Hoc Working Group allows the Committee to start work on this most important
subject. We are alsc encouraged by our experience of the Ad Hoe Working Group on
Chemical Weapons which originally had what we misght describe as a sdmewhat limited
mandate. In spite of that limited mandate it has been able, as we know, to do
extremely useful work. We would hope that in the light of that experience the
Ad Hoc Working Group which has now been established to deal with the subject of a
comprehensive test ban will be able to carry out similarly useful work.
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The CHAIRMAN: T tﬁank the representative of Ireland for his statement and for
the kind words that he has addressed to the Chair.

That concludes my list of speakers for today. Does any other delegation wish
to take the floor? ' -

Mrs. GONZALEZ (Mexico) (translated from Spanish): Mr. Chairman, I have asked
for the floor in order to reserve my delegation's right to exercise its right of
reply to the statement made by the distinguished representative of the
United States of fmerica when my delegation has examined in detail the content of
that statement,

The CHAIRMAN: The secretariat has circulated, at my request, an informal paper
containing the time-table for mectings of the Committee and its subsidiary bodies
for the coming week. As usual, the time-table is indicative and subject to change,
if necessary. If there is no objection, I will take it that the Committee adopts
the informal paper.

It was so decided.

The CHAIRMAN: Before I adjourn the plenary meeting, may I recall that at our
nert plenary meeting, on Tuesday, I will put nefore the Committee for adoption
the schedule of work contained in paragraph 10 of the report of the Ad Hoc Group
of Scientific Experts to Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect
and Jdentify Seismic Events, as contained in document CD/318, as well as the
draft communication in VWorking Paper No. 73.

May I also recall that the Committee will hold this afternoon at 3 p.m. an
informal meeting to consider the remaining proposals submitted under items 2 and 7
of the agenda, as well as the qaestlon of the 1noroved and effective functioning
of the Committee on Disarmament.

The next plenary meeting of the Commlttee on Disarmament will be held on
Tuesday, 31 August, at 10. 30 a.m,

The plenary meeting. stands adjourned..

The meeting rose at 12.35 p.m.




DOCUMENT IDENTIQUE A L’ORIGINAL

DOCUMENT IDENTICAL TO THE ORIGINAL



