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The СНД1ПМАМ; I declare open the 177th plenary meetin.-r of the Committee on.. 
Disarmament. 

The Committee s t a r t s today i t s consideration of item 4 of i t s a<?3nda, 
"Chemical weapons". 

I have on my l i s t of speakers f o r today the representatives of Pakistan, the 
United States of America, Romania, Poland, Belgium and Indonesia. 

I now oive the f l o o r to the f i r s t speaker on my l i s t , the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
representative of Pakistan, His Excellency Ambassador Ahmad, 

Mr. AHMAD (Pakistan): Mr. Chairman, ws are very pleased to see you, the 
representative of a great and f r i e n d l y A f r i c a n country, assume the chairmanship of 
the Committee on Disarmament at t h i s c r u c i a l juncture of i t s viork. Your vast 
diplomatic experience and s k i l l assure us that .ve s h a l l achieve optimum r e s u l t s i n 
our proceedinüis during the current month. 

iiay I also express out deep appreciation to Ambassador Okavja of Japan vjho, 
during the c l o s i n g stages of our spring session, brought i n t o play h i s acknowledged 
competence and coinprehension to ensure that the Committee made a meaningful 
c o n t r i b u t i o n to the second s p e c i a l session of the United ilations General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament. I would a l s o l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to welcome 
Ambassador Datcu of Romania i n our midst. He brings with him considerable 
experience i n the f i e l d of s e c u r i t y and disarmament, experience Ггот which we 
s h a l l a l l g r e a t l y b e n e f i t . At the same time, i t i s a sad duty to b i d f a r e w e l l to 
Ambassador Yu Рэ1чеп of China and Ambassador V a l d i v i e s o of Peru who have both made 
important c o n t r i b u t i o n s to the vrork of t h i s Committee. 

The 1%\2 session of the Committee i s resuming i n the aftermath of the f a i l u r e 
of the General Asseitibly's second F.pecial session on disarmament to achieve agreement 
on any of the important issues i t considered. The i r o n y , and indeed hypocricy, 
involved i n some of the b l i t h e "conclusions" adopted a t the end of the session w i l l 
not pass unnoticed. I t i s important that i n t h i s Comraittee we do not p a r t i c i p a t e 
i n deluding ourselves about the g r a v i t y of the setbaclc to the hones and a s p i r a t i o n s 
reposed by so many peoples and nations i n the s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . 

The SDecial session d i d serve to focus p u b l i c a t t e n t i o n on the threat posed 
by the arms race. :̂Io one who witnessed the massive oublie r a l l y i n Hew York on 
12 June can bs i n any doubt that disarmament i s an a s p i r a t i o n which w i l l , sooner 
r=îther than l a t e r , become i r r e s i s t i b l e . We s i n c e r e l y hope that the '..'orld Disarmament 
Campaign, launched at the s p e c i a l session, w i l l contribute to arousing u n i v e r s a l 
p u b l i c support f o r disarmament. 

I t i s obvious that the f a i l u r e of the s p e c i a l session must be placed i n the 
perspective of the p e r s i s t e n t d e t e r i o r a t i o n i n the i n t e r n a t i o n a l Jsituation durinri; the 
past four years. This was acknowledged i n the conclusions approved by the s p e c i a l 
session. In t h i s context, i t i s p a r t i c u l a r l y relevant to remember the c a l l by 
i i r . S. Rostow, the head of the United States Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, i n 
hi s address to t h i s Committee on 9 February t h i s year, that "we move promptly and 
e f f e c t i v e l y to restore A r t i c l e 2 (4)" —- i . e . the o b l i g a t i o n not to use or threaten 
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to use force i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s — "as part of the l i v i n g lav; of i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
p o l i t i c s " . Today, i n a d d i t i o n to the f e s t s r i n s c r i s e s e x i s t i n g at that time, ws are 
a l s o confronted by the b r u t a l I s r a e l i invasion of Lebanon and the misery which t h i s 
has brought to m i l l i o n s of innocent people. Thousands o f Arabs and P a l e s t i n i a n raen, 
vjomen and c h i l d r e n have bean massacred and hundreds of thousands have been uprooted 
from t h e i r homes. The slaughter continues i n f u l l view of a world whose conscience 
appears to have been numbed by decades of Z i o n i s t propaganda and the sheer audacity of 
the aggression. As the President of Pakistan noted i n a l e t t e r addressed to the 
Heads of State of the f i v e permanent members of the S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l , "the future of 
our c i v i l i z a t i o n depends on b'hether vie are capable of being s t i r r e d by such an a p p a l l i n g 
spectacle". 

The obvious lesson of vjhat has happened i n the past few years to Lebanon, to 
Afghanistan and to Kampuchea, i s that the lack of a c r e d i b l e c a p a b i l i t y f o r s e l f -
defence i s a mortal s i n f o r the small and viaak nations of the world. • Yet' we must a l l 
recognize t h a t , i n the nuclear era, i f the l o g i c of s e c u r i t y through m i l i t a r y 
strength i s espoused by the more than 150 nations, i t v / i l l u l t i m a t e l y lead to d i s a s t e r . 
Let us hope that sooner, rather than l a t e r —- and I quote the words of the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of India — "the i l l u s i o n of p o l i t i c a l and m i l i t a r y 
pre-eminence which i s associated with the accumulation of armaments" w i l l be discarded 
i n favour of- s e c u r i t y through disarmament. The majority of non-aligned countries have 
demonstrated, most r e c e n t l y at the s p e c i a l session, t h e i r desire to ensure t h e i r 
s e c u r i t y through a genuine and balanced process of disarmament. I t i s no accident 
that i t i s these States v/hich are the most disturbed at the f a i l u r e of the second 
s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . 

The Pakistan delegation considers i t p a r t i c u l a r l y r e g r e t t a b l e that the s p e c i a l 
session was unable to adopt a comprehensive programme of disarmament. This was to be 
the,centrepiece of the s e s s i o n . Negotiations on the CPD broke down on the'question 
of nuclear disarmament and, more s p e c i f i c a l l y , over the issue of a nuclear test-ban 
t r e a t y . I t i s no secret that during the negotiations the non=>aligned countries 
demonstrated extraordinary f l e x i b i l i t y which vjas, unfortunately, not matched by the 
p o s i t i o n s of c e r t a i n other groups. I say t h i s not by v/ay of r e c r i m i n a t i o n but merely 
i n order to set out the conditions i n which negotiations on the CPD can be resumed. 
Before the VJorking Group begins consideration of the CPD, perhaps e a r l y next year, we 
must have,an i n d i c a t i o n from c e r t a i n major poviers that they aré prepared to respond 
p o s i t i v e l y to tne numerous and reasonable compromise proposals submitted during the 
s p e c i a l session on the c e n t r a l elements of the CPD. 

My delegation intends to p a r t i c i p a t e e n e r g e t i c a l l y i n the negotiations i n the 
Ad hoc Working Group on a nuclear t e s t ban. The experience of the s p e c i a l session and 
subsequent developmonts have, however, r a i s e d strong doubts i n our mind about the 
prospects f o r t h i s endeavour. The d i s s o c i a t i o n of one of the nuclear powers from the 
proceedings of t h i s l l o r k i n g Group can hardly r a i s e expectations that we are moving 
c l o s e r to a nuclear t e s t ban. IJe also f i n d i t d i f f i c u l t to square the consensus f o r 
c r e a t i o n of t h i s n e g o t i a t i n g foruia vrith the recent statement reportedly made on behalf 
of one of the major nuclear powers that "we're going to need t e s t i n g , perhaps even 
t e s t i n g above the 150 k i l o t o n l e v e l , f o r a long time to come." Hor do we wish to see 
the exercise u t i l i z e d f o r the purpose of c l a r i f y i n g b i l a t e r a l v e r i f i c a t i o n problems 
a r i s i n g i n the context of i n t e r n a t i o n a l agreements to vjhich v;e are not a party and 
about lihose o b j e c t i v e s we e n t e r t a i n serious doubts. 
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The Ad Hoc VJorking Group has been askeci t o define, through substantive 
oxaraination, tho issues r e l a t i n g to the v e r i f i c a t i o n of a t e s t ban-treaty. In our 
viav7, the f i r s t issue r e l a t i n g to v e r i f i c a t i o n i s the scope of the t e s t ban. In 
other v.'ords, i s i t our i n t e n t i o n to p r o h i b i t " a l l nuclear t e s t s i n a l l environments 
for a l l time" as stated' i n relevant General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n s — or do vie seek 
a p r o h i b i t i o n of only nuclear weapons t e s t i n g ? The. v e r i f i c a t i o n requirements of 
e i t h e r a l t e r n a t i v e w i l l be s u b s t a n t i a l l y d i f f e r e n t . I f \-;е choose the l a t t s r 
a l t e r n a t i v o , as the t r i l a t e r a l negotiators apparantly d i d , what arrangements are to be 
envisagad f o r "peaceful nuclear explosions" and t h e i r v e r i f i c a t i o n ? Ue would also be 
i n t e r e s t e d to know v;hat v a r i f i c a t i o n and compliance measures can be envisaged to 
a r r e s t tha continued q u a l i t a t i v e iniprovement of nuclear v/eapons through laboratory 
t e s t s or simulation techniques that have reportedly been developed by some of the 
nuclear-vjeapon States. Some other relevant issues are a l s o enumerated i n the l i s t o f 
questions addressed by the Group of 21 to the t r i l a t e r a l negotiators l a s t year i n 
document CD/181. 

The reticence of some of the nuclear-vieapon States regarding the nuclear t e s t -
ban t r e a t y a l s o i m p l i e s a s h i f t i n t h e i r p o s i t i o n regarding the ultimate e l i m i n a t i o n 
of nuclear weapons. I f these v/eapons are to be progressively reduced and u l t i m a t e l y 
eliminated, as envisaged i n paragraph 50 of the F i n a l Document, they do not need to 
be tested "for a long time to come". I f indeed v;e are c o r r e c t i n t h i s evaluation, i f 
indeed nuclear deterrence and the possession of nuclear arganals i s foreseen f o r the 
i n d e f i n i t e f u t u r e , i t w i l l have profound consequences f o r the pursuit of 
disarmament. I t i s unreasonable to b s l i e v o that f o r the forasesable f u t u r e , the non-
nuclear-v;eapon States w i l l agree to the e;:isting and s i g n i f i c a n t asymmetry i n the 
d i s t r i b u t i o n of world power dsnotec" by the possession of nuclear vjeapons by f i v e 
S tates. To d i s c a r d the goal of nuclear disarmament w i l l i n e v i t a b l y involve 
d i s c a r d i n g the goal of nuclear n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n and the tvio, taken together, w i l l 
create a s i t u a t i o n that i s v a s t l y more dangerous and unstable than even the nuclear 
p r e c i p i c e on vihich we stand today. 

I would, th e r e f o r e , urge those States which have so f a r p e r s i s t e n t l y blocked 
the proposal to set up a working group on nuclear disarmament to reconsider t h e i r 
p o s i t i o n s . My delegation believes that the elaboration of the process of nuclear 
disarmament as envisagad i n the proposal of the Group of 21 i n document CD/lOO 
provides a reasonable basis f o r beginning the consideration of t h i s subject. This 
exerciso vàll not prejudice the p o s i t i o n s of any of tho nuclear-xieapon States; i t 
r.iay, on the other hand, lead to the e v o l u t i o n of a meaningful consensus which could 
provide impetus for both m u l t i l a t e r a l and b i l a t e r a l negotiations r e l a t i n g to nuclear 
disarmaraartt. 

Some States have emphasized the importance of the s o - c a l l e d START and 1Ш 
negotiations being held c u r r e n t l y i n t h i s c i t y . Ue do not v;ish i n any way t o denigrate 
the importance of these n e g o t i a t i o n s , IJe must, however, express the l e g i t i m a t e hope 
that the o b j e c t i v e s of the p a r t i e s to these negotiations are indeed to b r i n g about 
important reductions i n t h e i r s t r a t e g i c and other nuclear a r s e n a l s , rather than mere 
posturing to play with p u b l i c opinion vjhich has manifested i t s e l f so c a t e g o r i c a l l y i n 
recent months against the nuclear menace. This Committss a l s o has a r i g h t t o expect 
that i t w i l l be kept f u l l y informed by the p a r t i e s , i n d i v i d u a l l y or» c o l l e c t i v e l y , of 
the progress i n these t a l k s . 
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The consistent i n t e r e s t e xhibited by my delegation i n promoting e f f e c t i v e 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l arrangements to assure the non=nuclear~v/eapon States against the 
use or threat of use of nuclear uoapons requires no r e i t e r a t i o n . Yet we must admit 
that work on t h i s item has reached an impasse, ûofore We adjourned f o r tlie s p e c i a l 
session, the Group of 21 issued a statement i n document CD/20Ô, which i n t e r a l i a 
expressed the view "that f u r t h e r negotiations i n the ad hoc working group on t h i s 
item are u n l i k e l y to be f r u i t f u l sc long аз the nuclear-weapon States do not e x h i b i t 
a genuine p o l i t i c a l w i l l ' to reacn a s a t i s f a c t o r y agreement." The Group of 21 
therefore urged "the nuclear-v/eapon States concerned to review t h e i r p o l i c i e s and 
to present revised p o s i t i o n s on the subject to the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . . . " At 
th'e s p e c i a l session, th-irc u'as no гезоопзе at a l l to these concerns of the 
Group of 21 from tv;o of the nuclear-vjeapon States concerned, iiy delegation of course 
noted the e v o l u t i o n i n the French p o s i t i o n ac the s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . Thie i s now 
almost i d e n t i c a l with the p o s i t i o n s of the United States and the United Kingdom and 
unfortunately s u f f e r s from the same shortcomings that a r i s e from the u n i l a t e r a l 
d e c l a r a t i o n s of those two countries on th;; subject. 

At the s p e c i a l session, ь'с also noted and v/elcomed the u n i l a t e r a l d e c l a r a t i o n 
made by President Breahnev that the Soviet Union vrauld not be the f i r s t to use 
nuclear weapons. Apai'^ from i t s other i m p l i c a t i o n s , t h i s d e c l a r a t i o n a l s o seems to 
connote a s h i f t i n the Soviet p o s i t i o n regarding assurances to non-nuclear-v/oapon 
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, ily delegation w i l l 
study these i m p l i c a t i o n s most c a r e f u l l y and return to the subject at a l a t e r stage. 

In the- meantime, ue concldor that the non-first-ugs d e c l a r a t i o n made by the 
Soviet Union together v'ith the s i m i l a r d e c l a r a t i o n which wan made by China more than 
a decade ago and r e i t e r a t e d at the s p e c i a l session o f f e r an avenue to decrease the 
danger of a nuclear c o n f l i c t , l/e have some d i f f i c u l t y i n understanding the p o s i t i o n 
of those vjho dismiss the Soviet n o n - f i r s t - u s e undertaking as being merely declaratory 
and u n v e r i f i a b l e while they ask the non-nuclear-v/eapon States to accept at face value 
the u n i l a t e r a l d e c l a r a t i o n s they themselves have made on the question of "negative 
Sv2curity assuran'es". i.'e can, of course, appreciate the d i f f i c u l t y encountered by 
some nuclear-weapon States vjhich r e l y on nuclear deterrence to match the n o n - f i r s t -
use undertaking at the present time, iiy delegation considers that the goal of an 
agreement on the non-firr/o-use of nuclear weapons should be pursued i n tandem viith 
measures to eliminate the p r e v a i l i n g perceptions of imbalance i n conventional weapons 
betvfoen the East and the Ucst. 

Ac i n the case of "negative s e c u r i t y assurances", i t i s obvious that the 
d i f f i c u l t i e s involved i n the negotiations r e l a t i n g to the r a d i o l o g i c a l víeapons 
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convention are fundamental i n nature. Unless the scope of the proposed r a d i o l o g i c a l 
vjaapona convention i s s u b s t a n t i a l l y broadened, i t w i l l be a meaningless instrument 
designad to p r o h i b i t a non-existent and u n l i k e l y weapon. Therefore, negotiations 
on the item should be l e f t i n abeyance at l e a s t u n t i l next year. Wsverthelêss, as 
\;e have stated on several occasions, the question of the p r o h i b i t i o n of attacks 
against nuclear f a c i l i t i e s i s a matter of immediate concern and worthy of 
independent treatment. My delegation reserves the r i g h t to r a i s e the matter i n an 
appropriate context. 

The negotiations under way i n the V'orking Groun on Chemical V.'eapons under the 
.'îuidancG of Aiabassador Sujka provida the most promising aspect of our current viork. 
The contact ¿;roups established to examine various elements of the d r a f t convention 
and to l i s t a l l possible or compromise options could lead the Working Group to 
st r u c t u r e a comprehônsive framev.'ork f o r the commancement of d e f i n i t i v e negotiations 
on the text of the convention next year. This i s an opportunity which we cannot 
a f f o r d to l o s e . 

I t would be only f i t t i n g i f the Committee on .Disar.mament, i n conjunction with 
the convening of the Second United Mations Conference on Outer Space, could take 
some meaningful steps to avart the danger of tha arms race spreading to t h i s 
environment. As a f i r s t step, t h i s Committee could propose the u n i v e r s a l 
anriorsemant of the concept of outer space c o n s t i t u t i n g "the common heritage of 
mankind". Pakistan shares the view that the Comraictec yhould create a working group 
on t h i s item with an appropriate mandate. 

In the Viake of the f a i l u r e of the second s p e c i a l session, t h i s Committee indeed 
c o n s t i t u t e s the s i n g l e and only m u l t i l a t e r a l n egotiating body on disarmament. I t s 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s , l i k e i t s functions, are s i n g u l a r and onerous. I t i s here that we 
must seek to b u i l d the framev/ork f o r a process of r e a l and comprehensive 
disarmament. I t i s here that tha r e a f f i r m a t i o n by a l l States of the F i n a l Document 
of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session v j i l l ba put to the t e s t . 

The Pakistan delegation v a i l p a r t i c i p a t e i n any e f f o r t s that are deployed to 
improve the e f f e c t i v e n e s s of the \.юг!; of t h i s Committee. ïet, v;e should a l l be 
c l e a r i n our minds that the f a i l u r e of t h i s Committee to make any substantive 
progress i n negotiations during the past four years has l i t t l e or nothing to do 
viith the shortcomings, i f any, i n i t s machinery. Our f a i l u r e , l i k e that of the 
second s p e c i a l session, i s due to the lack of the one f a c t o r e s s e n t i a l f o r any 
ne g o t i a t i o n the p o l i t i c a l w i l l to reach agreement. 
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The CHAIBI-îaiT! I thank the representative of Pakistan f o r h i s statement and f o r 
the k i n d г-ioràs that he has addressed to the Chair. I no\.' give the f l o o r to the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of the United States of America, His Excellency 
Ambassador F i e l d s . 

Mr. FIELDS (United States of America); Mr. Chairman, since t h i s i s the f i r s t 
time I am t a k i n g the f l o o r at t h i s session, l e t m.e begin my remarks by congratulating 
you on your assumption of the Chair as we reconvene the Committee f o r i t s 
1982 summer session. Your s k i l l s and v/isdom are vrell knovm to my delegation, and 
your vast experience i n disarmament and effectiveness as a Ghainnan assure us that 
our vrork V7Í11 be productive and e f f i c i e n t . I v.'otild also l i k e to welcome our new 
colleague, Ambassador Datcu of Roman a, to note with regret the departure of 
Ambassadors Yu Peiwen of China and V p j d i v i e s c of Peru, and to b i d farevrell to our 
departing colleague and f r i e n d , Am.bassador Venkatesvraran of I n d i a , who w i l l be 
l e a v i n g us next week to take up h i s nev: post i n B e i j i n g . A l l of our good wishes 
go w i t h him. F i n a l l y , S i r , I would be remiss indeed i f I d i d not pay s p e c i a l t r i b u t e 
to the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Japan, Ambassador Окэл/а, f o r h i s oiitstanding 
leadership of our Committee i n the l i e c t i c f i n a l âays of the s p r i n g session. His 
grea-t wisdom and calm demeanour not only enabled us to complete our work here i n 
Geneva but set a f i n e example f o r us as we took up our challenging r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s 
i n New York. 

A number of speakers have begun t h e i r remarks by commenting on the r e c e n t l y 
concluded second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 
A number of assessments have been rendered. I would l i k e to say from the outset that 
I do not count myself among those who seem to believe we limped back from a d i s a s t e r 
vrith our t a i l s between our l e g s . C e r t a i n l y , no one can argue that the s p e c i a l session 
was a resounding succesG. Indeed, i t f a i l e d to achieve even our minimal expectations 
i n so f a r as those expectations were couched i n terms of achieving dramatic advances 
on s p e c i f i c i s s u e s . But l e t us assess the r e s u l t s of the second s p e c i a l session i n 
pragmatj.c terms. Уе should not be surprised or shocked by the r e s u l t i n the l i g h t 
of world events which have occurred durineg the b r i e f four years since the 
f i r s t s p e c i a l session. In point ox f a c t , was i t c r e d i b l e to believe that we could 
repeat that success? Probably not. Nor, indeed, could we expect to resolve 
contentious issues \mich \те have Vieen unable to resolve i n t h i s smaller, more expert 
body. As our venerable colleague from Sweden, Mrs. Thorsson, pointed out l a s t week, 
"the necessary p r e r e q u i s i t e s to reach beyond the ... F i n a l Document simply d i d not 
e x i s t . " 

My delegation had hoped to j o i n i n an e f f o r t i n Nev; York to develop a r e a l i s t i c 
assessment of our e f f o r t s over the nasi: four years and the impact of nations' 
behaviour upon the R f f o r t s f o r disarmament. However, even t h i s was net to be. OUT 
e f f o r t s vrere thwarted by those who wanted us to ignore t h e i r actions and sought to 
d e f l e c t us v;ith s i m p l i s t i c propaganda proposals presented as the s o l u t i o n to a l l of 
the disarmament dileram.as vfhich liave plagued us f o r decades. Dut v/e do not l i v e i n a 
vacuuiE. Success eluded us i n New YorV:, not because of any f a i l u r e of p o l i t i c a l v r i l l , 
but rather because the present d e t e r i o r a t i o n i n the' state of i n t e r n a t i o n a l a f f a i r s 
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has thoroughly corroded the confidence of nations i n t h e i r s e c u r i t y . I t i s a 
problem which w i l l not be solved by r h e t o r i c , but by a return to the p r i n c i p l e s c f 
tiie United Nations Charter. In hi s appearance before the зтэгс1а1 session, 
President Reagan ohallenged us a l l with t .ese wor¿3: 

"I have come to t h i s ha l l _ to c a l l f.::r i n t e r n a t i o n a l reconmitmerjt to the 
basic tenet of the. ..United Nations Charter — that a i l Members p r a c t i c e 
tolerance and l i v e , tcgether i n peace as good neighbors under the r u l e cf la>.r, 
forsaking' armed Г'.;>гсе as a means of s e t t l i n g , disputes between nations." 

A r t i c l e 2,. paragraph 4 , of that Charter i s an oblÍ6:.?;ti.n f o r every Menber State, 
only v.ihen we take that o b l i g a t i o n s e r i o u s l y -will disarmament become p o s s i b l e , I f 
\'TQ are. committed .to disarmament, we nust accept President Reag'an's challeni^e and 
" f i n a l l y make the Charter l i v e . " 

Yet, we Avere unable to agree on even a f a c t u a l accounting of recent events, 
a s i m i l a r f a t e b e f e l l our e f f o r t s to chart a r e a l i s t i c course f o r our future e f f o r t s 
by concluding a comprehens.ive programme of disarmament. Everyone seems to be 
w i l l i n g to agree on measures which do not a f f e c t t h e i r own i n t e r e s t , But success i n 
t h i s e f f o r t can only come through the r e a l i z a t i o n that disarmament i s a shared 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . 

V/hat do these sobering events mean f o r the future work of our Conmittee? Some 
have pointed out that i n the four years of i t s existence, the Committee on 
Disarmament has f a i l e d to produce a s i n g l e t r e a t y . This i s a t t r i b u t e d to various 
causes. But i n the viev.' of ¡ny delegation the r e a l lesson of the second s p e c i a l 
session i s that t h i s n e g o t i a t i n g body cennot conf.ine i t s e l f to a narrow view cf the 
world. I f i t does, i t i s c e r t a i n l y ir, danger of beconing irrelevani". to i t s tr-ue 
o b j e c t i v e . We riust draw on the experience of the speci.al session and return to the 
main purpose of t h i s body — to negotiate concrete rieasures of disamament. And 
i n t h i s regard, tlie future organization of our -.-ork i s extremely iir.port.ant. 

1: number of speakers ha\''e given the i • viev," on the p r i - i t y .items before t h i s 
Committee. Let sie b r i e f l y zet f o r t h r;y delegation's views. 

We believe that n e g o t i a t i n g rieaningful measures of nuclea.r disarmament i s the, 
most urgent task before us, íi'¡e United otates i s c u r r e n t l y enga-ged, together with 
the Soviet Union, i n t a l k e -designed t'-- eliminate .on both, sides the riost threatening 
intermediate-range nuclear f o r c e s , .and to rvakc deep .and s u b s t a n t i a l cuts i n the 
l e v e l s of our respect.ive s t r a t e g i c nuclear ar.''.enals. More than any other measure, 
the successful conclusion of these negotio/bions w i l l represent meaningful progres.s 
t.;wards the t o t a l e l i m i n a t i o n of nuclear v.'eapcns — a goal which c e r t a i n l y we a l l 
seek. My Government continues to nold a comprehensive t e s t ba.n as an ultimate 
o b j e c t i v e , altliough we believe t l i a t the present x.ín¡e i s not p r o p i t i o u s f o r the 
nego t i a t i o n of such a ban. y/e have cone to tli.is session prepared to p-erticipate 
a c t i v e l y .in the l/orking Crroup nn a пио1ез,г t e s t bsn which v.'ill deal v.fith the v i t a l 
issues of v e r i f i c a t i o n and oo;npliance. v/e believe t h i s working Group can make a 
u s e f u l c o n t r i b u t i o n to the work of our Committee. I v/ish also to noto our Gontinued 
dedication to v.rcrk i n the Group of G c i e n t i f i c Experts which opened i t s session 
yesterday. V/e believe that the Group should cont.inue to develop procedures f o r an 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l data exche.ngo system to the maximum e.-x:tent that modern technology 
w i l l allow. 

http://iir.port.ant
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к great deal of e f f o r t has been irA'-ested i n , and progress шаае toward the 
ooncl-usion of a t r e a t y banning r a d i o l o g i c a l vreapons. In f a c t , t h i s measure i s nearer 
completion than any other before t h i s body. At our l a s t session, the able Chairman 
of the r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons \7orking Group devised a method of worl: which seemed to 
my delegation to o f f e r hope f o r the conclusion of a r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons tr-eaty. 
My delegation has been among those which have questioned the n e c e s s i t y of entering 
i n t o negotiations on the p r o t e c t i o n of nuclear f a c i l i t i e s — and vre have been 
c r i t i c a l of delegations vmich have blocked our progress on the conclusion of a 
r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons t r e a t y pending the r e s o l u t i o n of the nuclear f a c i l i t i e s issue. 

The time has come to assess t h i s s i t u a t i o n with more realism. We believe that 
the conclusion of a t r e a t y p r o h i b i t i n g r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons i s i n our i n t e r e s t , and 
i n the broader i n t e r e s t r f mankind. At the same time, we f u l l y understand the 
concern of those who have advocated negotiations on the f u r t h e r p r o t e c t i o n of 
nuclear f a c i l i t i e s . We, therefore, have come to t h i s session prepared to 
p a r t i c i p a t e v i g o r o u s l y and c o n s t r u c t i v e l y i n discussions on t h i s i s s u e , Уе remain 
unconvinced of the linkage between r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons and the nuclear f a c i l i t i e s 
i s s u e . But we are prepared to engage ourselves s e r i o u s l y on the merits of the 
i s s u e s , and v. ' i l l not stand i n the vxay of any reasonable procedure which f a c i l i t a t e s 
s u b s t a n t i a l progress. 

At t h i s session, some have advocated the establishment of a working group to 
deal V7Íth the issue of outer space. Many among these advocates confess l i m i t e d 
knowledge of t h i s complex and h i g h l y t e c h n i c a l subject and see the vrorking group as 
a means to educate us. My delegation supports an examination of the outer space issues 
by t h i s Committee. Substantive discussions can serve to focus the issues and provide 
an informed basis f o r any future c o n s i d e r a t i o n . Only minimal discussion of the 
outer space issue has taken place i n the Committee and we h.ave not even heard 
p r e l i m i n a r y views from some delegations. 

My delegation remains unconvinced that the establishment of a working group 
•would be the wisest course f o r us at t h i s time. Уе would, however, strong:ly support 
a number of formal or informal plenary sessions being devoted to the subject of 
outer space. Only a f t e r a f u l l a i r i n g of a l l delegations' vievis ¿má a great deal of 
substantive preparation can we begin to focus ош? e f f o r t s . 

The Working Group on Chemical -./capons has been -meeting since 20 J u l y . My 
delegation has -participated a c t i v e l y and e n e r g e t i c a l l y i n the chemical wee^pons 
d e l i b e r a t i o n s , and we w i l l continue to do so. Уз place o,n extremely high p r i o r i t y 
on the achievement of a complete and e f f e c t i v e ban on chem.ical vreapons, as evidence 
continues to mount regarding the use of pi-ohibited t o x i n weapons i n South-East A s i a 
and chemical vrarfare against freedom f i g h t e r s i n Afghanistan, i t i s imperative that 
major emphasis be placed on making progress i n t h i s f i e l d , e s p e c i a l l y i n d e f i n i n g 
and agreeing upon the necessary measures of v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance. 

My Government l i s t e n e d wi'fch i n t e r e s t to the statement by the Poreifin M i n i s t e r 
of the Soviet Union at the second s p e c i a l session regarding v e r i f i c a t i o n of a 
chemical weapons convention, and v;e have c a r e f u l l y s c r u t i n i z e d the d r a f t proposals 
which he l a i d before that body. Уе hope the Soviet Union w i l l e x p l a i n what l i e s 
behind some of the very general language v/hich i t has presented. Unfortunately, 
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that has not as yet been dene, we have been disappointed by the rcractance on the 
part of the Soviet Union and i t s a l l i e s to engage ir. serious discussions, or to 
respond to substantive i n q u i r i e s with respect to t h e i r proposals- I viiJ c-peak at 
our Thursday meeting i n more d e t a i l regarding chemical weapons and intend at that 
time t o elaborate .further on our vievre as tc hc-r r a p i d progress can Ъс made tov/ard 
the achievement of a convention. 

I have not spoken about a l l the issues before th" Committee, not because of any 
v / i l f u l n eglect, or lack of i n t e r e s t , but rather f o r tho каке of b r e v i t y , I s h a l l , 
i n future statements f.et fo7--th my delog':atiorj ' s view,3 on other issues aijd a,mplify 
my remarks today. 

The CIl'iIPjyLilT! 1 thank the représentative of the united uta'ccs of America f o r 
h i s statement and f o r the kind v/crds that he h.a3 -addressed to the Chair. I novr give 
the . f l o o r to'the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Rcm.ania, His Excellency 
Ambassador Datcu." 

Mr. DATCU (Romania) ( t r a n s l a t e d from b'rench); Iiy statement today v r i l l be 
devoted to the subject of chemical v.'eapons which, according to the programme of v/ork 
we have adopted, i s tiie t o p i c f o r our discussion.:', t h i s vrock. 

The v/ork v/hich has been done i n the Ad Hoc Working" Group on Chemical V/eapons 
since 20 J u l y 1982 and the meetings h e l d , vrith the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of experts, on 
c e r t a i n selected t o p i c s prompt some comments from ray delegation on the present stage 
and the future prospects of оггг negotiations on t h i s t o p i c . 

I should l i k e f i r s t of a l l to stress the f a c t that cur discussions have 
revealed a general desire t c achieve r e s u l t s on the subject of t h i s t e r r i . f y i n g 
weapon of mass d e s t r u c t i o n v/hich e x i s t s i i i the i.iilitair'j" arsenals of c e r t a i n States. 

In a d d i t i o n to the compilation of ccnorcte suggestions iî- t h i s connection 
contained i n document GD/Ĉ .-Í/WP. 53 v/e r̂ ow ha,ve the coni-tnictivG proposal submittea 
by the Soviet Union ( i n docuinent CD/294) fc-r the Ba.oic P r o v i s i o n s of a convention 
on 'the p r o h i b i t i o n of the development, production and s t o c k p i l i n g of chemical 
vieapons and on t h e i r d e s t r u c t i o n . 

Furthermore, other concrebe proposals aro constantly being put forvrard by 
various delegations, i n tlie form, of 'v-/orlcing papers or cuggcctions made i n tho course 
of the meetings of the Ad Hoc Working Gr-̂ -up. 

V/e believe that at i h i s stage of oui- neg-otiations, ve should concentx'ate our 
e f f o r t s on reaching at l e a s t broad .agreement on the basic p r o v i s i o n r of the future 
convention. 

Since, as the recent s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly i n d i c a t e d , a 
c e r t a i n p o l i t i c a l w i l l tov/ards t h i s end existíí, ;;incL i:b--.x:: io no l a d r ox ccncretr: 
proposals and since s i i b s t a n t i r j l preparatory v;orV: lias а.1геаау been done over recent 
years, vre believe that the necessary conditiono e x i s t f o r bringing to the 
United Nations Genera]. Assem^bly r e a l resultr.: .in the mattv^r of the elancrration of a 
convention outlawing chemical vreapons. 
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We ought therefore to give p a r t i c u l a r a t t e n t i o n to the nain areas of 
disagreei?!ent. 

With your permission, I would l i k e t c àviell tcdf.y on tLe question of the purpose 
of the future convention, one of the d i f i i c - a l t i o s are f a c i n g i n our n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

As you know, i^iy delegatioï: has always favoured the conclusion of a convention 
haA''ing a broad sphere of a p p l i c a t i o n e/nd cffe?;-ing the besx guarantees f o r the 
exclusion of cheTTiicai vjeapons i r o n the arsenals of a l l states¿ I t i s t h i s basic 
p o s i t i o n which has guided ue i n studying the proposal.:- f o r the i n c l u s i o n of the 
non-use of chemical weapons and the concept of ch s n i c a l warfare c a p a b i l i t y among the 
p r o h i b i t i o n s which are to icxm tiie subject of the convention^ 

I do not wish to put forviard any nevr ar,gu:vients f o r o r a j a i n s t tJiese ideas, and i n 
aiiy case, I believe that the time f o r doing so i ^ - past. The delegations concerned 
have already done so. I would е 1 ж ) 1 у l i k e to sxibmit a few cominents on thera on 
behalf of my delegation. 

The idea of pro.hibiting cheiTácal v.'ar.faxe c a p a b i l i t y i s obviously prompted by the 
desire to achieve a broad and e f f e c t i v e p r o h i b i t i o n — a concern shared by ray 
delegation, as indeed, I b e l i e v e , by a l l oi us. This idea nevertheless r a i s e s 
c e r t a i n d i f f i c u l t i e s , botJi iror . the concentual point, •.•f view and .as regards i t s 
p r a c t i c a l v e r i f i c a t i o n , w'e ЪеИелге tl i a t t h i n k i n g of i t i n terirs of future a p p l i c a t i o n , 
a f t e r the convention has been m force f o r a c e r t a i n time, might perhaps o f f e r a 
s o l u t i o n . 

As f o r tbe use c f ohorrioal weapons .and t h e i r express pj'ohibition i n f i r s t 
element of the future convention, we believe that the ooposing views are too v.'ell 
known to need repeatin-; liere. 

:̂ s we see i t , however, two points have been emphasised by a i l delegations. The 
f i r s t i s that tho Geneva P r o t o o c l of 192';; and the convention we are now n e g o t i a t i n g 
are tvro l e g a l insti-oments l i n k e d by tire very f a c t bhat they ';.oth deal with chemical 
weapons. The second i s that any use of char:ical weapons v.'ill c l e a r l y c o n s t i t i i t e a 
v i o l a t i o n of tho convention we are n e g o t i a t i n g , i.;:iich w i l l p r o h i b i t the p a r t i e s from 
developing, producing, other-wise a c q u i r i n g , s t o c k p i l i n g , r e t a i n i n g or t r a n s f e r r i n g 
clieniical weapons and at the sarue trne require the;" to destroy stocks and dismantle 
f a c i l i t i e s . 

My delegation b e l i e v e s that these two points o f f e r a basis f o r reaching a 
coraproirise between the contra3:y vie'ws expi'essed, so p e r m i t t i n g us to nove fcr\\rard i n 
our work. 

One -possible way of proceeding vriiiclr we would l i k e to put before the Committee 
f o r i t s consideration i s the l o l l o v - i n g ; 

(a) To complete the f i r s t Lleraent of the convention without i n c l u d i n g a 
reference to the p r o h i b i t i o n of the use of chemical ws.apons; 

(b) To include i n the pre.amble to the convention a. paragr.aph r e f e r r i n g to the 
1925 Geneva Pr o t o c o l and r e a f f i r m i n g the p r o h i b i t i o n of th.e use of chenical weapons, 
and to include i n hlement VII another reference to the Geneva Protocol s t a t i n g that 
the convention sliould not bo i n t e r p r e t e d as i n any v;ay l i r a i t i n g or d e t r a c t i n g from the 
o b l i g a t i o n s assumed by States on the basis of tho 1925 Geneva Protccols and 
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(с) То introduce а new a r t i c l e i n t o the convention recognizing that any use of 
chemical weapons con s t i t u t e s a v i o l a t i o n of the convention and that therefore the 
p r o v i s i o n s concerning v e r i f i c a t i o n of the future convention w i l l apply a l s o to such 
s i t u a t i o n s . 

.as I s a i d , t h i s i s a p o s s i b l e way of proceeding; i f delegations could accept i t 
I t h i n k that i t v/ould provide a s o l u t i o n to a very important problem, that i s as yet 
unresolved. 

My l a s t comments concern t e c h n i c a l matters, which are p l a y i n g a l a r g e r and 
l a r g e r part i n our work. The consultations with the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of experts xAich 
took place l a s t week on t e c h n i c a l questions r e l a t i n g to the determination of the 
t o x i c i t y of c e r t a i n chemical agents and v e r i f i c a t i o n of the d e s t r u c t i o n of stocks 
of chemical weapons were u s e f u l i n providing c l a r i f i c a t i o n s and p r e c i s i o n s v/hich w i l l 
f a c i l i t a t e our work. 

V/ith regard, to the a p p l i c a t i o n of the t o x i c i t y c r i t e r i o n to other harmful 
chemicals i t seems to us that the consultations have shox-m f a i r l y c l e a r l y that there 
are at present no adequate methods f o r determining i n c a p a c i t a t i n g and other harmful 
e f f e c t s . This being so, we believe that f o r the purposes of the future convention 
the best s o l u t i o n mi,ght be to ára\i up a purely i l l u s t r a t i v e l i s t of som.e chemical 
agents f a l l i n g w i t h i n t h i s category. 

We have s t i l l not succeeded i n formulating a s a t i s f a c t o r y âef.inition of the 
"precursors" of chemical agc-.,t3. In view of tho d i f f i c u l t i e s of applying the t o x i c i t 
c r i t e r i o n i n t h i s case, we believe that here again, the drawing up of a l i e t of the 
" p r i n c i p a l precursors" i s a s o l u t i o n to be considered. 

Obviously, the t e c h n i c a l problems r e l a t i n g to monitoring of the d e s t r u c t i o n of 
stocks of chemiicalweapons are extremely com.plex. As the consultations with the 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n of experts made c l e a r , we are only at the beginning of t h i s process. 
As negotiations i n the Working Group proceed, with the help of the experts, f u r t h e r 
e f f o r t s with a view to elabora,ting the t e c h n i c a l methods needed i n t h i s area are 
proving to be necessa,ry. 

Those are the observations my delegation v/ished to m.ake at t h i s stage of our 
negotiations on chemical weapons, and the suggestions we wanted to put before the 
Committee. I would l i k e to assure you again, Mr. Chairm.an, as a l s o your colleague, 
Ambassador Sujka, Chairman of the Ad Hoc V/orking Group on Chemical Weapons, that as i 
the past the Romanian delegation w i l l spare no e f f o r t to contribute to the progress 
of our work. 
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Mr. SÚJŜ A' (Poland): Mr. Chairman, on behalf of the P o l i s h delegation I 
v;elcome you to the Chair of the Committee on Disarmament. I am f u l l y convincefd 
that under your able and s k i l f u l guidance t h i s Committee w i l l use a l l the 
opportunities offered' to rmake a step forward i n the f u l f i l m e n t of i t s responsible 
tasks which .the whole i n t e r n a t i o n a l community i s c l o s e l y f o l l o w i n g . I should l i k e 
to assure you on behalf of my delegation you can count on our f u l l co-operation 
and assistance i n your responsible task. 

For your predecessor i n tnc Chair, Ambassador Yoshio Okawa of Japan, I have 
always had very sincere respect — and I am happy to repeat i t at t h i s moment 
again ~= f o r h i s valuable c o n t r i b u t i o n to the work done by the Committee at i t s 
s p r i n g .session. 

I t i s a l s o my great pleasure to welcome among us the representative of a 
b r o t h e r l y s o c i a l i s t country and my immediate neighbour'at t h i s t a b l e , 
Ambassador Datcu of Romania. 

Bearing i n mind t h a t , i n accordance with the Committee's programme of work, 
t h i s vicek i s to be devoted to the subject of chemical weapons, my i n t e r v e n t i o n today 
w i l l be concentrated mainly on t h i s p a r t i c u l a r agenda item. 

Fry delegation has followed viith great i n t e r e s t a l l the i n t e r v e n t i o n s i n Plenary 
meetings of this- Committee devoted to chemical weapons, b'ith the same undiminished 
a t t e n t i o n wo s h a l l f o l l o w i n t e r v e n t i o n s which are going to be pronounced on the 
s a i d agenda item.. I t i s encouraging to note that a l l delegations which took the 
f l o o r before me declared t h e i r readiness to rocognize the p r i o r i t y character and 
primary s i g n i f i c a n c e of the negotiations on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons. 
I would l i k e to express m.y c o n v i c t i o n that these very favourable d e c l a r a t i o n s w i l l 
be followed by concrete c o n t r i b u t i o n s to the e l a b o r a t i o n of comprom.ise formulations 
i n the quite many c o n t r o v e r s i a l issues i/nich the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical 
V/eapons-has on i t s n e g o t i a t i n g t a b l e . The Commiitteo on Disarmament being at 
present the only forum f o r negotiations on a chemical weapons ban, i t has an 
exceptional r o l e to play i f both members and non-members a l i k e have the w i l l to 
reach an agreement on a complete e l i m i n a t i o n of t h i s weapon of mass dest r u c t i o n 
as e a r l y as expected by the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community and as e a r l y as necessary i n 
order to remove t h i s weapon fror, m i l i t a r y arsenals and from s c i e n t i f i c l a b o r a t o r i e s . 

The question of tho e l a b o r a t i o n of a convention on chemical Weapons i s 
c l e a r l y stated i n the Group's mandate tho pertinent p o r t i o n of v/hich I should l i k e 
to quote once more: "The Committee on Disarmament decides to e s t a b l i s h , f o r the 
duration of i t s 1982 session, an ad hoc Working Group of the Committee to elaborate 
such a convention, t a k i n g i n t o account a l l e x i s t i n g proposals and future i n i t i a t i v e s 
with a view to enabling the Comm.ittee to achieve agrev^mcnt at the e a r l i e s t date ...". 
Numerous r e s o l u t i o n s of consecutive sessions of tho United Nations General Assembly 
are equally c l e a r i n t h e i r l e t t e r and s p i r i t i n t h i a respect. A strong note on the 
e a r l i e s t possible e l a b o r a t i o n of a convention resounded during the second 
s p e c i a l session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament. I f 
Vie take i n t o account the above on the one hand and tho growing danger of a chemical 
arms race, a l s o a q u a l i t a t i v e one, on the other, we must r e a l i s e that wo f i n d 
ourselves at a crossroads from which one way leads to an accelerated chemical arms 
race. V.'e do not want to f o l l o w i t . But there i s another way, the way of peaceful, 
q u i t e negotiations on the cessation of the arms race i n chemical weapons and the 
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d e s t r u c t i o n of t h a i r s t o c k p i l e s and means of t h e i r production. This i s the way we 
want to f o l l o w . I am persuaded that the Soviet proposal e n t i t l e d "Basic provisions 
of a convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the development, production and s t o c k p i l i n g 
of chemical weapons and on t h e i r d e s t r u c t i o n " shows such a way. I t i s , therefore, 
only n a t u r a l that the Soviet "Basic p r o v i s i o n s " have been u n i v e r s a l l y recognized 
as a considerable impulse to the a c c e l e r a t i o n of serious negotiations on the 
p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons. In our considered view, the Soviet document covers 
a l l e x i s t i n g proposals and, at the same time, goes f u r t h e r to make very many new 
ones; i t a l s o d i s p e l s doubts that have beon hoard, i n t o r a l i a , i n t h i s Committee. 
In other words, we have at present great p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r gaining momentum i n the 
negotiations and, responding to the appeals f o r the elaboration of a convention, we 
ought to use t h i s opportunity to have i t s d r a f t elaborated. 

I t i s exactly to t h i s end that the Ad Hoc Vtorking Group on Chemical Weapons 
resumed i t s regular meetings on 20 J u l y and continues i t s work with quite an 
i n t e n s i v e pace. 

As t h i s year's Chairman of tho s a i d Working Group, I wish to emphasize, f i r s t 
of a l l , the e x c e l l e n t atmosphere which i s maintained by a l l delegations p a r t i c i p a t i n g 
i n the work on a convention at the present stage. I am glad to inform t h i s Committee 
that i n the more than ] 0 meetings which the Chemical Vieapons Group has held between 
20 J u l y and today, we have been able to discuss i n considerable d e t a i l , on both a 
formal and an informal basis, p r a c t i c a l l y a l l questions and issues on the future 
convention. Very many more consultations were held by s i x informal contact groups 
which are continuing t h e i r e f f o r t s to elaborate s p e c i f i c compromise p r o v i s i o n s . 
In a d d i t i o n to the above, consultations of the delegations with the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of 
experts, on c e r t a i n t e c h n i c a l issues r e l a t e d to a chemical weapons convention were 
held over the l a s t f u l l working week. To complete the d e s c r i p t i o n of the Group's 
a c t i v i t i e s , l e t me inform the Committee that the s i x informal groups I have j u s t 
mentioned are doing t h e i r homework i n the f o l l o w i n g spheres of the future convention: 

Tne question of the i n c l u s i o n or not of a p r o v i s i o n p r o h i b i t i n g the use of 
chemical weapons; 

D e f i n i t i o n s of numerous t e c h n i c a l terms to be used i n the convention; 

General provisions on v e r i f i c a t i o n ; 

Destruction, dismantling or d i v e r s i o n f o r permitted purposes of declared stocks 
of chemical weapons and t h e i r means of production; 

Declarations of possession of stocks of chemical weapons and means of t h e i r 
production; plans f o r t h e i r d e s t r u c t i o n or d i v e r s i o n f o r permitted purposes 
and time-frames as w e l l as forms f o r making such d e c l a r a t i o n s ; 

Other remaining issues, i n t e r a l i a , the convention's preamble, i t s r e l a t i o n s h i p 
with other t r e a t i e s , i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operation i n the implementation of the 
convention and i t s entry i n t o f o r c e , as w e l l as many other l e g a l aspects. 

The open-minded informal discussions on the complex problem of v e r i f i c a t i o n 
machinery f o r a future convention have revealed that the Working Group would 
favour the e l a b o r a t i o n of one a r t i c l e containing general provisions on v e r i f i c a t i o n 
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to be follovíed by several others providing a l l necessary d e t a i l s on the procedures, 
p r o v i s i o n s on n a t i o n a l and i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n measures, n a t i o n a l t e c h n i c a l ' 
means, establishment of a c o n s u l t a t i v e body, etc. Equally frank and u s e f u l 
discussions have been and s t i l l are being conducted on the question of the i n c l u s i o n 
or not of a provision p r o h i b i t i n g the use of chemical weapons. This c o n t r o v e r s i a l 
problem of great j u r i d i c a l and p o l i t i c a l s i g n i f i c a n c e s t i l l , as i s w e l l known, 
d i v i d e s the members of tho Committee. However, some o p t i m i s t i c signs can be found 
here and there i n the statements by some d e l c j a t i o n a of t h e i r vrillingness to consider 
se v e r a l possible s o l u t i o n s which are under d i s c u s s i o n . WG have j u s t heard i n the 
statement of the Romanian Ambassador about these possible s o l u t i o n s . 

Having gone through the preparatory work at the end of J u l y , the Working Group 
i s now entering a most i n t e n s i v e as w e l l as most important phase of i t s work 
t h i s session. Having the p o s s i b i l i t y of holding three meetings a week, I hope that, 
through the c o l l e c t i v e e f f o r t of the whole Group, i t w i l l be able to report to the 
Committee at the end of t h i s session considerable progress achieved i n a l l spheres 
of the future convention. Therefore, v/hilo thanking a l l delegations f o r t h e i r warm 
words of encouragement and assistance, I appeal f o r t h e i r forbearance and understanding 
i n g i v i n g t h e i r s t a f f members the necessary time f o r a c t i v e p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the 
discussions of numerous - - as v/c c a l l them .—• informal homework groups. At the 
same time, I encourage the leaders of the delegations to.take d i r e c t and personal 
i n t e r e s t i n the Group's proceedings. In p r a c t i c a l terms, t h i s i s how Ï understand 
the p r i o r i t y nature of the negotiations on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons, quite 
r i g h t l y em.phasized by very many delegations. Responding to that, i n a sense, I 
f o r may part would l i k e to point out bhat the Ad Лос Viorking Group on Chemical VJeapons 
provides an adequate and.necessary framework f o r a l l tho delegations, f a c i l i t a t i n g 
the transformation of t h e i r d e c l a r a t i o n s i n t h i s respect i n t o deeds. 

Some delegations have already considered i t j u s t and r i g h t to jump to 
conclusions and have made p e s s i m i s t i c prophesies about our present e f f o r t s . This 
i s premature, to say the l e a s t . I am a l l f o r i n t e n s i v e v/ork which could lead us 
to reaching our target. I do r e a l i z e that wa s h a l l not be able to elaborate a 
uniform d r a f t te:rt of a convention during t h i s session. But c e r t a i n l y , p o s s i b l a 
t e x t s f o r very many elements seem to be a r e a l i s t i c target f o r t h i s session. And 
a l l of us should do a l l -ic can f o r the Group to reacbi t h i s t a r g e t . Personally, 
I am persuaded that working to roach a determined target i s a s t i m u l a t i n g f a c t o r 
i n our endeavours. 

Let me now маке a few observations on the most urgent and important issues 
considered i n t h i s Committac: nuclear disarmament and a complete ban on nuclear 
t e s t s . How many words, how many speeches have already been pronounced to 
denounce tho nuclear arms race and to protest against t h i s most brutal.dilemma 
of the present generation. A.gain and again we repeat these words also i n t h i s 
chamber. Yet neither the s p e c i a l sessions of the United Nations General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament, nor the countless r e s o l u t i o n s of that body and of many other 
organizations and conferences, i n c l u d i n g t h i s Committee, have yielded any s p e c i f i c , 
promising r e s u l t s . Yet i t i s our duty to continue to denounce the g r a v i t y of the 
s i t u a t i o n ciused by the aг'is race and p a r t i c u l a r l y the nuclear arms race. With 
evor-ronewed e f f o r t s ч'с u'ust continue to seek p o s s i b l e , negotiated s o l u t i o n s to 
stop t h i s race. We do have enough bold, imaginative proposals f o r negotiations, 
enough bold and imaginative examples to f o l l o w . 1 would l i k e to mention at t h i s 
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moment only one: the Soviet i n i t i a t i v e of h i s t o r i c , p o l i t i c a l s i g n i f i c a n c e =••> a 
u n i l a t e r a l o b l i g a t i o n not to be the f i r s t to use nuclear weapons. This i n i t i a t i v e 
of our Soviet a l l y the most important i n i t i a t i v e announced from the rostrum of 
the United Nations General Assembly on disarmament --- has been generally and 
u n i v e r s a l l y accepted by the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community as a f u r t h e r step towards a 
complete ban on the use of nuclear weapons. I t cannot.but be d i s q u i e t i n g and 
d i s t u r b i n g , therefore, to read the contents of an a r t i c l e by prominent West German 
authors on the question of the use of nuclear vieapons. The p u b l i c a t i o n , at the 
time of the second s p e c i a l session, of such an a r t i c l e a d v i s i n g "... the f i r s t 
use of nuclear weapons by the Viestern A l l i a n c e even i f the authors c a l l t h i s 
use "defensive" and, furthermore, expressing the opinion that "... a c r e d i b l e 
renunciation of the f i r s t use of nuclear vjeapons v/ould, once again, make war more 
probable ..." must be seen as something more than a p o l i t i c a l credo; i t must be 
considered as a confession of the p o l i t i c a l aims and a s p i r a t i o n s of some of the 
prominent members of the "\Jestern A l l i a n c e " . The f a c t that the t e x t of t h i s a r t i c l e 
was d i s t r i b u t e d to delegations of the Committee on Disarmament a f t e r the Soviet 
undertaking not to be the f i r s t to use nuclear weapons, a f t e r the second 
s p e c i a l session and j u s t before the opening of t h i s Committee's session, c l e a r l y 
shows who v/ants, i f I may be permitted to quote the same West German authors again, 
"... to make v/ar probable I should add that the a r t i c l e r e f e r r e d to above 
contains polemics with i\merican authors who discuss the p o s s i b i l i t y of the 
assumption of such an o b l i g a t i o n by the United States. 

VJhile I have the f l o o r I would a l s o l i k e to touch upon one more question 
which i n the short h i s t o r y of t h i s Committee has been g i v i n g r i s e to many l i v e l y 
d i s c u s s i o n s : the e f f i c i e n c y of the Committee on Disarmament. I do not want, at 
t h i s moment, to r e c a l l and repeat the many ideas that have already been expressed 
i n numerous documents i n c l u d i n g the ones r e f l e c t i n g the views of the P o l i s h 
delegation. In f a c t , I wish to touch upon only one s p e c i f i c aspect of t h i s urgent 
problem: how to make more e f f i c i e n t the present structures which are at our 
d i s p o s a l i n accordance with the Committee's r u l e s of procdure? 

The subsidiary bodies which have already been or w i l l i n the future be set 
up by the Comraittee should, indeed, become the forums of r e a l negotiation processes. 
But, as experience shows, they are s t i l l not. In t h i s connection, I would suggest 
the holding of several well-prepared plenary or informal meetings of the Committee 
devoted e x c l u s i v e l y to the elaboration of adequate and c l e a r recommendations on 
the work of i t s s u b s i d i a r y bodies. Such recommendations should d e f i n i t e l y 
take i n t o account the present state of the negotiation process i n each p a r t i c u l a r 
Group. The groups, f o r t h e i r part, should have the p o s s i b i l i t y of r e p o r t i n g to the 
Committee on the state of t h e i r vrork more often than they have done up to now, and 
of p u t t i n g before the Committee t h e i r d i f f i c u l t , sometimes maybe even very 
narrow questions i n order to obtain perhaps some advice and/or guidelines from the 
plenary Committee. Furthermore, i t v;ould bo advisable, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the 
i n t e n s i v e n egotiation process, f o r the s u b s i d i a r y bodies not to consider t h e i r 
formal meetings as the only v/ay of working. I t seems, indeed, that they should look 
f o r a l l possible vjays of reaching agreement through informal c o n s u l t a t i o n s , 
p a r t i c u l a r l y c o n s ultations by thoso delegations which have d i f f e r e n t viev;s on a 
given s p e c i f i c matter. In other words, i t v;ould be worthwhile to t h i n l : about 
how bo ensure the indispensable f l e x i b i l i t y of tiothods and forms of a c t i o n of the 
s u b s i d i a r y bodies. In my view, t h i s г̂ ;ould c o n s t i t u t e one of the possible l e v e r s 
permitting an i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n of work and thus i n c r e a s i n g the e f f i c i e n c y of the 
Committee on Disarmament. 
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The CHAIHMAK; I tnank the representative of Poland f o r h i s statement and 
f o r the kind words that he has addressed to the Chair. It now give the f l o o r 
to the distinguiahed representative of Bel-iuM, His Excellenoy Arabassador Onkelinx. 

Mr. OMiCSLIHX (Belgiui-i) (tran:jlated froin "rench); л do not think i t would 
be very u s e f u l i n thir.- Committee an̂ .i at t h i s stage of our viork, to make a statement 
vihich would seek to e s t a b l i s h r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s and to draw general lessons from 
the s i t u a t i o n which prevailed at the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament. 

WeverthelessJ I think that tne p o s s i b i l i t i e s offered by m u l t i l a t e r a l 
n egotiations on disarmament matters are now c l e a r e r , as comparée- with the 
m u l t i l a t e r a l d e l i b e r a t i v e approach which; i t must oe recognized, has produced 
v i r t u a l l y no concrete r e s u l t s apart f-z'om the hardly won and, in. a ^ense,, f r a g i l e 
achievement of 1 9 7 3 . Since the resumption of our session we have heard many 
statements, some of them polemical and a t times aggressive i n tone. Me do not 
think that the l a t t e r c o n s t i t u t e u s e f u l c o n t r i o u t i o n s to our '..'ork„ I t i s more 
imperative than ever that each of us, f a r from engaging i n polemics, should asic 
himself what i s the bast way of advancing our d i s c u s s i o n s , p a r t i c u l a r l y on the 
p r i o r i t y item.s on our agenea. 

For i t i s of the utmost urgency that the Committee on Disarmament should 
demonstrate i t s capacity to negotiate and to oroduce concrete r e s u l t s . 

negotiations on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons • the item recommended 
f o r our discussions i n plenary t h i s w e e k - — c o n s t i t u t e ; f o r tne immediate futuro, 
the lùost appropriate way of making sucn a demonstration, f o r the follov/ing reasons; 

The problem i s a v i t a l one; a f f e c t i n g the s e c u r i t y of a i l ; 

The Conm-ittee i s unanimous i n i t s w i l l to d r a f t such a convention, and we ha\fe 
j u s t heard Arabassador Sujka, t h e Chairman of tiie • forking Group, give us h i s viev.'s 
and t e l l us of the good atmosphere •/hicli i s at present p r e v a i l i n g i n h i s Group; 

The various parameters f o r such negotiations have now been c l e a r l y defined; and 

i'levi proposals have been made, p a r t i c u l a r l y by the USSR, which deserve c a r e f u l 
study. 

My country attaches great importance to the speedy conclusion of these 
n e g o t i a t i o n s , and we hope that the Committee w i l l DCJ abl-_' to make the necessary 
procedural arrangements f o r devoting a l l the time necessary to t h i s work, i f 
need be going beyond tho c l o s i n g date of t i i i c s e s s i o n . 

Several important concoptual proolems remain to be s e t t l e d . One of them, 
to vjhich I -would l i k e to l i m i t my statement today, concerns whether or not the 
p r o h i b i t i o n of the uso of chemical vieapons should be included i n the scope of the 
convention. I t vjas to t h i s загл-^ s i i b j c c t that embassador Datcu devoted a large 
part of h i s statement , and i listc;neü to him with i n t e r e s t . i.'o knov; tho arguments 
r e l a t i n g to the tv/o theses, and I s h a l l not repeat them. 
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The liorking Group has c e r t a i n l y made progress i n i t s attempt to f i n d a l t e r n a t i v e 
formulas to these two approaches. In conducting t h i s exercise v/e have been able 
to see the close l i n k that e x i s t s between the scope of the convention we are 
e l a b o r a t i n g , the p r o h i b i t i o n s set f o r t h i n the Geneva Protocol, and v e r i f i c a t i o n 
of compliance with the p r o h i b i t i o n of use. 

The 1925 Geneva Protocol was the basis of a lengthy undertaking aimed at the 
complete p r o h i b i t i o n of a l l chemical and b a c t e r i o l o g i c a l weapons. In the 
p r o v i s i o n s of the Protocol i t s e l f , the p r o h i b i t i o n of uae v;as intended to cover 
a l l chemical and b a c t e r i o l o g i c a l weapons. A problem would be created i f a nev 
regime r e l a t i n g to use were introduced s o l e l y f o r chemical weapons; b a c t e r i o l o g i c a l 
weapons being l e f t aside. i n t h i s connection i t i s notevjorthy that tha 1972 
Convention on B a c t e r i o l o g i c a l V'eapons c a r e f u l l y avoided saying anything about the 
p r o h i b i t i o n of use, merely r e c a l l i n g , i n i t s preamble, the provisions of,the 
Geneva P r o t o c o l . Furthermore, a c e r t a i n symmetry has been observed so f a r i n the 
e l a b o r a t i o n of measures aimed at the t o t a l p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical and b a c t e r i o l o g i c a l 
v;eapons. Thus, a f t e r a period of j o i n t negotiation on the two questions, the 
1972 Convention on B a c t e r i o l o g i c a l Weapons prescribed, i n i t s a r t i c l e IX, the 
continuation of the negotiations only on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the development, 
production and s t o c k p i l i n g of chemical v/eapons, and on t h a i r d e s t r u c t i o n . There 
i s no reference i n the a r t i c l e to the p r o h i b i t i o n of t h e i r use. We have to bear 
t h i s symmetry i n mind i f we wish to organize the regime of p r o h i b i t i o n enarging 
from tha Geneva Protocol i n the broadest manner p o s s i b l e . 

V e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance with the p r o h i b i t i o n of use a l s o r a i s e s a number 
of questions. Í'G think that the development of such a mechanism, ooth f o r 
b a c t e r i o l o g i c a l and f o r chemical weapons, would meat a requirement f e l t by tho 
i n t a r n a t i o n a l community, since i t s absence has boon the cause of many disputes and 
of much f r i c t i o n between States over the past decades. The modalities of such 
v e r i f i c a t i o n must be s p e c i f i c to the matter p r o h i b i t e d . Thus the provisions i n 
t h i s respect must be и i f f o r e n t from those r e l a t i n g to v e r i f i c a t i o n of the p r o h i b i t i o n 
of development, production and s t o c k p i l i n g , as w e l l as those r e l a t i n g to d e s t r u c t i o n . 
I t i s a l s o bacoming apparent that, i n view of tha i n t e r r e l a t i o n s h i p between the 
subjects and the symmetry between the ragii.ios f o r the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical and • 
b a c t e r i o l o g i c a l \,'eapons, t h i s type of v e r i f i c a t i o n should be aimed at ensuring 
compliance with the p r o h i b i t i o n of the use of both categories of weapons at tha 
saiP.e time. 

The l i n k between scooe and v e r i f i c a t i o n i n tha context of a s i n g l e instrument 
i s a l s o something to be thought about. i'or i t v;ould be d i f f i c u l t to. include i n 
a convention on chemical weapons a system of v e r i f i c a t i o n which would apply to 
p r o h i b i t i o n s not e x p l i c i t l y mentioned i n the convention,. 

These are the main considerations which un d e r l i e tno i n i t i i a t i v o taken by 
Belgium at the s p e c i a l session when i t submitted a memorandum on monitoring of 
the p r o h i b i t i o n of the use i n combat of chemical and b a c t e r i o l o g i c a l weapons. 
V.ie are now submitting t h i s text to the Conmittoe i n document CD/3OI/CD/CW/WP.59, 
i n the hops that t h i s i n i t i a t i v e w i l l help us i n our j o i n t e f f o r t to f i n d a s o l u t i o n 
to the problem of the use of chemical weapons, 

I s h a l l r e f r a i n from d e s c r i b i n g the contents of the document. I should simply 
l i k e to emphasize i t s basic o b j e c t i v e s . 
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ïhe f i r s t o b j e c t i v e i s to make good the gaps i n the 192^) Protocol by proposing 
a v e r i f i c a t i o n mechanism v/hich v;ould apply to a l l s i t u a t i o n s of the use of chemical 
and b a c t e r i o l o g i c a l weapons i n combat. Че would at the same time a l s o s e t t l e t h i 
debate on the scope of the Protocol by providing that tho p r o h i b i t i o n r e l a t i n g to use 
covers a l l chemical and b a c t e r i o l o g i c a l weapons, not only i n timo of чаг but ;-пого 
generally i n combat. 

The second ob j e c t i v e i s to resolve the problem posed by th.; question of use 
with respect to the convention on chemical weapons. 

And l a s t l y , the t h i r d o b j e c t i v e i s to provide f o r a f l e x i b l e mechanism which 
could be agreed on qui c k l y and enter i n t o force: even before the convention on 
chemical vicapons. The composition of the proposed advisory committee (at th« 
present stage a l l tho States p a r t i e s to the 192o f r c t o c o l and to the 1972 Convention 
on B a c t e r i o l o g i c a l IJeapons) and tho conditions f o r entry i n t o force (a very small 
number of r a t i f i c a t i o n s , we believe) as we envisage them, are such as to p e r r i i t the 
system very q u i c k l y to begin f u n c t i o n i n g . 

The mechanism v/e have i n mind could take the form of an instrument s u i generis, 
whose l i n k s with e x i s t i n g instruments — the 1925 Protocol and the 1972 Convention 
on B a c t e r i o l o g i c a l v/eapons -•• as w e l l as with the ongoing negotiations on chem.ical 
weapons, could be c l e a r l y and o a s i i y described. 

I have expressed the hope that t h i s i n i t i a t i v e w i l l i n p a r t i c u l a r , help us in 
our j o i n t e f f o r t s i n the negotiations on thv-; p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons. 
\ic hope i n t h i s v/ay to stimulate the search f o r an option which may be able to 
s a t i s f y the supporters of the tv/o opposin¿T theses and which may a l s o prove u s e f u l 
at the l e v e l of i n t e r n a t i o n a l law. 

My delegation v j i l l , of courses be ready to provide, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the 
Working Group, any c l a r i f i c a t i o n s which may b:.- desired with regard to t h i s document. 

.T have d e l i b e r a t e l y chosen to confi¡ie t h i s statement to one p a r t i c u l a r item 
on the Committee's agenda out of a d e s i r e to help advance our work. The 
Committee's e f f e c t i v e n e s s v/ould gain much i f a l l dologations were to r e f r a i n , i n 
f u t u r e , from r e a f f i r m i n g p o l i t i c a l p o s i t i o n s known to everyon„, from making 
accusations, and from r e s o r t i n g to charges of i l l f a i t h . 

Our v/ork must not at any timo be transformed i n t o a more forum f o r impressing 
the outside world. The i n t e r n a t i o n a l community would probably be more convinced 
of the r o l e of the Committee on Disarmament i f tho Committee ware to give i t more 
often some evidence of tho r e a l e f f o r t s which wu are a l l w i l l i n g to mako to t r y 
to reach concrete agreements. 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank tho representative of Belgium f o r h i s 3tatem.ent and 
f o r tho kind remarks that he has addressed to the Chair. I now give the f l o o r to 
the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Indonesia, His Excellency Ambassador Sutresna. 

Mr. SUTRESi'lA (Indonesia). Mr. Chairman, I \Jould l i k e at tho outset to extend 
the congratulations of my delegation to you on your assumption of tho chairmanship 
of t h i s Committee f o r the month of .August. Уо. a)\o confident that your wise counsel 
and vast diplomatic experience w i l l contribute to the furtherance of the Committee s 

file:///Jould
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vjork. I t i s of p a r t i c u l a r pleasure f o r me personally as head of the Indonesian 
delegation to welcome to the Chair of our Committee, you, S i r , the representative 
of Kenya, a country with which Indonesia has entered r e c e n t l y i n t o a new stage i n 
i t s b i l a t e r a l r e l a t i o n s , heralding a moro concrete and mutually b e n e f i c i a l co-operation 
between our two c o u n t r i e s . 

I a l s o wish to express the appreciation and g r a t i t u d e of x,he Indonesian 
delegation to your predecessor, Mis Excellency Ambassador Okawa of Japan, f o r h i s 
commendable chairmanship of the Committee during the preceding period. The s k i l l , 
perseverance and dedication that he e x h i b i t e d , o a r t i c u l a r l y at the time j u s t p r i o r 
to the conclusion of the Committee's v/orh i n the soring session i n the view of roy 
delegation g r e a t l y contributed to tho reaching of the stage i n which our Committee 
f i n d s i t s e l f today. 

To His Excellency Amoassador Datcu of IJoujnia. I wish to j o i n previous speakers i n 
o f f e r i n g a welcome to the Committee. My delegation looks forward to continuing 
co-operation with h i s delegation. 

Our prssent session was, exactly one month ago today, preceded by the u n f r u i t f u l 
conclusion of the second s p e c i a l session of the United Mations General Assembly 
devoted to disarmamont. Distinguished représentatives who have spoken before me 
have addressed themselves to t h i s most re g r e t t a b l e episode i n the m u l t i l a t e r a l 
disarmament process. The i n a b i l i t y of the second s p e c i a l session to produce 
meaningful r e s u l t s has compelled us, each and every member of the Committee on 
Disarmament, to-engage i n deep r e f l e c t i o n s and as,3ess the present state of a f f a i r s 
regarding our j o i n t disarmament e f f o r t s . Uo believe i t i s incumbent upon a l l the 
members of t h i s Committee to develop new approaches as WJII as to f i n d ways and 
means with a view to ensuring a more e f f e c t i v e f u n c t i o n i n g of the Committee on 
Disarmament, l e s t we f a i l i n our duty and r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . Much has been s a i d on 
hov; and why the s p e c i a l session d i d not accomplish the task that was sot before i t , 
both at the end of that session and i n the plenary meetings of our Committee. 
Ну delegation gava i t s оцп assessment of the matter at the conclusion of the s p e c i a l 
s e s s i o n . I need hardly emphasize that thв most serious obstacle to the success 
of the second s p e c i a l session was, among other things, the i n c r e a s i n g suspicion and 
d i s t r u s t p r e v a i l i n g i n thr r e l a t i o n s between the major pov/ors, and i n p a r t i c u l a r 
bet\;een tha superpowers. The s p e c i a l session turned out to bo another arena f o r 
f u r t h e r i n g t h e i r antagonism tovirards each other i n t h i s regard, whicli f r u s t r a t e d the 
l e g i t i m a t e demand of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community f o r the establishment of world 
peace and s e c u r i t y through r e a l disarmament measures. My delegation submits, 
with a l l f i i n c o r i t y and h u m i l i t y , that i n order to prevent such a s i t u a t i o n from 
r e c u r r i n g , i t i s necessary f o r those States to show by r e a l and concrete deads 
t h e i r commitment to e x i s t i n g o b l i g a t i o n s and agresraants. Otherwise, i f such a 
s i t u a t i o n c o n s t i t u t e s a trend and permeatoo a l l other i n t e r n a t i o n a l forum;, i n c l u d i n g 
t h i s sole m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament n e g o t i a t i n g body, then I am a f r a i d that the 
r a i s o n d'être and the v i a b i l i t y of t h i s body w i l l be put to a serious t e s t . 

I t i s tha Indonesian delegation's considered view, however, that the second 
s p e c i a l session should not ba .judged only by i t s f a i l u r e and shortcomings. V/c 
should look at tho meagre r e s u l t s achieved there i n t l i o i r proper perspective, that 
i s , with the knowledge that the road to reach our u l t i m a t a goal of a general and 
complete disarmament i s indeed very complex and arduous, and requires constant and 
imaginative t h i n k i n g and r e t h i n k i n g on our part i n our endeavours to give expression 
to our r e a f f i r m a t i o n of the F i n a l Document. 
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This i s where the importance of t h i s session of the Committee on Disarmament 
l i e s . Wo are onterins a stage whore nexv e f f o r t s should be made v/ith more vigour, 
while at tho same time far--bightedness coupled with o b j e c t i v i t y should be our 
guide. • Our summer session v ; i l l be a r e l a t i v e l y snort onv;. I t i s imperative, 
therefore, that the Committee should work with a deep sense of urgency and p r i o r i t y . 

Progress should not be unduly hindered or jeoparo.i'iOü by the misuse of the 
notion of consensus on procedural quc-stiono. Tho Indonesian ciolegation i s of the 
view that th.- Commàtteo should immediately s t a r t i t s r e a l work on the highest 
p r i o r i t y item, ''Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament", by 
s e t t i n g up a working group. !,'e strongly believe that nuclear disarmament i s not 
the concern s o l a l y of thoso v.'ho ov/n nuclear weapons and arsenals, but i s indeed 
the major concern of mankind as a v/holo. This has been amply demonstrated by the 
i n c r e a s i n g l y manifest world opinion shared by growing numbers of people i n many 
parts of tho vjorld. I t i s c e r t a i n l y i n c o r r e c t to believe that tho fa t e of mankind 
should bo subjected to tne p o l i t i c a l expediencies of c e r t a i n powers, Tho working 
group, when i t i s c s t a o l i s h e d , w i l l have a useful document contained i n CD/116 
dated 9 J u l y 1930 proposed by tho Group of 21, on the basis of v;hich i t could 
s t a r t i t s v/ork. In t h i s connection, the Indian proposal on the prevention of nuclear 
v/ar, i n the opinion of my delegation, i s indeed of the utmost importance inasmuch 
as i t s t h r u s t has a d i r e c t bearing on our common s u r v i v a l . This subject could 
w e l l be taken up as a p r i o r i t y item i n tho proposed \/orking group. We f e e l that 
i t i s already time to abandon the p r a c t i c e of dealing with item 2 of our agenda 
through informal meetings. hxporicnce has shewn us that t h i s procedure i s inadequate 
and leads us nov/here. 

Another important item that the Committee should focus on during the summer 
session i s that of chemical v/eapons. The work dono by the Ad Hoc Working Group 
on Chemical V/eapons during the two v/ecks before the s t a r t of the summer session of 
the Committüo on Disiirmament under the able leadership of Ambassador Sujka of 
Poland deserves our ap p r o c i a t i o n . Through informal working arrangements and by 
deali n g with each of the elements of tho package under discussion i n d i f f e r e n t small 
groups, a s s i s t e d by tho p o s i t i v e atmosphere p r e v a i l i n g i n the di s c u s s i o n s , the 
Working Group has made some progress tiia t coiild load the Group to proceed f u r t h e r 
towards the ob j e c t i v e of drawing up a d r a f t convention on chemical weapons. I t i s 
c e r t a i n l y our common duty and r e s p o n s i b i l i t y to ensure that 'luring t h i s summer 
session tho Ad }!oc vîorking Grou^ on Chemical Weapons w i l l be able to такз f u r t h e r 
headway so that i t may l i v e up to our expectations. And one way of doing t h i s i s 
by encouraging; small groups and. informal consultations which have proved to be us e f u l 
during the prc-sossion coneultations as I ind i c a t e d o a r l i ^ r . 

One of the important r e s u l t s of our spring session i s the establishment of the 
Working Group on a nuclear t e s t ban. Woodless to say my delegation, for one, i s 
anxious to see the "Working Group commence i t s substantive v/ork as soon as p o s s i b l e . 
Ue a l l have to make serious e f f o r t s to overcome the d i f f i c u l t i e s that seem to stand 
i n the way. The f i n d i n g s which have been made so f a r by the seismic experts Group 
should, i n the view of my delegation, contribute to the s o l u t i o n of the problems 
i n tho matter of v e r i f i c a t i o n . But tho most important t h i n g i s how to t r a n s l a t e 
these t e c h n i c a l f i n d i n g s i n t o a p o l i t i c a l consensus. In t h i s connection i t might 
be u s e f u l to r e c a l l the statement by tho Secretary-General of the United Nations 
that " a l l the t e c h n i c a l and s c i e n t i f i c aspects of the problem had been so f u l l y 
explored that only a p o l i t i c a l d e c i s i o n was necessary i n order to achieve agreement • 
(CD/86). 
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Another important item i / i t h which our Committee should deal during the summer 
session i s that of the prevention of the arns race i n outer space. Indonesia has 
been and w i l l reniain committed to the established l e g a l p r i n c i p l e s concerning the 
peaceful uses of outer space. Indonesia i s an a c t i v e ri.ember of the united I'ations 
Committee on the Peaceful Usas of Outer Space. The "creeping" use of outer space 
f o r non-peaceful purposes by c e r t a i n space powers, despite the existence of appropriate 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l l e g a l instrureants against such a c t i v i t i e s , has r a i s e d serious concern 
on our part, as w e l l as, I be l i e v e , on the part of the majority of the community 
of nations. My delegation i s of tho v±-.v that the Com.nittco should agree on the 
s e t t i n g up of an ad hoc working group on outer space. In order to f a c i l i t a t e i t s 
work on t h i s ite\n, tho Committee .oa.y consider the p o o s i b i l i t i a s of co-operation and 
co-ordination witi) the United"dations Committoe on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space„ 
Our Comm.ittao might also deem i t appropriate to take advantage of and to benefit 
from the Second United Mations Conference on Outer Space (L'NISPACE I I ) now taking 
place i n Vienna. 

1 have j u s t h i g h l i g h t e d c e r t a i n important issues on which the Committee, uo 
b e l i e v e , should focus during the summer session. The fa c t that I have not made 
any mention of other important issues should not be construed as io-plying that there 
i s a d e c l i n e of i n t e r e s t i n tho.-n on our part. 

The f a i l u r e of the second s p e c i a l session со roacn agrecitent on a comprehanoive 
programme of disarmament doss not i n any way chango our c o n v i c t i o n that the CPD 
should a l s o be given equal p r i o r i t y i n tho work of our Comriittoo. My delegation 
holds the view that a f t e r wo have a l l given to i t the seemingly needed timo f o r 
deep r e f l e c t i o n , with the imagination of a l l members of the Committee, i t should be 
pos s i b l e to a r r i v e at agreement that the CPD should not i n any way undermine the 
F i n a l Document but, on tno contrary, should c l e a r l y r o f i o c t i t and advance thorefrom. 
For p r a c t i c a l purposes, however, 1 consider i t appropriate f o r the Committoe to 
have decided that tiie r e c e n t l y re-established Working Group on a Comprehensive 
Programme of Disarmament,' under tho able chairmanship of Ambassador Garcia Hoblos, 
V i l l i not resume i t s formal substan^cive v;ork u n t i l early next year. In t h i s connection 
I wish to submit that we agree with the understanding that has been reached that the 
di s t i n g u i s n e d Working Group Chairman nay utiliL-.o to the maximum the present summer 
session f o r informal consultations f o r tho purpose of f i n d i n g v;ays and means to 
ensure the more e f f e c t i v e f u n c t i o n i n g of tho V/orking Group •..'hen i t t a k e - u p substantive 
issues e a r l y next year. On other remaining import-.nt issues, e.g. negative s e c u r i t y 
assurances and r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, wo a l s o oharo the view expressed i n t h i s 
Committee that these matters might be more e f f e c t i v e l y d e a l t with a f t e r f u r t h e r 
r e f l e c t i o n . 

In conclusion, my delegation wishes to submit that i t i s of o v e r r i d i n g importance 
that we, each and every one of us, i n embarking on our vrork during t h i s summer 
sess i o n , should demonstrate with r e a l deeds tho as s e r t i o n to the e f f e c t that we wore 
not discouraged by the di s a p p o i n t i n g r e s u l t s of tbe aocond s p e c i a l session. Let 
us a l l t r y more s e r i o u s l y to recapture and rc - e n l i v e n the momentum of the pursuit 
of peace and s e c u r i t y through m u l t i l a t e r a l disarvaament n e g o t i a t i o n s . For as you 
r i g h t l y pointed out i n your opening statencnt, Mr. Chairman, tho Comnitteo on 
Disarmament, p r e c i s e l y because of v;hat has not been achieved at the second s p e c i a l 
GGssion, i s now confrontad with a challenge that wo i n d i v i d u a l l y and c o l l e c t i v e l y 
should meet. 
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The CHAIRMAN; I thank the representative of Indonesia f o r h i s statement and 
fo r the kind remarks that he has addressed to the Chair. 

That concludes my l i s t of speakers f o r today. Does any other delegation wish 
to take the f l o o r ? 

The next plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament w i l l be held on 
Thursday, 12 August, at 1 0 , 3 0 a.m. 

The meeting stands adjourned, 

The meeting rose at 12„ТО p.m. 
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The CHAIRMAN: The Committee continues today i t s consideration of item 4 of 
i t s agenda, "Chemical weapons". However, i n accordance with r u l e 30 of thé 
r u l e s of procedure, members wishing to do so may make statements on any other 
subject relevant to the- work of the 'Committee. 

I. have on my l i s t of speakers f o r today the representatives of the 
United States of America, B u l g a r i a , the Netherlands, Czechoslovakia, the Union of 
Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics, Burma, the United Kingdom and I n d i a . 

I now give the f l o o r to the f i r s t speaker on m y ' l i s t , the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
r t p r u s e n t a t i v e of the United States of America, His Excellency Ambassador F i e l d s . 

Mr. FIELDS (United States of America): Mr. Chairman, at the plenary session • 
on Tuesday I emphasized the importance my Government attaches to tha subject of •. 
chemical weapons. On 8 February of t h i s year President Reagan stated that "the 
ultimate goal of US p o l i c y i s to eliminate the.threat of chemical warfare by 
achieving a complete and v e r i f i a b l e ban on chemical weapons". Today I wish to 
commtjnt on the current status of our e f f o r t s in.tne Committee on Disarmament to 
elaborate a chemical weapons ban and also to give th¿ views of my delegation as 
to what i s rt-quired i f progress i s to be mad'̂ . I w i l l aleo o u t l i n e the general 
points which wt: believe should form the basis of a chemical weapons convention. 

Our meeting today i s ono of tne two plenary meetings dealing vdth a chemical 
weapons ban. Since the Ad Hoc I'orking Group on Chemical Wqrapona has already -been 
i n session f o r more than three wesks, i t providi'^s a good opportunity to take stock 
of the Committee's e f f o r t s to elaoorate a chemical weapons convention. And, since 
a s i g n i f i c a n t amount of time remains t h i s summer f o r f u r t h e r work, we have the 
opportunity to check our progress and make mid-course c o r r e c t i o n s , i f necessary. 

Although my delegation i s disappointed ;-t the o v e r - a l l pace and organization 
of our v;ork, the chemical weapons 'Working Group i s entering upon a more i n t e n s i v e 
and productive phase. The d e c i s i o n to resum..̂  disçusbions on chemical weapons 
two weeks before tho Committee i t : ^ e l f reconvened -was c l e a r l y a wise one. I t enabled 
the members of the Working Group to devoto more time and energy to the subject 
than i s possible once the regular session begins. A c e r t a i n momentum was achieved 
under the able chairmanship of Ambassador Sujka durin.g those two weeks, which my. 
delegation Ьорез w i l l continue through tho e n t i r e session. 

For the f i r s t time, the Working Group has acted to deal with some of the 
key problems vjhich must be resolved i f r> convention i s to become a r e a l i t y . The. 
c r e a t i o n of s o - c a l l e d "'homework groups*' to discuas s p e c i f i c problems and to 
i d e n t i f y possible approaches to overcoming them i s a stoo i n the r i g h t d i r e c t i o n . 
Also, f o r the f i r s t time the consultations with t e c h n i c a l experts have t a c k l e d 
some of the major t e c h n i c a l issues r e l a t e d to v e r i f i c a t i o n , i had the pleasure 
of attending one of t h e i r . s e s s i o n s on v e r i f i c a t i o n and d e s t r u c t i o n and found the 
i n t e r e s t high and the proceedings businc-ss-like. 
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h number of delegations have made important and i n t e r e s t i n g proposals regarding 
a chemical weapons ban i n the Committee t h i s year. Last s p r i n g , the delegations 
of the United Kingdom and the Federal Republic of Germany presented d e t a i l e d 
working papers on the subject of v e r i f i c a t i o n (CD/244 and CD/265). The Soviet 
document containing "basic p r o v i s i o n s " of a chemical weapons convention (CD/294) 
i s p o t e n t i a l l y u s e f u l i n our d i s c u s s i o n s . 

These are the p o s i t i v e elements. However, much remains to be done, and my 
delegation i s not e n t i r e l y s a t i s f i e d with the Committee's work on chemical weapons 
so f a r t h i s summer. 

My delegation came prepared to do serious business. This has been d i f f i c u l t 
because a number of delegations, i n c l u d i n g several p a r t i c u l a r l y i n f l u e n t i a l - ones, 
apparently wish to avoid d e a l i n g v/ith the key obstacles to the e l a b o r a t i o n of a 
convention. Although most delegations are pressing to come to g r i p s with the 
fundamental v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance i s s u e s , a few s t i l l t r y t o d i v e r t a t t e n t i o n 
to l e s s important questions. Unless t h i s d i f f i c u l t y can be overcome and the 
Committee can proceed to deal vjith the key v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance issues i n 
a concrete, task-by-task manner, as I proposed here lasst March, we w i l l not get 
very f a r . 

Serious business has also been f r u s t r a t e d because the p o s i t i o n of the 
Soviet delegation on v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance issues remains unclear. We have 
heard that t h e i r delegation has new f l e x i b i l i t y regarding on-site i n s p e c t i o n 
p r o v i s i o n s , an area c r u c i a l to r e a l progress i n t h i s Working Group, We have 
been loo k i n g forward to r e c e i v i n g a c l e a r explanation of how f a r the Soviet Union 
i s prepared to go i n meeting the v e r i f i c a t i o n concerns expressed by my delegation 
and. many others. We were disappointed that such elaboration of the Soviet p o s i t i o n 
was not presented when working paper CD/294 was t a b l e d . But we are. hopeful that 
such explanations w i l l be forthcoming soon, so that the Committee can take them 
i n t o consideration i n i t s work t h i s summer. For our part, we are ready to deal 
s e r i o u s l y v;ith any and a l l c o n s t r u c t i v e proposals regarding v e r i f i c a t i o n , whether 
from the Soviet delegation or any other. 

F i n a l l y , our work has been hampered because of the complexity of the 
Committee's agenda. For many delegates, the subject of chemical weapons i s only 
one of many issues with which thoy must dea l . Vis can understand and sympathize 
Viith uhess delegations but we must u t i l i z e the time a v a i l a b l e f o r work on 
chemical weapons i n the most e f f i c i e n t manner. We are prepared to explore new 
procedures which w i l l allow the work on a chemical weapons ban to proceed as 
r a p i d l y as p o s s i b l e . 

As a s p e c i f i c suggestion, my delegation believes that more e f f e c t i v e use 
should be made of t e c h n i c a l experts. For example, the most recent s e r i e s of 
t e c h n i c a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s has demonstrated that attempting to compress the 
c o n s u l t a t i o n s i n t o one wee,k i s i n e f f e c t u a l . Since most experts are i n Geneva 
f o r at l e a s t tv/o weeks, consideration should be given to scheduling adequate time 
f o r in-dcpth discussion of issues d i r e c t l y relevant to the e f f o r t s of the Working 
Group. We should expect concrete r e s u l t s from these d i s c u s s i o n s . 
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This morning, as I have done on other occasions, I want to emphasize the 
serious a t t i t u d e of the United States toward achieving a complete and v e r i f i a b l e 
ban on chemical weapons. I have i n the past stressed the importance vihich i s 
attached to such a ban at the highest l e v e l s of our Government, 

Wt; are a c t i v e i n a l l aspects of the Working Group!s e f f o r t s . We have 
augmented our d e l e g a t i o n . We have brought a number of s p e c i a l i s t s to Geneva f o r 
the c o n s u l t a t i o n s with t e c h n i c a l experts. And we have made and w i l l continue 
to niak.j c r e a t i v e proposals f o r dealing \-iith the important v e r i f i c a t i o n questions. 
But i n t h i s day and age of i n f l a t e d r h e t o r i c soma scepticism apparently remains 
about pur truv2 i n t e n t i o n s . Our goal should bo c l e a r to a l l . I t i s tha goal 
astablish«d by President Reagan — to achieve a : complote and e f f e c t i v e ban on 
chemical•weapons, 

Let me o u t l i n e now some general points v/hich we believf. should serve as a 
basis f o r an e f f e c t i v e agreement, 

Tho scope of any future agreement should p r o h i b i t the development, production, 
s t o c k p i l i n g , a c q u i s i t i o n , r e t e n t i o n or t r a n s f e r of chemicals, munitions and 
equipment f o r chemical weapons purposes. Certain other a c t i v i t i e s and 
c a p a b i l i t i e s which co n t r i b u t e to an o f f e n s i v e chemical weapons c a p a b i l i t y should 
be prohibited,.. In a d d i t i o n , the agreement should ban any aasistance or 
encouragement :to others t o obtain or produce chemicals or munitions f o r chemical 
weapons purposes. 

In our viaw, the agreement should cover super-toxic l e t h a l chemicals, other 
l e t h a l chemicals, and other harmful chemicals, and precursors of such chemicals. 
We do not believe i t necessary to include herbicides or r i o t c o n t r o l agents, 

Л general purpose c r i t e r i o n should ba incorporated i n the agreement, along 
with s p e c i f i c t o x i c i t y c r i t e r i a to supplement such a c r i t e r i o n . 

One of the kay disputes i n the VJorking Group i s whether or not to include 
a ban on the use of chemical weapons. The United States supports i n p r i n c i p l e 
tht: banning of any из« of chemical weapons i n armed, c o n f l i c t , - At tha same time 
wa b e l i f i v i ^ t hat care must ba taken to avoid undermining the 1925 Geneva P r o t o c o l , 
Therefore, vie believe c o n s i d e r a t i o n should be given to i n c l u d i n g i n a convention 
a r e a f f i r m a t i o n of the P r o t o c o l and of supplementary undertakings. Furthermore, 
we believe that the v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance p r o v i s i o n s should allow f o r a 
f a c t - f i n d i n g i n q u i r y i n t o a l l e g e d uses of chemical weapons. 

Let me turn now t o issues r e l a t i n g to tha d e c l a r a t i o n and e l i m i n a t i o n of 
s t o c k p i l e s and f a c i l i t i e s , Tht. d e c l a r a t i o n of chemical weapons s t o c k p i l e s and 
chemical v;aapons production and f i l l i n g f a c i l i t i e s should provide base-lines 
f o r monitoring purposes. Thus, any agreemant should mandate prompt, d e t a i l e d 
d e c l a r a t i o n of any chemicals, munitions and s p e c i a l l y designed equipment i n 
chemical v/eapons s t o c k p i l e s . The agreemant should a l s o mandate prompt and 

file:///-iith
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d e t a i l e d d e c l a r a t i o n of any f a c i l i t i e s designed or used f o r the production of 
any chemical which i s p r i m a r i l y used f o r chemical weapons purposes or f o r f i l l i n g 
chemical munitions. Such f a c i l i t i e s should be declared even i f they are or were 
dual-purpose f a c i l i t i e s designed or used i n part f o r other purposes, such as 
c i v i l i a n production. Declarations of s t o c k p i l e s should include the chemical 
name and quantity of agent, munitions, equipment possessed, and the exact 
s t o c k p i l e l o c a t i o n . ' Declaration of production and f i l l i n g f a c i l i t i e s should 
include the nature of each f a c i l i t y , i t s capacity and exact l o c a t i o n . 

In thià area the agreement should a l s o provide f o r confirming d e c l a r a t i o n s 
of stocks and f a c i l i t i e s , f o r immediate and v e r i f i a b l e closure of f a c i l i t i e s , 
and a ban on construction of any new f a c i l i t i e s . Declared s t o c k p i l e s and 
f a c i l i t i e s should be destroyed over a ten-year period according to an agreed 
schedule and agreed procedures. 

The agreement should also provide f o r agreed c o n t r o l s under which tho 
declared chemicals vjitli l e g i t i m a t e peaceful a p p l i c a t i o n s could be used f o r such 
purposes. 

As the Committee i s already w e l l aware, my Government places p a r t i c u l a r 
emphasis on e f f e c t i v e v e r i f i c a t i o n p r o v i s i o n s . To be acceptable to the 
United States, the v e r i f i c a t i o n provisions of a chemical weapons convention must 
provide confidence that other p a r t i e s are complying with a l l p r o v i s i o n s of 
the convention. For the foreseeable future such confidence cannot be obtained 
by n a t i o n a l t e c h n i c a l means alone. In some s i t u a t i o n s , mandatory, extensive 
and c a r e f u l l y - s p e c i f i e d o n -site i n s p e c t i o n w i l l be needed. A chemical weapons 
convention w i l l tberefore require a v e r i f i c a t i o n system based on a combination' 
of n a t i o n a l and i n t e r n a t i o n a l measures. Included i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l measures 
must be pro'visions f o r systematic i n t e r n a t i o n a l o n -site i n s p e c t i o n . 

In p a r t i c u l a r we believe that there should be agreement i n advance i n the 
convention that the f o l l o w i n g a c t i v i t i e s , as a minimum, s h a l l be subject to 
systematic i n t e r n a t i o n a l o n -site v e r i f i c a t i o n : 

Destruction of declared s t o c k p i l e s , on a continuous basis u n t i l d e s t r u c t i o n 
i s completed; 

D i s p o s i t i o n of decl-'ired production and f i l l i n g f a c i l i t i e s , under agreed 
procedures, u n t i l the f a c i l i t i e s have been destroyed; 

Permitted small-scale production of super-toxic l^^thal chemicals f o r 
p r o t e c t i v e purposes, under agreed procedures, f o r as long as a f a c i l i t y 
i s maintainiîd f o r that purpos,. 

Furthermore, the agreement should próvido f o r tho c r e a t i o n of a c o n s u l t a t i v e 
committee of p a r t i e s with v e r i f i c a t i o n responaibilitieü. 
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Agr.;jd procedures should be included f o r a f a c t - f i n d i n g i n v e s t i g a t i o n under 
tlio auspices of the t r e a t y p a r t i e s i n the event that suspicious a c t i v i t i e s were 
reported. Л more p r a c t i c a l arrangem:.;.;t than a m^^eting of tha f u l l c o n s u l t a t i v e 
committee should bo provided f o r i n i t i a t i n ; ' ; and c a r r y i n g out such an i n q u i r y . 

he believe that the complaints procedure should incorporate the o b l i g a t i o n 
to co-operate i n r-asolving compliance issues e x p e d i t i o u s l y . T i i i s should include 
an appropriate r i g h t of on-site i n s p o c t i o n at subject s i t e s . Л means for redress 
i f the issue i s not s a t i s f a c t o r i l y resolved should a l s o be provided. 

The agreement should include c o n s t r a i n t s s p e c i f i c a l l y designed to reduce 
monitorinf-; d i f f i c u l t i e s , and should contain e f f e c t i v e confidGnce--building measures. 
Further, there should be provisions f o r exchange of information on the production 
and use of s p e c i f i c commercial chemicals, i n c l u d i n g precursors, which might be 
d i v e r t e d to chemical weapons purposes. 

F i n a l l y , and t h i s i s a p a r t i c u l a r l y important point, there should be e f f e c t i v e 
p r o v i s i o n s f o r dealing with the p o s s i b i l i t y of undeclared s t o c k p i l e s and f a c i l i t i e s . 

At our spring session, I noted with sorrovr that the Committee's e f f o r t s to 
ban chsmicnl v.-eapons were taki n g place under tne long and dark shadov; of the use 
of chemical weapons i n current c o n f l i c t s . 1 wish I could today report that t h i s 
heinous p r a c t i c e had c;ascd. Unfortunqitely t h i s i s not the cqtse. The use of 
p r o h i b i t e d t o x i n weapons and l e t h a l chemical agents i n souch--east Asia and 
chemical v;arfare i n Afgnanistan continue. As President Reagan sa i d v/hen he 
addressed the second s p e c i a l session-, 

"The Soviet Union and t h e i r a l l i e s are v i o l a t i n g the Geneva Pro t o c o l , 
of 1925, r e l a t e d r u l e s of i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and the 1972 B i o l o g i c a l Weapons 
Convention. There i s conclusive evidence that the Soviet Government has 
provided to xins for use i n Laos and Kampuchea, and are themselves using 
chemical weapons against freedom f i g h t e r s i n Afghanistan. Ue have repeatedly 
protested to the Soviet Government, as vieil as the Governments of Laos and 
V i e t Nam, t h e i r use of chemical and t o x i n weapons. Wa c a l l upon them now 
to grant f u l l and free access to t h e i r countries or to t e r r i t o r i e s they 
c o n t r o l so that United Nations experts can conduct an e f f e c t i v e , independent 
i n v e s t i g a t i o n to v a r i f y cessation of these horrors 

There i s an import;int lesson f o r the Committee to be drawn from t h i s daadful 
experience. Any new agreement must have e f f e c t i v e provisions f o r ensuring 
compliance. The e x i s t i n g chemical weapons and biological'weapons conventions 
do not have adequate v i r i f i c a t i o n and compliance p r o v i s i o n s . They are being 
v i o l a t e d . We must not succumb t o any teinptnfcion to conclude a convention which 
does not ban these wecipons completely, e f f e c t i v e l y , and v e r i f i a b l y . We simply 
must never mako that mistake again. 
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Mr. TELLALOV ( B u l g a r i a ) : Mr. Chairman, i t i s a pleasure f o r 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 o r g a n i z a t i o n a l questions have been' 
ex p e d i t i o u s l y solved. I would also l i k e to thank your predecessor. Ambassador Okawa 
of Japan, f o r the u s e f u l viork done during bhn concluding days of the Committee's 
spring session. I t i s a pleasure to welcome among us Ambassador Datcu, the 
representative of Romania, a country vsfhich i s a good neighbour and a l l y of B u l g a r i a . 

With your permission, Mr. Chairman, and with the understanding of my colleagues, 
I would l i k e , before addressing the question of chemical weapons, to touch b r i e f l y 
upon some other issues on the agenda, since I have not had the opportunity to take 
part i n the two meetings set f o r general d i s c u s s i o n . 

The summer session of the Committee on Disarmament i s being held at a time 
t h a t i s c r u c i a l f o r the future of i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s . Actions have been 
undertaken which have caused a d e t e r i o r a t i o n i n the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n and 
created an atmosphere of confrontation and m i l i t a r i s m i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l l i f e . S u f f i c e 
i t to mention the decisions adopted by the MATO summit meeting held on the eve of 
the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly, the s e r i e s of b e l l i g e r e n t 
statements made by high-ranking opponents to détente, as w e l l as the declared 
i n t e n t i o n of a leading Western State of provoking subversive actions i n the s o c i a l i s t 
c o u n t r i e s . The attempts to d i s r u p t normal economic and trade r e l a t i o n s between 
States have been continued. The implementation of the • programmes f o r the 
production and deployment of new, highly d e s t a b i l i z i n g ' ' f i r s t s t r i k e " nuclear weapons, 
which form the basis of the doctrine of " l i m i t e d nuclear л-iar", have been confirmed 
and f u r t h e r developed. The i n t e r n a t i o n a l community i s deeply worried a l s o by the 
f l a g r a n t acts of aggression and genocide on the part of I s r a e l against the 
P a l e s t i n i a n and Lebanese peoples. 

An important event, most c l o s e l y r e l a t e d to the tasks assigned to the Committee 
on Disarmament, was the second s p e c i a l session on disarmament, which continues to 
be the object of various assessments by the world public and by governments. I do 
not intend now to analyse the reasons that prevented the s p e c i a l session from 
concluding with the r a s u l t s which a l l peoples i n the world had r i g h t l y expected 
from i t . I t i s most re g r e t t a b l e that the laading States of NATO, aiming at m i l i t a r y 
s u p e r i o r i t y and g l o b a l domination, once again blocked the reaching of agreement, 
which could have contributed to the s o l u t i o n of the most urgent problème of 
disarmament, and p a r t i c u l a r l y those of nuclear disarmament. 

The question of the prevention of nuclear war was the c i i n t r a l problem at the 
s p e c i a l session and remains v i t a l f o r the whole of mankind. Numerous i n i t i a t i v e s 
and proposals designed to solve i t e f f e c t i v e l y were submitted to the s p e c i a l session 
by s o c i a l i s t , non-aligned and n e u t r a l c o u n t r i e s . My own country a l s o presented, on 
behalf of tho s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , a working paper on that subject. 

The solemn u n i l a t e r a l undertaking by the Soviet Government contained i n 
President Brezhnev's message to the s p e c i a l session o f f e r s a v i a b l e way f o r a v e r t i n g 
nuclear war. I f a l l nuclear-weapon States undertake a s i m i l a r o b l i g a t i o n , t h i s would 
i n p r a c t i c e become equivalent to a p r o h i b i t i o n of the use of nuclear weapons. Apart 
from e l i m i n a t i n g the r i s k of nuclear war, such a measure would s u b s t a n t i a l l y 
c ontribute to b u i l d i n g confidence among States. 
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I t i s h i g h l y r e g r e t t a b l e that the o p p o r t u n i t i e s o f f e r e d at the second s p e c i a l 
session to open the way to r e s o l v i n g the complex of questions r e l a t e d to nuclear 
disarmament have once again been l e t pass by. The problems, however, remain, and 
the urgent tasks ensuing from them should be d e a l t v/ith on the basis of the 
i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n of e f f o r t s i n the f i e l d of disarmament neg o t i a t i o n s . 

The Soviet-American negotiations on the l i m i t a t i o n and reduction of s t r a t e g i c 
arms can make a d e c i s i v e c o n t r i b u t i o n to achieving the f i n a l goal of nuclear 
disarmament. We welcome tho readiness of the Soviet Union to agree as of now on a 
q u a n t i t a t i v e freeze of t h e . s t r ^ t e g i c arms of both the USSR and tho United S t s t e s , on 
w e l l as on l i m i t i n g the modernization of these systems. 

An e a r l y agreement i n the negotiations between the Soviet Union and the 
United States on the l i m i t a t i o n of nuclear weapons i n Europe would be a s u b s t a n t i a l 
c o n t r i b u t i o n to the success of the e f f o r t s to eliminate the nuclear threat from the 
European continent. Wo are worried, however, by the f a c t that instead of responding 
p o s i t i v e l y to the constructive' proposals and u n i l a t e r a l steps undertaken by the 
Soviet Union, the American side continues to mark time around i t s "гего option", 
thus dooming the t a l k s to a "zero r e s u l t " . 

The unanimous r e a f f i r m a t i o n of the v a l i d i t y of the F i n a l Document adopted i n 
1978, along with, the renewed o b l i g a t i o n of States to abide by the p r i o r i t i e s set 
f o r t h i n the Programme of Action i n which nucloar disarmament was accorded the 
highest p r i o r i t y , was an important outcome of the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . This f a c t 
undoubtedly has a d i r e c t bearing on the work of our Committee. Vh share the view 
expressed on 3 August by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador of B r a z i l , Mr. de Souza e S i l v a , 
and others that t h i s i s a renewed commitment on the part of a l l Member States to the 
immediate s t a r t of m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations on measures of nuclear disarmament. 

Now ":ore than ever the Committeo on Disarmament has the task of making a 
meaningful c o n t r i b u t i o n to the e l a b o r a t i o n of concrete measures on the item, 
"Cessation, of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament". I t i s inadmissible i f 
the Committee continues not to be allowed to f u l f i l i t s primary r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . 

Wo welcome i n t h i s regard the observations made by the delegations of I n d i a , 
Mexico, Palcistan and many others concerning the problems of nuclear disarmament. The 
Bulgarian delegation f u l l y supports the s o t t i n g up of an ad hoc working group on 
item 2 w i t h i n tho current session of the Com.mitt.ie. 

Tho implementation of the proposal of the Soviet Union f o r the e l a b o r a t i o n , 
adoption and stage-by-stage r e a l i z a t i o n of a programme of nuclear disarmament on tho 
basis of the parameters suggested i n the Soviet memorandum at the s p e c i a l session 
would be i n f u l l conformity with paragraph 50 of the F i n a l document. This idea could 
be considered i n the context of the examination of the aspects of nuclear disarmament 
by t h i s Committee. 

Many questions r e l a t i n g to nuclear disarmament have already been p i l e d up on the 
ne g o t i a t i n g t a b l e of the Committee on Disarmament. This a p p l i e s to the elaboration 
of a t r e a t y on a completo and general p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear weapon t e s t s , the 
elab o r a t i o n of e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon 
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, the drawing up of a 
convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the production, s t o c k p i l i n g , deployment and use of 
neutron nuclear v/eapons, e t c . My delegation intends to o f f e r i t s s p e c i f i c comments 
on some of these i s s u e s , as w e l l as on th.; problem of preventing an arms race i n 
outer space, at the forthcoming meetings of the Committee. 
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•Thü-;m;>ation of outlawing с Vi о и i с а 1 w о а pon s а п ci of th>jir d-.-o.truction r amaina 
one of tha f o c a l points i n the f i e l d of disarinament. I t i s generall y recognized 
that we have reached an important crossro-ids. riow i t i s up to us to take a v.'ell" 
defined course towards the elaboration of the convention by r e s o l v i n g th-j 
outstanding issuas on the basis of a r e a l i s t i c and e f f e c t i v e approach and 
harmonizing our views on the necessary p o l i t i c a l and t e c h n i c a l d e c i s i o n s . 

The other v/ay v.'ould take us in t o a l a b y r i n t h whoso meanders ar-; named • ' a l l -
embracing scope", "100 per cent v e r i f i c a t i o n " ' , ''round-the-clock on-site i n s p e c t i o n s " , 
e t c . L:ike every l a b y r i n t h t h i s ont- should have in e x i t , too, but whan we f i n a l l y 
reach the and of the tunnel we s h a l l most probably be confronted oy a d i f f e r e n t set 
of problems caused by tech n o l o g i c a l advanc- and weapons d"-velopment. I have i n 
mind, of course,, tho bin-ry types of c'oemical v/e'ipons, v/hatovir the e f f o r t s to 
minimize t h e i r negative i-:pact on.the n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

'to l i s t e n e d with i n t e r e s t and s a t i s f a c t i o n to the statement at our l a s t meeting 
of tho di s t i n g u i s h e d Chairman of the Ad Ь'ос i'orklng Group, Ambarasador Sujka of 
Poland. I t i s our hope that under h i s aole -MVA energetic leadersnip i t w i l l be 
possible to r e a l i z e the goal c f elaborating optional and why not ir¡ soma cases, 
agreed, — - t e x t s of tho elements of the future convention. This vjould be i n 
accordance with tho p r i o r i t y given to t h i s item on our agenda, and even m.ora so 
with the demands and the wishes of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community. In t h i s l i n ^ ; of 
thought, I wish to r-jnder thc: f u l l support of our delegation to the ide-a of the 
di s t i n g u i s h e d r-rorí-sentative of the 3ovi..'t Union Ambassador Issra a l y a n , who, v-ihila 
presenting the nev; niajor Soviet i n i t i a t i v e , -ijasie provisions of a convention on . 
the p r o h i b i t i o n of the development, production and s t o c k p i l i n g of chemical weapons 
and on th e i i - d e s t r u c t i o n " , sugj;asted at the opening ii.^eting of the Viorking Group 
that a t e n t a t i v e deadline f o r the f i n a l -'ilaboration of the d r a f t convention should 
ba agreed upon. 

Today I viould l i k e to o f f e r some observations on the r e l a t i o n s h i p between 
nacional and i n t e r n a t i o n a l measure,'.? of c o n t r o l and v e r i f i c a t i o n , '.'ith a view to the 
s o l u t i o n of numerous issues i n t h i s compl ;< domain, i n c l u d i ; ^ the cost-effectiv.;ne3s 
of these procedures, i t зсеаз necessary to diecuss and o u t l i n e i n more precise 
terms at l e a s t tho follov-iing asp;ct3 of t h i s r o l a t i o n s h i p ; 

Tha u t i l i z a t i o n to the maximum extent of the po¿sibiliti.-,s of n a t i o n a l 
c o n t r o l , supplementing nation''! iriochani.ams with i n t e r n a t i o n a l m.easurea when 
and v/here an agreed n e c j s o i t y e x i s t s . 

Tho c o r r e l a t i o n of n a t i o n a l and i n t e r n a t i o n a l measures should ba determined 
i n every s p e c i f i c case depending on tht; nature of the relevant provisions 
of the convention with a vj .̂w to constructing tho mor,t e f f i c i e n t and at the 
same time l e a s t cumb.irsom.i system of c o n t r o l and v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

An evaluation of the rol-- of confidence-buildin-:^ measures i n the context of 
the o v e r - a l l approach to the probloúia of c o n t r o l and v e r i f i c a t i o n . Of 
p a r t i c u l a r importancÎ i n t h i s respect vrould be the f a c t that the d i f f e r e n t 
kinds of decl a r a t i o n s envisaged i n the convention w i l l provide valuablo and 
indispensable information, guaranteed by the a u t h o r i t y of the respective 
State party to the convention. 
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VJa o f f e r these considerations guided by the thought that the cornerstone of 
any system of c o n t r o l and v e r i f i c a t i o n must be r a t i o n a l i t y , r a t i o n a l i t y coupled 
with r e a l i s m and o b j e c t i v i t y . The n a t i o n a l and i n t e r n a t i o n a l measures of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n should be o r g a n i c a l l y combined, rather than doubling each other-.'. \Ihat 
we suggest i s not to lose the o v e r - a l l p i c t u r e when concentrating on the e l a b o r a t i o n 
of p a r t i c u l a r areas of the future convention. 

Here I would l i k e to remind you of the experience of the e a r l y stages of the 
d i s c u s s i o n of t e c h n i c a l aspects of the v e r i f i c a t i o n of a t e s t ban t r e a t y . I n i t i a l l y , 
our predecessors i n the disarmament ne g o t i a t i o n s , more than 20 years ago, were 
considering the establishment of dozens of i n t e r n a t i o n a l l y operated seismic s t a t i o n s 
a l l over the globe, i n v o l v i n g huge costs and c r e a t i n g numerous t e c h n i c a l and human 
problems. A much simpler and r a t i o n a l s o l u t i o n was generally accepted eventually, 
аз a l l of us are aware, that i s , the u t i l i z a t i o n of n a t i o n a l seismic s t a t i o n s . This 
i s only one example of applying r a t i o n a l i t y to the genuine requirements f o r 
v e r i f i c a t i o n of arms c o n t r o l and disarmament agreements. 

I would l i k e to s t r e s s once again that the elaboration and the implementation 
of a convention to ban and destroy a most dangerous type of weapon of mass 
de s t r u c t i o n would be a major achievement i n the e f f o r t s to curb the arms race. The 
s o c i a l i s t countries have on more than one occasion contributed i n a substantive way 
to the course of n e g o t i a t i o n s . The l a t e s t Soviet proposal i s another milestone 
along t h i s road. Let us hope that the f i n a l goal i s not too f a r away. 

The important and responsible tasks set before the Committee h i g h l i g h t the 
necessity of t a k i n g p r a c t i c a l measures f o r i n c r e a s i n g i t s e f f e c t i v e n e s s . This could 
be best achieved by the s e t t i n g up of a d d i t i o n a l s u b s i d i a r y bodies on p r i o r i t y items 
and by the possible extension of the duration of the work of some of the e x i s t i n g 
unes. VJhen o r g a n i z a t i o n a l matters come up f o r d i s c u s s i o n we intend to present our 
views and ideas i n a d e t a i l e d way. 

The CHAIRMAN: 1 thank the representative of Bulgaria f o r h i s statement and 
fo r the kind words that he has addressed to the Chair. I now give the f l o o r to the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of the Netherlands, His Excellency Ambassador van Dongan. 

Mr. VAN DONGEN (Netherlands): Mr. Chairman, ray delegation wishes to express 
i t s s a t i s f a c t i o n to see the chairmanship of the Committee on the opening of our 
summer session i n such capable and experienced hands as yours. The second s p e c i a l 
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament has amply demonstrated that 
the climate f o r disarmament can hardly be c a l l e d favourable; a l l the more do we 
stand i n need of wise and t a c t f u l leadership, and we are confident that you, 
Mr. Chairman, v j i l l provide i t . VJarm thanks are due to your distinguiiahed predecessor, 
Ambassador Okawa of Japan. His was f a r from being an easy task", it demands not 
merely the diplomatic g i f t s we have come to expect from the delegation of Japan, but 
equally inventiveness and stamina. In so f a r as we concluded our previous; session 
i n an o r d e r l y manner and produced the report expected by the General Assembly, i t 
was i n no small measure due to Ambassador Okawa's dedication to our d u t i e s . 

Many previous speakers have given us t h e i r views on the whys and wherefores of 
the f a i l u r e o f the second s p e c i a l session to produce something better than the token 
r e s u l t embodied i n i t s concluding document. On t h i s suDject, I s h a l l be b r i e f . 
Most of tho second s p e c i a l session i s best speedily forgotten. The lack of r e s u l t s 
i s deplored, but at l e a s t no i r r e p a r a b l e harm vjas done to the m u l t i l a t e r a l 
disarmament process. In t h i s context, the Netherlands attaches great value to the 
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f a c t that the consensus-principle vías upheld, since t h i s p r i n c i p l e i s a pre-condition 
f o r tho process to be serious and c r e d i b l e . Аз a r e s u l t , we are d i s s a t i s f i e d but 
not discouraged, nor are we unduly surprised by the f j n a l outcome of the second 
s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . In f a c t , the general lack of expectations may i t s e l f have 
contributed to i t by playing the r o l e of a s e l f - f u l f i l l i n g prophesy. Looking back 
to the second s p e c i a l session i s u s e f u l only i n so f a r as i t i s d i r e c t l y relevant to 
the f u t u r e ; t r y i n g to apportion blame f o r i t s shortcomings i s l a r g e l y , as Hamlet 
would have i t , " s t a l e , f l a t and u n p r o f i t a b l e " , and I do not intend to indulge i n t h i s 
kind of gamesmanship. 

I f , t h e r e f o r e , I prefer l o o k i n g ahead to looking backward, I a l s o stress, that 
i n the Committee on Disarmament we should concentrate on negotiations on subjects 
that may y i e l d some p r a c t i c a l r e s u l t s rather than continue t a l k i n g about disarmament 
i n general terms. The l a t t e r i s best l e f t to d e l i b e r a t i v e bodies l i k e the 
General Assembly and i t would be my guoss that few of us could stomach many more 
r i n g i n g appeals and more r h e t o r i c , however b e a u t i f u l l y done. We should a l s o bear i n 
mind that on some subjects, r e s u l t s i n t h i s m u l t i l a t e r a l forum can only be achieved 
once tha pre-conditionof at l e a s t a measure of progress i n the b i l a t e r a l discussions 
between the two major nuclear-weapon povjers have been f u l f i l l e d . This does not imply 
that we should have to remain e n t i r e l y s i l e n t , l e t alone be obliged to acquiesce 
pa s s i v e l y i n whatever the two nuclear giants may work out between them.selves, but 
rather acceptance of the f a c t that t h e i r s i s of necessity the leading r o l e . The 
same r e a l i s m makes i t possible f o r the Netherlands delegation to accept a temporary 
h a l t i n the negotiations concerning a comprehensive programmée of disarmament. Plans 
as ambitious as the CPD can only come to f r u i t i o n i n a favourable c l i m a t e ; e f f o r t s 
t o f o r c e decisions through can only laad to ambiguity or other inner weaknesses f o r 
which we would eventually pay the p r i c e . 

Let me now turn to the subjects that do lend themselves to u s e f u l d i s c u s s i o n ; 
the comprehansive t e s t ban, outer space and chemical weapons. The Netherlands 
Government i s convinced that during t h i s summer session the Committee on Disarmament 
should t r y to .carry out with p r i o r i t y the mandate of the Ad Hoc Working Group 
e s t a b l i s h e d under item 1 of the Committee's agenda, a nuclear t e s t ban. On the 
basis of the progress report to be submitted by the Ad Hoc Working Group before the 
conclusion of the 19O2 session, the Committee w i l l have to t.ake a d e c i s i o n on 
subsequent courses of a c t i o n , as the l a s t paragraph of the agreed mandate s t i p u l a t e s . 
There i s thus l i t t l e time l e f t f o r the execution of even the present l i m i t e d 
mandate. I intend to submit a working paper o u t l i n i n g a possible programme of work 
f o r the Ad Hoc Working Group at the next plenary moetinn- on Tuesday, 17 August, and 
I t r u s t that agreement on t h t chairmanship of t h i s Ad Hoc Working Group can be 
reached without f u r t h e r delay. 

Another item the Committee should come to g r i p s with during t h i s summer session 
i s that o f arms c o n t r o l i n outer space. The Netherlands was one of the' sponsors of 
r e s o l u t i o n 36/97/C requesting the Committee on Disarmament to consider, as from the 
beginning of i t s session i n 1982, the question of nego t i a t i n g e f f e c t i v e and v e r i f i a b l e 
agreements aimed at preventing an arms race i n outer space. The General Assembly 
a l s o requested the Committee to consider, as a matter of p r i o r i t y , the question of 
ne g o t i a t i n g an e f f e c t i v e and v e r i f i a b l e agreement to p r o h i b i t a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems, 
as an important step towards the f u l f i l m e n t of the above o b j e c t i v e s . After the 
prelimi n a r y exchange of views during tha spring session, the Committee should now 
e s t a b l i s h the required i n f r a s t r u c t u r e to deal with t h i s agenda item i n a b u s i n e s s l i k e 
manner. I l i s t e n e d with great i n t e r e s t to what my di s t i n g u i s h e d colleagues from 
B r a z i l , aanada, China, France, Ind i a , Indonesia, Pakistan, the United States and the 
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USSR rec e n t l y had to say on t h i s matter. The General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n I 
r e f e r r e d to a moment ago provides s u i t a b l e elements f o r the mandate of an ad hoc 
working group under item 7 of the agenda. 

The t h i r d main object of our e f f o r t s should be item number 4 of our agenda: 
chemical weapons. The importance the Netherlands Government has attached over the 
years to t h i s subject i s amply borne out by the time, energy and resources we have 
made a v a i l a b l e to the m u l t i l a t e r a l e f f o r t s ainod at achieving an e f f e c t i v e and 
v e r i f i a b l e chemical weapons ban. We believe that the Ad Hoc Working Group i s on 
the r i g h t track to make the best possible use of the elements produced l a s t year 
under i t s new mandate which warrants f u l l n e g o t i a t i o n s . Now that b i l a t e r a l 
negotiations between the United States and the USSR seem l i k e l y to remain suspended 
for the near f u t u r e , the r o l e of the Committee on Disarmament i s a l l the more c r u c i a l . 
The "Basic p r o v i s i o n s " submitted by the Soviet delegation I s h a l l come back to i n a 
moment. Me pledge our f u l l support to tho Ad Hoc VJorking Group and hope that at the 
conclusion of the summer session success can be achieved in' producing a composite 
paper which could serve as a basis f o r d r a f t i n g the chemical weapons convention 
next year. 

V e r i f i c a t i o n issues r e l a t e d to compliance v/ith a chemical weapons convention 
have r i g h t l y become a f o c a l point i n the discussions i n the Ad Hoc Working Group on 
Chemical Weapons. Today I w i l l introduce two con t r i b u t i o n s on v e r i f i c a t i o n i s s u e s , 
one a l s o on behalf of the'delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany. Before 
going i n t o the d e t a i l s , I believe i t i s proper f o r me to r e f e r b r i e f l y to the general 
philosophy of The Netherlands with raspact to v e r i f i c a t i o n . Adequate v e r i f i c a t i o n 
i s , i n our view, not I d o n t i c a l with a set of measures that would be perfect i n 
i s o l a t i o n , nathor would we consider v e r i f i c a t i o n measures to be adequate i f , 
measured against a well--defined scope of the t r e a t y and a c r e d i b l e system of 
prot e c t i o n measures, the advantages of compliance with the convention would outweigh 
the tremendous disadvantages and r i s k s of maintaining a chemical warfare c a p a b i l i t y 
f o r r e t a l i a t i o n purposes. 

On behalf of the delegation of the Federal Rppublic of Germany and m.y own, I 
would now l i k e to introduce document CD/308, dated 10 August 19G2. This document 
contains a l i s t of questions that our respective a u t h o r i t i e s believe to be of 
relevance f o r a continuation of the e f f o r t s i n the M Hoc Working Group, having 
studied document CD/294 — CD/CW/WP.35 dated 21 July I982 submitted by the delegation 
of the Soviet Union. I t i s th.; hope of our two delegations that t h i s document, which 
supersedes and elaborates upon the set of questions put forvvard by the delegation of 
the Federal Republic of Germany i n a meeting of the Ad Hoc VJorking Group a few weeks 
ago, w i l l f a c i l i t a t e the f u r t h e r c l a r i f i c a t i o n which the delegation of the 
Soviet Union undertook to present i n due course. I would l i k e to make i t c l e a r that 
our respective a u t h o r i t i e s have considered with i n t e r e s t the Soviet d r a f t "Basic 
p r o v i s i o n s " of a chemical weapons convention. I t i s the hope of our two Governments 
that unambiguous answers to the questions contained i n CD/503, i n conjunction with 
subsequent in-depth d i s c u s s i o n i n the Ad Hoc VJorking Group, w i l l provide fresh ground 
fo r speedy agreement on an e f f e c t i v e and v e r i f i a b l e chemical weapons ban. 
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In 1977 the Netherlands delegation tabled document CCD/553, ^ working paper 
concerning the v e r i f i c a t i o n of the presence of nerve agent.;, t h e i r decomposition 
products or s t a r t i n g materials down.'^tream of cher.iical production p l a n t s . In the 
l a s t paragraph of that paper i t i/as announced that further work would be c a r r i e d 
out, i n t o r a l i a , to i n v e s t i g a t e the a p p l i c a b i l i t y of the procedure i n case o f 
binary nerve agents sy.'3te;nG. 

^forking document CD/507, which I am pleased to introduce today, contains 
the r e s u l t s of the announced further s c i e n t i f i c work i n my country. 

Allow mé to say a few v;órds to r e f r e s h your memories as to what working 
paper CCD/553, now reissued as document CD/5O0, i.'s about. 

The s c i e n t i f i c method described i n CCD/533-CD/506 concentrated on a 
m i l i t a r i l y h i g h l y s i g n i f i c a n t c l a s s among the supertoxic s i n g l e purpose agents, 
i . e . the nerve agents. I t vías defined with a view to c o n t r i b u t i n g to the 
elab o r a t i o n of i n t e r n a t i o n a l measures of v e r i f i c a t i o n of a chemical vvreapons ban, 
with emphasis on the non-production of these agents, i n c l u d i n g binary weapon 
systems -- measures that vrould bo, i n order to be acceptable to a l l States, of 
as non-intrusive a character as reasonably po s s i b l e . 

The method was developed under the d i r e c t i o n of Dr. A.J.J. Ooms, w e l l known 
to most delegations i n tho Committee on Disarmament and i t s predecessor, the 
Conference of the Committee on Disarmament, who i s d i r e c t o r of the Prins Maurits 
Laboratory of the Netherlands Defence Research Or.ganization. This h i g h l y 
s e n s i t i v e method i s based on an a n a l y s i s of waste water downstream of chemical 
production p l a n t s , with a view to detecting a phosphorus-methyl bond the presence 
of Vihich i s common to most of the known supertoxic nerve agents. I t i s very 
s t a b l e towards chemical reactions and can be used as — and I think the 
comparison i s comprehensible a " f i n g e r p r i n t " . As the possible presence of 
the compound.", at issue may als o be due to the natural or i n d u s t r i a l background, 
a reference sample upstream of the chemical production plant should be analysed 
i n a d d i t i o n to a downstream sample. Only i f the a n a l y s i s i s p o s i t i v e with respect 
to what I c a l l the " f i n g e r p r i n t " , pointing to the presence of decomposition 
products or s t a r t i n g materials i n waste viater, recourse may u l t i m a t e l y be had to 
more i n t r u s i v e measures, such аз a v i s i t to the .suspected plant to reveal the 
i d e n t i t y of the product manufactured. 

Having explained t h i s much about document CCD/553 (now reissued as 
document CD/306), I can venture to elaborate on our new working document CD/307. 
F i r s t of a l l , i t contains p o s i t i v e r e s u l t s of research with respect to the 
a p p l i c a b i l i t y of the " f i n g e r p r i n t " method to binary nerve agents. After s t a t i n g 
that i t i s safe t c assume that one of the two precursors of the binary agent does 
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already contain the f i n g e r p r i n t Uond before r e a c t i o n with the other, the paper 
goes on to say that the v a l i d i t y of the a n a l y t i c a l method f o r two d i s t i n g u i s h a b l e 
types of precursors has been tested with success. Thus the e n t i r e range of the 
most t o x i c binary G-agents as v;ell as binary VX has been covered. 

Research vías also c a r r i e d out to get acquainted viith the occurrence of 
compounds containing the fingerp-^int i n v/ater from natural or i n d u s t r i a l o r i g i n , 
since the fin d i n g s i n t h i s respect could t h e o r e t i c a l l y a f f e c t the a p p l i c a b i l i t y 
of the v e r i f i c a t i o n method. To our s a t i s f a c t i o n i t was found that the 
phosphorus-methyl procedure v;as s e n s i t i v e even i n heavily p o l l u t e d water. The 
environmental background l e v e l s do not a f f e c t the maximum distance of з few 
hundred metres downstream vjhoro samples could be taken. Thus the o r i g i n a l l y 
foreseen degree of non-intrusiveness can be maintained. 

The advantage of the system i s obvious. I t gives a simple yes or no 
answer to the question whether compounds r e l a t e d to chemical warfare nerve gases 
containing the " f i n g e r p r i n t " are present or not. The method i s equally relevant 
f o r binary weapon precursors. The chemical analyses of the waste water can be 
performed by many l a b o r a t o r i e s i n the \ i o r l d . The method i s h i g h l y s e n s i t i v e 
and can best bo i l l u s t r a t e d as f o l l o w s . In many languages a p a r t i c u l a r l y 
d i f f i c u l t f a c t - f i n d i n g mission i s metaphorically described as "looking for a 
needle i n a haystack". The T t a f f of the research I n s t i t u t e was so tempted by 
t h i s metaphor that they decided to compare the r e l a t i v e values of weight.for 
needle and haystick with the values found f o r the f i n g e r p r i n t i n a corresponding 
volumo of vjaste water. I t was found that the needle value was indeed matched. 

Our ras .;arch i n t h i s f i e l d w i l l continue, but already at t h i s stage we 
can s a f e l y recommend the method described at l e a s t one valuable b u i l d i n g 
block i n 1 s-!t of i n t e r a c t i n g componentK of :\ v e r i f i c a t i o n system to be 
agreed upon. wjuld very m.uch hope that other dol^'gations w i l l carry out 
coiuparable ге'з jarch. In t h i s context my delegation v.'ould l i k e to express 
i t s respect to the delegation of an observer-State, Finland, f o r the impressive 
.and laborious vrork th~.t ¡¡as been c a r r i e d out i n Finland o v - r c the years, of 
vjhich the l a t e s t s o - c \ l l e d ''blue bo;)k" i s yet another r e f l e c t i o n . I t i s our 
sincero hope that thus tho t e c h n i c a l basis f o r v e r i f i c a t i o n w i l l already have 
been established when the time i s r i p e for a f i n a l breakthrough i n t h i 
Committee on Disarmament on the subject of a chemical weapons ban. 
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The CHAIK/Ë.N; I thahk the representative of the ÎTetherlands for. h i s statement 
and for.the k i n d remarks that he has- addressed to the Chair. I now give the f l o o r 
to the representative of Czechoslovakia, Ambassador ¥ejvoda. 

Mr. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia) s î-'Ir. Chairman, i n t e n t i o n today i s to deal 
b r i e f l y with agenda item 4 concerning the question of the p r o h i b i t i o n of the 
development, production and s t o c k p i l i n g of chemical weapons and t h e i r d e s t r u c t i o n . 
In ray statement during t h i s year's spring session I dealt e x t e n s i v e l y with the 
problem of v e r i f i c a t i o n of the provisions of a future chemical weapons convention. 
How I would l i k e to address mainly some problems a r i s i n g i n connection vrith the 
emergence of binary weapons and some other aspects with regard to the scope of 
p r o h i b i t i o n . • -

The General Assembly, at i t s second s p e c i a l session on disarmament, 
unequivocally reaffirmed the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons as an item of 
e x c e p t i o n a l l y high p r i o r i t y and c a l l e d f o r an e a r l y conclusion of a convention 
on that subject. I t i s up to our Committee, the only m u l t i l a t e r a l body n e g o t i a t i n g 
on disarmament, to cope with t h i s task and to exert a l l e f f o r t s to elaborate a 
chemical weapons convention i n the nearest f u t u r e . V'e f i r m l y believe that a f t e r 
years of n e g o t i a t i o n s , with many proposals a,nd numerous conceptual materia-l 
gathered^ a s o l i d basis e x i s t s f o r a f r u i t f u l continuation of o\w work. 

This, l e t us say, o p t i m i s t i c approach i s based on the presumption that a 
broad convergence of vievjs e x i s t s as to basic aspects of the futiere convention. 
This optimism i s also considerabl;^ backed by the dociraent e n t i t l e d "Basic provisions 
of a convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the development, production and s t o c k p i l i n g 
of chemical weapons and on t h e i r d e s t r u c t i o n " submitted by the Soviet Union at the 
second s p e c i a l session, I have already had the opportunity to s t r e s s the 
importance isy delegation attaches to t h i s document and to voice oiar f u l l support 
f o r i t . Wow I would simply l i k e to add that we regard the "Basic p r o v i s i o n s " as 
an example of a constructive approach whereby the proposals and views of n e g o t i a t i n g 
partners are considered and taken i n t o account. That i s exactly what the 
n e g o t i a t i n g process i s about. I t i s therefore f u l l y j u s t i f i e d and f a i r i f we 
expect other major povrers to d i s p l a y s i m i l a r good w i l l and à com.prcmise approach.. 

One of the problems vrhich i s s e r i o u s l y h i n d e r i n g the elaboration of a d r a f t 
convention i s the d e c i s i o n to produoe and coimnission binary weapons and u l t i m a t e l y 
to s t a t i o n them, on the t e r r i t o r i e s of other c o u n t r i e s . This d e c i s i o n i s contrary 
to United Nations General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 36/96В, which, i n t e r a.lia, " c a l l s 
upon a l l States to r e f r a i n from. ,,, production and deployment of binary and 
other new types of chemical vreapons as w e l l as from, s t a t i o n i n g chem.ical vreapons 
i n those States where there are no such weapons at present". And l e t i t be 
r e c a l l e d that no more than one delegation at the General Assembly l a s t f a l l 
found i t necessary to vote against t h i s r e s o l u t i o n . 

My delegation completely f a i l s to imderstand how the prograr,ime cf 
modernization and chemical rearm.am.cnt imderta.ke2a i n the United States of jiinerica 
goes together w i t h tho sincere i n t e r e s t to negotiate and to achieve the p r o h i b i t i o n 
of chemiical weapons professed i n t h i s room by the United States delegation. 
Moreover, wo do not think that the term "modernisation" r e f l e c t s f u l l y vrhat i s 
going on. Many delegations have already stressed, and we deem i t necessary to 
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emphasize once more, that the f u l l - s c a l e production of binary weapons would amount 
to the comjnencenent of a q u a l i t a t i v e l y new round i n the chemical arms race since 
these v/eapons represent a new reneration of chemical v/eapons. Щ coimtry has one 
more reason to oppose the production and p r o l i f e r a t i o n of binary weapons since the 
prospect of having thousands of u n i t s of binary c^nnunition stationed i n our 
immediate western neighbourhood i s a natter of g.rave concern to us. The s t a t i o n i n g 
of these weapons i n Europe is net j u s t a remeto - p o s s i b i l i t y . We have heard of 
numerous statements of high iJnitod States o f f i c i a l s and s t r a t e g i s t s i n t h i s respect. 

The introducti'.jn of binary woapoji.s i n t o the arsenals of States would also 
s i g n i f i c a n t l y complicate the s o l u t i o n of the basic d i f f i c u l t y i n the e l a b o r a t i o n 
of a chemical v/eapons convention, namely, that of separating commercial chemicals 
from thijse which can be used f o r chemical v/eapons. Consequently, the extremely 
d i f f i c u l t task of d e f i n i n g chemicals f o r c o i x i e r c i a l ptrrpcses which may bo produced 
f o r binary weapons would a r i s e . Thus, the implementation of many aspects of the 
futm-e convention v/ould be s e r i o u s l y complicated, e.g. the o b l i g a t i o n not to 
t r a n s f e r chemical v/eapons and other obli{;ations r e l a t e d thereto. The process of 
the d e c l a r a t i o n by States of t h e i r stocks of chemical wea,pons and means of production 
of such weapons would also be s e r i o u s l y hampered. The emergence of binary weapons 
would also s i g n i f i c a n t l y f a . c i l i t a t e p o s s i b l e covert s t o c k p i l i n g and storage of 
ohemicalü f o r binary weapons purposes and f o r developing chemical weapons under 
the guise of oomnieroial production. There i s no need to elaborate e x t e n s i v e l y on 
the grave consequences t h i s would have f o r the relevant v e r i f i c a t i o n procedures, 
both n a t i o n a l and e s p e c i a l l y i n t e r n a t i o n a l . Ve do not thinlc i t f e a s i b l e to apply 
to binary weapons such v e r i f i c c i t i o n methods as are based upon the extreme t o x i c i t y 
of'the chemical agents used i n t r a d i t i o n a l types of chemical weapons. We have 
heard some arguraents to- the contrary. However, we consider those -arguments rather 
o v e r s i m p l i f i e d . 

itt the s?J:ie time we r e j e c t most emphatically a l l attempts to suggest that the 
futvure convention should ifjnore or sonehov/ cirounvent the problem of binary weapons. 
The afpreed p r o v i s i o n s on the scope of p r o h i b i t i o n contained i n the j o i n t 
S o v i e t - i b i t o d Бta^e!; r n w i - t-- the Goranitt'o on D,;.parnsncRt l^SO, which we 
s t i l l consider valuable, c l e a r l y encoraxjass binary weapons as v / e l l . Should the 
prograimne of binary weapons production be vmdertaken, these p o s i t i v e r e s u l t s 
would be s e r i o u s l y undermined. 

There are also other, both immediate and long-term e f f e c t s the production of 
binary weapons vroula have on the e l a b o r a t i o n of and compliance v/ith a chemical 
weapons convention, I am going t<) deal with a l l of them, since the group of 
s o c i a l i s t countries r e f e r r e d to these e f f e c t s i n d e t a i l i n document CP/258 of 
9 March 1982, The d e l i b e r a t i o n s i n the Coimïïittee both l a s t year and during t h i s 
year's s p r i n g session e l e a r l y demonstrated that v i r t u a l l y a l l delegations paid 
s p e c i a l a t t e n t i o n t - the question of binary weapons a.nd considered that these 
weapons should be i-irohibited i n the future convention. Apart from the statements 
by the s o c i a l i s t countries we noted the views of the delegations of the 
United Kingdom, A u s t r a l i a , the Federal Republic of Germany and Sweden as w e l l as 
the statements of other western delegations and the Group of 21 members. 

I t i s v/ell kn-.̂ wn that as yet we have nr;-t reached f u l l ag-reement on what should 
be encompassed by the p r o h i b i t i r m i n the future convention. We should spare no 
e f f o r t s i n t r y i n g to reach agreement on t h i s subject since i t undoubtedly has a 
d i r e c t bearing on a l l other provisions of the future convention. I t i s important 
to harmonize Q-'or views and to overcome p e r s i s t i n g diff6;rences of opinion i n t h i s 
regard as e a r l y as p o s s i b l e , be i t with respect to the problem of the d e f i n i t i o n 
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of the t e r n "chemical weapons", the question of the sphere of a c t i v i t y to he 
encompassed Ъу the p r o h i b i t i o n or the much discussed problem whether the p r o h i b i t i o n 
of lise of chemical vieapons should be included i n the future convention. The 
problem of the use '^f chemical weapons has been widely discussed i n the Committee 
i n recent years and numerous arguments have been r a i s e d both supporting and 
opposing i t s i n c l u s i o n . I do not bel i e v e that going through a l l those arguments • 
once again would serve any purpose. However, at t h i s stage when wo are, h o p e f u l l y , 
aboггt to emibark on the' formulation of a composite d r a f t text of a chemical weapons 
convention, ray delegation vrould l i k e to record here b r i e f l y i t s p o s i t i o n on the 
subject. 

As f a r as the use of chGmica,l weapons i s concerned, Czechoslovakia considers 
i t c l e a r l y and unequivocally p r o h i b i t e d by the Geneva ir-otocol of 1 9 2 5 . v/e 
maintain that the'Protocol i s an important internati^^nal instrument vrhich has-since 
i t s adoption played a p o s i t i v e r o l e . In connection v^ith the proi»sals to strengthen 
the Protoccil by i n c l u d i n g the p r o l i i b i t i o n of the use of chemical wea.pons i n the 
future chemical weapons convention, we do not share the view that by doing so v̂ e 
can strengthen the Protocol whatsoever. Quite the contrary, f o r the doubled 
p r o h i b i t i o n of the use of chem.ical weapons vrould i n e v i t a b l y lead to the weakening 
of the Protocol and to the cr e a t i o n of an unnecessary precedent. A l l our e f f o r t s 
should be aimed at the achieveuient of a,nd ensuring compliance with a convention 
which would leave no chamical woa.pons i n the arsena.ls of States. I f t h i s i s 
achieved, and we deem i t f e a s i b l e , no question of tise can a r i s e . 

Mr. ISSBAELYAN (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Russian); 
Mr. Chairman, i n accordance with i t s programine of vrcrk the Committee on Disarmament 
i s today d i s c u s s i n g an issue whiwh requires p a r t i c u l a r consideration and a t t e n t i o n on 
the part of a l l delegations represented here. The exceptional importance of the 
complete p r o h i b i t i o n and e l i r . i i n a t i j n of chemical v/eapons i s s e l f - e v i d e n t . 

The times are past when the dcinger represented by chemical weapons was, as i t 
were, overshadowed by the horror and dread that nuclear weapons i n s p i r e d i n mankind. 
For who today i s not aware that modern chemical weapons also have a f r i g h t e n i n g 
capacity to sow Black Death on earth? Chemical vreapons are, moreover, p a r t i c u l a r l y 
barbaric because they endanger above a l l the vmprotected c i v i l i a n population. There 
i s a r e a l and growing threat of the widespread use of chemical weapons. Thus the 
question i s vjhether we are going now, immediately, to put a stop to the chemical 
a..rms race orgy, or whether vío are going to miss the opportimity, perhaps 
i r r e v o c a b l y . 

The Soviet Union i s d e c i s i v e l y i n favour of the speediest p o s s i b l e p r o h i b i t i o n 
of chemical weapons. As President L»I« Brezhnev sa i d i n h i s message to the second 
s p e c i a l session of the General A.ssembly devoted to disarmament, "Everything must 
be done to ensure that chemical weapons have пг^ place on earth. The Soviet Union 
i s a staunch supp(-!rter of t h i s goal, ',/e are prepared t c reach an agreement viithout 
delay on the com.plete p r o h i b i t i o n of chem.ica,! vreapons and the e l i m i n a t i o n of stocks 
of such weapons". The Soviet Union c-jnfirmed tha.t t h i s was i t s aj.-iproach to the 
matter by p u t t i n g forward the "Basic prc^visions of a cmvention on the p r o h i b i t i o n 
of the development, producti'.ni and s t o c k p i l i n g ô f chemical weapons and on t h e i r 
d e s t r u c t i o n " . 
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Ths Soviet delegation has d i s t r i b u t a d the t e x t of these "Basic p r o v i s i o n s " 
as an o f f i c i a l document of the Committee on Disarmament and a l s o of i t s VJorking 
Group on Chemical VJeapons (document CD/294/CD/VJP.55). Today we wish formally to 
introduce t h i s document. 

The Soviet document was prepared taking i n t o account the r e s u l t s of the 
Soviet-American b i l a t e r a l negotiations on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons between 
1976 and 19ЗО and of the negotiations that took place i n the Committee on Disarmament 
during that same period and subsequently. U h i l e i t n a t u r a l l y r e f l e c t s the Soviet 
p o s i t i o n on the question of the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons, i t incorporates many 
valuable and sound proposals of other States and with respect to a number of the 
most important aspects i t takes i n t o account the p o s i t i o n s of our n e g o t i a t i n g 
partners. 

I f the essence of the Soviet document were to be summarized i n a few words, 
i t could be said that what i t amounts to i s a t r a n s l a t i o n i n t o the language of the 
provisions of a convention of the desire of the USSR to achieve the speediest 
possible p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons and so f a r as possible to remove the 
obstacles to the adoption of a convention by p u t t i n g forward f o r consideration on 
the r e a l l y c r u c i a l , and I repeat c r u c i a l , but c o n t r o v e r s i a l aspects of the 
convention, f l e x i b l e s o l u t i o n s vjhich take account of the various points of view.and, 
we b e l i e v e , make i t possible to r e c o n c i l e them. 

Allow me to go i n t o the Soviet document i n somewhat greater d e t a i l . F i r s t of 
a l l I should l i k e to emphasize that t h i s i s not a comprehensive text of a future 
convention, but rather i t s basic p r o v i s i o n s . In other vrords, the Soviet d r a f t o f f e r s 
possible formulations or ivhat appear to us to be mutually acceptable approaches to 
the formulation of the p r i n c i p a l provisions of the future convention. I t i s not 
designed to provide ansv/ers to many questions concerning d e t a i l s of the future 
convention. I t aims p r i m a r i l y at helping to resolve key issues — the scope of the 
p r o h i b i t i o n , confidence-building measures, v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance and other 
questions. Unfortunately, as you a l l knovi, there has not up to now been any general 
agreement on these. I t seems to us that the d r a f t t e x t we have submitted provides a 
basis f o r the achievement of consensus p r e c i s e l y on the key aspects of the convention. 

I would remind you that the Soviet d r a f t proposes that the future convention 
should c o n s i s t of four main sections — on the scope of the p r o h i b i t i o n , d e c l a r a t i o n s 
and confidence-building measures, ensuring compliance with the convention and the 
concluding provisions of the convention. Allow me now to touch upon some matters 
r e l a t i n g to the various sections of the Soviet d r a f t . 

I s h a l l not enumerate them, f o r they are probably w e l l known, the more so 
s i n c e , as I have already s a i d , i n many cases they r e f l e c t a common standpoint — they 
r e f l e c t the p o s i t i o n s of the Soviet-American j o i n t proposal. I t vjas no s u r p r i s e to 
us, therefore, that the statement by the United States delegation i n d i c a t e d c e r t a i n 
p o s i t i o n s v;hich are i n f a c t also r e f l e c t e d i n the Soviet d r a f t basic p r o v i s i o n s . 
Vlhat i s there to say about the scope of the p r o h i b i t i o n ? What do we want to 
emphasize i n t h i s s e c t i o n of the future convention? 
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Gcoce of the p r o h i b i t i v e . Ке̂ е̂ ':e ba.iieve i t i s p a r t i c u l a r l y important that 
the future eonventioñ'should include a 'pi-_chibJ.tior 'of weapons with binary or 
mr.lti-cerpcnéht. charges/as r e f e r r e d to :.t paragraph 'b) of the d e f i n i t i o n of 
c':r:;-'ical '..-ааропз under seetion" I of the Soy/ie^ d r a f t . We attach p a r t i c u l a r 
i.r.portaiieo to t h i s matter аз we consider that the appearance of binary chemical 
weapcn.5 v-ii.l rep^r-esent a q u a l i t a t i v e l y new stage i n the chemical arms race, a stage 
•.•hieh cor.ld •"Ltaliy a f f e c t the e n t i r e prospect f o r the p r o h i b i t i o n of t h i s type of 
wearon. V'.. iia"'; e ' t o l h e l about t h i s a number of times already,, and our yiews are 
sh'ared by r;o-i:>'o'-hê  = celeg;. ti.on:, • T.-coc v?c-.\. were confirmed, moreover,, by the. 
oonouitatich," 'with t e - h r i o a l experts, which ;::ade i t c l e a r that by c e n t r a i t with the 
P'-cduétién 6f supertcxic weapor;; -̂."̂  factory c o n d i t i o n s , i n which the t r a d i t i ' ^ n a l tgpos 
cf ouch woapovvj arc u.'-ict'v-'^d n •'..'•a I ^ H S I S , O: a .. ulo. of tho oame chemicals of 
knov.n. cciT.'pcsition, i n 'с'ле development of binary cyctems of chemical v/eaponn t h e i r 
production may involve row chemicals of va.--ioup. classes and i n a wide va.riety of 
combinations. The uncc.-tainty from the standpoint of the detection of ccmpliance 
or hon-compliance '.;itii the cc::vepticn Ьег-);.ого rang times greater as a r e s u l t of the 
p o s s i b i l i t y of the appearance i n the future of various kinds oí bi.r.ary i-jcap.ons i n 
a d d i t i o n to''supe."toxic l e t h a l syi.;ts.vs.. Furthermore, binary systeirs, of chemical , 
VJeapons. make i t d i f f i c o . l t to monitor t h e i r production and s t o c k p i l i n g by. groups, o" 
States be].óngip.g to :га.М tary bJ.ocs. Some members of a bloc may in. the.,.future .bo', 
p a r t i e s to the conVonticn while others may not, and the. provisions of the çon.ventj.pn 
would thus not apply to the l a t t e r . . . 

I t i s übviou.3 tout tho development of the production. oí .any type c f binary 
v.-capon w i l l ' brinn; new gcace-v '.iono of çhcrr.icaTs i n t o tho range of chiemical. substances 
capable of be.in.: vr.,C ::.s the Oo'iponsnts of .-such, .weapons, and States p a r t i e s tc the 
convention w i l l be conf.rented with t h , extremely d i f f i c u l t problem of how to set. a 
lo''-:itdlr.tiî çu4shing chemicals f o r commercial purposes from chemicals which could ~~ 
o.u'i I r-'.p-at c t u l d ~~ be used i n binary systeas c f chemical weapons. I t canrt'ot be 
c{;c''.uded that t h i s problem might a r i s e i n connection with other substances i n additio;. 
to organophosphorus compounds, 

.'̂ t to-i al.oo ba pointed out that the oompononts used i n binary systems c o n s t i t u t e 
•J. ope:-)rh„l k:-';.'. '.>f гч ovrsors. ïney d i f f e r from the precursors used i n i n d u s t r i a l 
ocaJ'.ti^-i ."• oh;".-:fi.7 i n th..;t "-hey are not simply the r;.'w materials f o r obtaining l e t l i a l 
che:ni.o.>l3 b-.-.t praot: ciil.".y al.-^eady prepared chemical чэаропз when they are i n 
combination with L^c.•e:'al devices or constructions. 

Thus, i t :?u~t bo recognised that binc.ry v a r i e t i e s of chemical weapons based c: 
the l a t e s t advances i n .ocience and '-ecVmoiogy roprese.'it an incomparably more seric-u.? 
dan,''pr and cremate i.ncoo.parabiy' ¿rrea..-эг dií fi.cul'^'.io.s i n the determination of the fcopc 
of tho p r o h i b i t i o n as .^-^У:^ J J S tne luooitori.n;; of compliance with that p r o h i b i t i o n , 
than do s j - e a l l e i u.iitary chemical weapons. 

I t i:s obviou.-; t i i a t there i s no v/ay around these problems and the only t h i n g to 
''o i n to t a c k l e the ."olrtion o" th^tm i n a serious manner. What kind of a convention 
would i t be i f i t •.:ere to doal only v;ith obsolescent types of chemical weapons that are 
being removed from ar.'îenal-î с', л Л ignored the кого modern types of such weapons whioh are 
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being developed by. at l e a s t one State? Ue have heard repeated assurances from' the 
United States délégation,дпа a number of other States that binary weapons w i l l be 
subject to absolute p r o h i b i t i o n under the convention. These are f i n e words. But 
they are s t i l l pot enough. I t i s e s s e n t i a l that the problems a r i s i n g i n connection 
with binary weapons should be resolved both i n the process of the consultations 
with t e c h n i c a l experts and i n the Committee as a whole. 

The p a r t i c i p a n t s i n the c o n s u l t a t i o n s , and no doubt a l l members of the Committee 
a l s o , have,obviously noted that we, the Soviet delegation, are i n t e r e s t e d , f o r 
example, a t the p r a c t i c a l l e v e l , i n the problem of the prevention of the concealed 
manufacture, e i t h e r i n the guise of commercial manufacture or v i a a " d i v i s i o n of 
labour" among States, of components of binary systems, special-purpose a d d i t i v e s 
f o r such systems, i n c l u d i n g c a t a l y s t s , and a l s o devices and constructions 
s p e c i f i c a l l y intended f o r binary systems, lie have r a i s e d ,the question how to 
i d e n t i f y f o r the purposes of the convention those areas of chemistry and chemical 
technology .where the emergence of new, as yet unknown systems of binary weapons i s 
ppeslble; and how .to devise methods f o r the detection of s t o c k p i l e s of binary weapons 
t h a t might already e x i s t i f , t hat i s , i n defiance of the General Assembly's d e c i s i o n 
States had embarked on the production of binary v;eapons7 We have not received 
answers to these questions from any delegation, i n c l u d i n g that of the United S t a t e s . 

With regard to the s e c t i o n on the scope of the p r o h i b i t i o n , I should l i k e to 
draw a t t e n t i o n to the f a c t that there are no p r o v i s i o n s on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the 
.use of. chemical, vieapons i n the Soviet d r a f t , f o r a simple reason: the use of 
chemical weapons i s u n c o n d i t i o n a l l y and a b s o l u t e l y p r o h i b i t e d by the Geneva 
Protocol of 1925. The p r o h i b i t i o n of the development, production and s t o c k p i l i n g 
p f chemical weapons and the d e s t r u c t i o n of a l l stocks w i l l deprive States, so to 
speak, of the m a t e r i a l basis f o r v i o l a t i n g "the 1925 Protocol inasmuch as they w i l l 
not even have any chemical weapons. V.'e therefore believe that i f there i s a r e a l 
r a t h e r than a feigned d e s i r e to strengthen the regime f o r the non-use of chemical 
weapons est a b l i s h e d by the 1925 Geneva P r o t o c o l , then the fundamental t h i n g to do i s 
t o d i r e c t a l l efforts.towards the speediest possible conclusion of the convention 
we are working on. Let us suppose t h a t , with a convention in- existence, suspicions 
a r i s e concerning the use of chemical weapons. This w i l l a utomatically give r i s e to 
a s u s p i c i o n of the v i o l a t i o n of one or of several of the o b l i g a t i o n s entered i n t o by 
States under the convention, namely, the o b l i g a t i o n s not to develop, produce, 
tremsfer çr r e t a i n chemical weapons and to destroy a l l stocks thereof. In short, i t 
seems to us that t h i s question, which has been posed and blown up i n a rather 
a r t i f i c i a l and u n j u s t i f i a b l e manner, becomes a l l the more complicated when i t i s 
proposed i n the context of a convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons to 
solve questions r e l a t i n g to other i n t e r n a t i o n a l agreements. This merely f u r t h e r 
complicates a task that i s already complicated enough. 

The second main s e c t i o n of the Soviet d r a f t , e n t i t l e d "Declarations and 
confidence-building measures", r e f l e c t s the great importance which the Soviet Union 
attaches to ensuring implementation of the convention .cn. the basis of i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
co-operation. I do not intend now to dwell on a l l the d e c l a r a t i o n s and confidence-
b u i l d i n g measures we have proposed.; I should simply l i k e to s t r e s s that they are a l l 
c l o s e l y l i n k e d with the v e r i f i c a t i o n measures and should be viewed as forming a 
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whole. I should l i k e merely to draw a t t e n t i o n to the undertaking by States p a r t i e s 
that i s provided f o r i n our d r a f t to submit appropriate n o t i f i c a t i o n s three'months 
before the i n i t i a t i o n of the implementation of each stage of the plan f o r the 
de s t r u c t i o n or d i v e r s i o n to permitted purposes of stocks of chemical weapons and of 
each stage of the plan f o r the d e s t r u c t i o n or dismantling of f a c i l i t i e s which provide 
c a p a c i t i e s f o r the production of chemical weapons, and not l a t e r than 50 days a f t e r 
the completion of such operations to submit statements to that e f f e c t a l s o . 

I wish a l s o to draw a t t e n t i o n to the p r o v i s i o n providing an undertaking by 
States p a r t i e s to the future convention to submit annual d e c l a r a t i o n s concerning 
basic categories of chemicals produced, diverted from stocks, acquired or used. 
This important provisión i s , of course — and I should l i k e to s t r e s s t h i s — stated 
i n the Soviet d r a f t i n general terms, and needs to be elaborated, but we believe 
that a t the present stage we should agree on such undertakings i n a broad way and go 
i n t o the d e t a i l s o f the a c t u a l p r o v i s i o n s l a t e r . 

The Soviet d r a f t a l s o provides f o r the drawing up through c o l l e c t i v e e f f o r t s of 
l i s t s o f chemicals and precursors which represent a s p e c i a l danger from the viewpoint 
of t h e i r p o ssible d i v e r s i o n to use f o r chemical weapons purposes. I t a l s o proposes 
that n o t i f i c a t i o n s should be submitted concerning t r a n s f e r s by one State party to 
another of chemicals which could be used as components f o r binary weapons, and so 
f o r t h . 

As i s c l e a r from the foregoing few examples, a l l the measures we propose are 
aimed a t g i v i n g the p a r t i e s to the convention the assurance that i t i s being complied 
wi t h . 

Allow me now to dwell on questions of v e r i f i c a t i o n . I should l i k e once again to 
r e i t e r a t e our conception of the matter of the monitoring of implementation of an 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l agreement on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons. We are i n favour of 
s t r i c t and e f f e c t i v e but not i n t r u s i v e v e r i f i c a t i o n . We are i n favour of a 
v e r i f i c a t i o n which gives States the assurance of compliance with the convention but 
which w i l l not at the same time engender mutual suspicion or i n any way lead to a 
worsening of the r e l a t i o n s between S t a t e s : 

As we have already stated more than once, we consider that e f f e c t i v e 
implementation o f the convention can be ensured by n a t i o n a l monitoring, by n a t i o n a l 
t e c h n i c a l means of v e r i f i c a t i o n , supplemented by c e r t a i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l procedures 
i n c l u d i n g o n - s i t e inspections on a voluntary basis or what some c a l l challenge 
v e r i f i c a t i o n . However, i n view of the d e c i s i v e importance of the d e s t r u c t i o n of 
stocks, and wishing to provide f o r ourselves and f o r a l l other future p a r t i e s to 
the convention, an a d d i t i o n a l assurance that no party i s committing a v i o l a t i o n of 
t h i s most important undertaking, i n the end, i n some measure and simply to accommodate 
the p o s i t i o n s of many of our partners i n the negot i a t i o n s , we considered'it necessary 
to provide f o r -the pôesibility of c a r r y i n g out systematic i n t e r n a t i o n a l o n - s i t e 
i n s p e c t i o n s , f o r example, on the basis of an agreed quota,-of the d e s t r u c t i o n of 
stocks at converted or s p e c i a l i z e d f a c i l i t i e s . 

We have a l s o provided f o r a s p e c i a l v e r i f i c a t i o n procedure f o r the permitted 
production of supertoxic l e t h a l chemicals at a s p e c i a l i z e d f a c i l i t y . This i s on the 
understanding that such a f a c i l i t y w i l l continue to e x i s t even when t o t a l chemical 
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disarmament has been accomplished and no chemical weapons as such remain on earth. 
In those circumstances, i t would of course be extremely dangerous i f someone should 
attempt to'abuse the t r u s t of other States and use that f a c i l i t y f o r the secret 
production and s t o c k p i l i n g of chemical weapons. 

The Soviet "Basic p r o v i s i o n s " provide f o r a very vjide range of possible actions 
by States p a r t i e s to the convention f o r the purpose of e s t a b l i s h i n g confidence 
between them on the matter of the implementation of the convention and the monitoring 
of compliance with the o b l i g a t i o n s flowing from i t , such as: a d e c l a r a t i o n by 
States as to whether or not they possess chemical weapons; the d e c l a r a t i o n of stocks 
of such weapons and c a p a c i t i e s f o r t h e i r production, and of plans f o r t h e i r d estruction 
or d i v e r s i o n to permitted purposes and plans f o r the d e s t r u c t i o n and dismantling of 
f a c i l i t i e s , s t a t i n g the l o c a t i o n of the f a c i l i t i e s ; information concerning progress 
i n c a r r y i n g out the declared plans with n o t i f i c a t i o n s p r i o r to the s t a r t o f each 
stage of t h e i r implementation and a l s o f o l l o w i n g the completion of the operations 
concerned. According to the Soviet p r o v i s i o n s , such measures vTOuld be c a r r i e d out by 
n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n bodies, by n a t i o n a l t e c h n i c a l means, i f they possess 
such means or, i n the case of other States v/hich have an agreement to that e f f e c t , 
on the basis of information received through the use of those means, and l a s t l y by 
the i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n body with the conduct of on-site inspections on the 
basis of a documented request as w e l l as of systematic i n t e r n a t i o n a l inspections 
c a r r i e d out, f o r example, on the basis of an agreed quota as I mentioned e a r l i e r . 
Our approach ensures confidence i n the implementation of the convention vjhile at the 
same time i t i s not burdensome. 

In connection with the matter of the v e r i f i c a t i o n of the d e s t r u c t i o n of stocks 
at a s p e c i a l i z e d f a c i l i t y , some delegations have put forward proposals, f i r s t l y , f or 
permanent on-site inspections (with i n t e r n a t i o n a l inspectors s t a y i n g at the f a c i l i t y 
day and night throughout a l l the years during which stocks are being destroyed), and 
I b e l i e v e t h i s was r e f e r r e d to today i n a statement, and secondly, f o r the i n s t a l l a t i o n 
at the f a c i l i t y of s o - c a l l e d "black boxes" vjhich would c o l l e c t and process information 
and transmit i t by radio telecommunications. 

Let us suppose f o r a moment that such a v e r i f i c a t i o n system had been e s t a b l i s h e d . 
There vrauld be inspectors permanently stationed at the f a c i l i t y concerned, who could 
not leave i t even f o r a second; there would be "black boxes" i n every corner, and the 
people viorking i n the f a c i l i t y v/ould be stumbling over them; but l e t us suppose that 
t h i s had been done. I t would then be necessary s e r i o u s l y to ponder the question of 
v;hat would be the r e s u l t s of the most meticulous and thorough v e r i f i c a t i o n of the 
progress of the d e s t r u c t i o n of stocks at a s p e c i a l i z e d f a c i l i t y i f a State had not 
made a f u l l d e c l a r a t i o n of i t s stocks. Or supposing a State a f t e r d e c l a r i n g the 
stocks that are to be destroyed at a s p e c i a l i z e d f a c i l i t y , then proceeds to conceal 
part of the stocks and does not submit them f o r d e s t r u c t i o n at the f a c i l i t y , or 
pretends that i t has destroyed them? 

I'Jould i t not be simpler to assume t h a t , i f i t has such dishonest i n t e n t i o n s , 
a State w i l l merely f a i l to declare that part of i t s stocks which i t does not intend 
to destroy, and no amount of day and night permanent i n s p e c t i o n w i l l be of any a v a i l 
whatsoever. 
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_ . No other.method of i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n except inspection on grounds of 
suspicion i n such a. case w i l l help to e s t a b l i s h the t r u t h . ' We should a l s o r e f l e c t 
on how to take account,: f o r our purposes, i n the drawing up of measures f o r v e r i f y i n g 
the d e s t r u c t i o n of stocks, c f the f a c t that any s p e c i a l i z e d f a c i l i t y of such a kind 
must have i t s ovm s t r i c t and c l e a r technological r e g u l a t i o n s , s p e c i f i c parameters f o r 
the entry of chemicals and output of the products of t h e i r d e s t r u c t i o n , i t s own 
extensive range of devices f o r ргскзезз management and c o n t r o l , and so f o r t h . 

In short, while appealing f o r a greater o b j e c t i v i t y i n the work on the 
provisions of the future convention -relating to v e r i f i c a t i o n , we are g r a t i f i e d to 
.note that some delegations are beginning to seek more r e a l i s t i c approaches. To 
mention j u s t one example, the document on v e r i f i c a t i o n submitted by the delegation 
of Canada (CD/167) contains a v/hole s e r i e s of i n t e r e s t i n g points, one of which says 
i n e f f e c t that i n the drawing up of various c o n t r o l measures the s t a r t i n g - p o i n t 
should be minimum l e v e l s of intrusiveneás i n the i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s of States. I t i s 
to be hoped that i n the p o s i t i o n s of a l l delegations a s p i r i t of realism and 
constructiveness w i l l i n the l a s t r e s o r t p r e v a i l . 

Mr. Chairman, i n connection with the submission of the Soviet d r a f t basic 
provisions of a convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons, a number of 
delegations have requested us to answer some questions. We consider t h i s an 
expression of i n t e r e s t i n the Soviet document and express pur g r a t i f i c a t i o n and 
thanks to those delegations f o r that i n t e r e s t . We have repeatedly explained our 
p o s i t i o n on key questions of the convention, i n c l u d i n g , we hope, at today's meeting. 

The delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany, i n i t s document of 26 J u l y , 
r e f e r r e d to our working paper CCD/539 of 3 August 1977, which Stated that the main 
purpose of monitoring the d e s t r u c t i o n of stocks of chemical weapons should be to 
e s t a b l i s h : (a) the f a c t of the d e s t r u c t i o n of an agent of a c e r t a i n type; (b) the 
quantity of the agent destroyed; and (c) the q u a l i t y of t h i s agent. The delegation 
asked us: are the systematic i n t e r n a t i o n a l o n - s i t e inspections designed to achieve 
these goals? 

We answer t h i s question i n the a f f i r m a t i v e . I t should be explained that i n 
our 1977 document the p r i n c i p l e of national, v e r i f i c a t i o n i s taken as the b a s i s , but 
we see no reason f o r opposing n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n to i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n . 
VJe are i n favour of a harmonious copibination of the two types of v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

We have a l s o been asked, and not only by the delegation of the Federal Republic 
of Germany, to ex p l a i n what, i s meant by an "agreed quota". In the "Basic p r o v i s i o n s 
of a c o n v e n t i o n " t h e c a r r y i n g out of i n t e r n a t i o n a l on-site inspections at s p e c i a l i z e d 
f a c i l i t i e s (of the d e s t r u c t i o n of stocks of chemical,weapons and the production of 
supertoxic l e t h a l chemicals for.permitted purposes) on the basis of an agreed quota 
i s proposed as one ~ I repeat, one — of the possible forms of such i n s p e c t i o n s . 
This does not mean that we are not prepared to consider other possible forms too. 
Obviously when agreement has been reached on procedures which are acceptable, to a l l , 

..Vie, s h a l l , then have.to work out I n d e t a i l together the contents of such procedures. 
On a number of other s p e c i f i c ; is,̂ «f̂ ..,the Soviet delegation intends to give à reply i n 
the Working Group during the consideration of the relevant provisions of the future 
convention, I w i l l say, however, at once, that i n our opinion many questions c a l l 
f o r j o i n t answers, e s p e c i a l l y when they concern such matters as systematic 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l o n-site i n s p e c t i o n s , on which i n the past many d i f f e r e n t proposals 
have already been put forvi/ard by quite a large number of States. 
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We prefer the method of b i l a t e r a l and m u l t i l a t e r a l consultations with 
i n t e r e s t e d delegations i n a j o i n t search f o r answers to the questions which a r i s e 
i n the course of n e g o t i a t i o n s . For the information of members of the Committee 
I W i l l say that the Soviet delegation has already conducted a s e r i e s of such 
extremely u s e f u l b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s , i n the course of which we ourselves 
asked questions and we answered the questions of our partners, and we intend to 
continue t h i s p r a c t i c e . We think that t h i s i s f a r more e f f e c t i v e than something 
more l i k e a quiz game —• you know: question, answer, question, answer. Anyone 
r e a l l y i n t e r e s t e d i n f i n d i n g j o i n t answers w i l l f i n d a constructive partner i n the 
Soviet d e l e g a t i o n . I repeat, we are ready to search f o r answers to any questions 
which a r i s e i n the course of the n e g o t i a t i o n s , i n c l u d i n g those concerning the Soviet 
d r a f t . 

I should l i k e to r e f e r to another matter. Every now and then an attempt i s 
made to steer negotiations i n t o the l a b y r i n t h of secondary questions at a time 
when agreement has not been reached on the major questions. Take, f o r example, 
these problems of v e r i f i c a t i o n . VJhile there i s quite a high degree of agreement 
on the question of scope and, as vje b e l i e v e , the o u t l i n e s of possible formulations 
on the scope of the p r o h i b i t i o n are emerging, t h i s i s not yet the case with regard to 
v e r i f i c a t i o n i s s u e s . Nevertheless we sometimes get bogged dovm i n a d i s c u s s i o n of 
h i g h l y s p e c i a l i z e d aspects of v e r i f i c a t i o n . VJe propose that agreement should be 
reached on basic approaches, where t h i s i s p o s s i b l e , of course, and then on the 
basis of such agreed approaches —> general approaches — we can work out the d e t a i l s . 

The Soviet d r a f t "Basic p r o v i s i o n s " , whose s i g n i f i c a n c e has been acknowledged 
by almost a l l delegations i n the Committee, are a demonstration of the Soviet Union's 
i n t e r e s t i n the speediest possible conclusion of a convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of 
chemical weapons, and evidence of i t s g o o d w i l l . At the same time, we should a l s o 
l i k e p a r t i c u l a r l y to s t r e s s the f a c t that we are hoping — we are very much hoping — 
f o r a demonstration of goodwill from the other side a l s o . 

This r e f e r s i n p a r t i c u l a r to the United States delegation, which the other day, 
and a l s o today, expressed i n the Committee i t s "disappointment" because, a l l e g e d l y , 
the Soviet Union and other s o c i a l i s t countries do not wish to take.part i n serious 
d i s c u s s i o n s . The s l i g h t e s t acquaintance with the work of the Committee, of i t s 
working groups and contact groups, would s u f f i c e to a r r i v e at quite the opposite 
conclusion. I t vijould seem that some members of the Committee are judging others by 
themselves. We, f o r example, are not i n the habit of agreeing, on the one hand, to 
the s e t t i n g up w i t h i n the Committee of a working group on a p r i o r i t y aspect of 
disarmament — a nuclear-weapon-test ban, i n t h i s instance — and then of s t a t i n g 
b l u n t l y that the time i s not yet r i p e f o r the conclusion of an agreement on the 
complete p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear-weapon t e s t s . Judge f o r yourselves: who takes a 
serious approach to the work qf the Committee on Disarmament, and who does not? 

We should l i k e to ask the United States delegation a simple and d i r e c t 
question, which c e r t a i n l y does not c a l l f o r the assistance of experts: how does i t 
see i t s own path towards the achievement of mutually acceptable s o l u t i o n s , and i t s 
readiness to take account of the p o s i t i o n of other p a r t i c i p a n t s i n the negotiations, 
i n c l u d i n g the Soviet Union? Negotiations can be successful i f a l l those t a k i n g part 
i n them s t r i v e f o r mutually acceptable s o l u t i o n s — wo repeat, mutually acceptable 
soluhiims. 
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At the end of h i s statement, the representative of the United States, 
r e f e r r i n g to the need to ban poisonous substances, could not r e s i s t the 
temptation to employ a p e c u l i a r type of poisonous substance ~ falsehood and 
calumny — r i g h t i n the middle of our meeting; even the reference to the President 
does not i n any viay a l t e r the f a c t that a poisonous cloud was released i n t h i s 
room. VJe regret t h i s , as once again the a s s e r t i o n s by the United States of i t s 
attachment to chemical disarmament v;ere placed i n doubt by the United States 
delegation i t s e l f . The reasons f o r t h i s importunate r e p e t i t i o n o f l i e s are w e l l 
known. One of them — and probably the main one — i s to j u s t i f y the United States' 
p o l i c y of chemical rearmament. I t i s enough to mention a s i n g l e f a c t : the 
United States document (CD/264) speaks openly of the advantages of binary weapons, 
which the United States i s today proceeding to produce on a large s c a l e . 

I should l i k e to say, f i n a l l y , that the preparation of a convention on the 
p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons i s an urgent and p r i o r i t y task. A l l delegations 
have t i r e l e s s l y repeated t h i s . !/e want to go f u r t h e r , and to propose concrete 
steps towards the f u l f i l m e n t of t h i s p r i o r i t y task. 

i n the f i r s t place, vie consider i t e s s e n t i a l that the a c t i v i t y of the 
Working Group, under the able guidance of our f r i e n d . Ambassador Comrade Sujka, 
should not be suspended for almost s i x months ( i . e . from p r a c t i c a l l y the beginning 
of September, when the Committee's session i s to end, u n t i l the end of February, 
when the Group w i l l i n e f f e c t be able to resume i t s work. Via are opposed to t h i s 
long i n t e r v a l , VJe are ready to agree to any g e n e r a l l y acceptable arrangement. 
The Working Group on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons could continue i t s work 
now; i t could resume work a f t e r a short i n t e r r u p t i o n , or, l a s t l y , i t could resume 
i t s work at the beginning of next year, as happened t h i s year i n the case of the 
Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament. 

In the second place, vie consider that i t would be u s e f u l to e s t a b l i s h a 
date, even i f only an approximate one, f o r the completion of work on the convention 
f o r the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons. In t h i s connection i t should be borne 
i n mind, i n t e r a l i a , that the chemicals industry i s developing today not d a i l y but 
l i t e r a l l y hourly. A few years ago, the problem of the p r o h i b i t i o n of binary 
chemical weapons did not e x i s t ; no one vjas t a l k i n g about i t . I t has now a r i s e n 
i n connection with the well-known d e c i s i o n of the United States Government, 
and t h i s has g r e a t l y complicated the n e g o t i a t i o n s . This, too, has been mentioned 
today by a l l speakers with the sole exception, I b e l i e v e , of the f i r s t speaker. 
VJho, I ask, can guarantee that while we are squandering precious time, and 
d i s c u s s i n g sometimes doubtful problems, new and s t i l l more dangerous types of 
chemical vjeapons w i l l not appear, and a l l the work vie have done so f a r w i l l have 
been i n v a i n , w i l l come to naught. 

VJe are pressed f o r time, gentlemen, on the question of the p r o h i b i t i o n of 
chemical weapons. 
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и MAUNG MAUNG GYI (Burma): Mr. Chairman, t h i s present session of the 
Committee on Disarmament, f o l l o w i n g i n the wake of the second s p e c i a l session of 
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, and i n view of what happened there, 
i s very much i n need of fresh impetus and new i n i t i a t i v e s i n order that our work 
w i l l be more productive. In o f f e r i n g our congratulations to you, Mr. Chairman, 
I would a l s o l i k e to add that we count on you to guide our work so that the 
groundwork can be l a i d during the few short weeks we have at our d i s p o s a l to enable 
us to achieve more s u b s t a n t i a l r e s u l t s when we meet again next year. 

At the end of the Committee's spring session, the summing up of the work 
during the years f o l l o w i n g the f i r s t s p e c i a l session and the submission of the 
report to the second s p e c i a l session was quite a formidable task. However, the 
la t e night meetings during the l a s t vjeek of the spr i n g session were not i n v a i n , 
f o r the Committee was able to submit a cr e d i b l e report to the General Assembly a t 
i t s second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . To a great extent, t h i s was made possible by the able 
chairmanship of Ambassador Oka via, to whom we would l i k e to express a word of thanks. 

Before going i n t o the substantive part of my statement, which i s general i n 
nature, and since Ambassador Venkateswaran w i l l be leaving us soon, I should l i k e 
to take t h i s opportunity to bid f a r e w e l l to him, through the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
representative of India, and to wish him w e l l f o r the f u t u r e . 

The i n t e r n a t i o n a l community had great hopes and expectations of the 
second s p e c i a l session. However, those hopes and expectations were not r e a l i z e d . 
I t i s hardly any vironder that the delegations of the Group of 21 as w e l l as other 
delegations have expressed t h e i r f e e l i n g s of disappointment a t the i n a b i l i t y of the 
second s p e c i a l session to produce the most modest of r e s u l t s . This s i t u a t i o n 
h i g h l i g h t s the state of a f f a i r s of the disarmament negotiations which have been 
going on i n t h i s as w e l l as i n other forums f o r the past years. The Committee on . 
Disarmament was formed with s p e c i f i c terms of reference as embodied i n the F i n a l 
Document. The Committee exerted i t s best e f f o r t s i n d r a f t i n g t e x t s , submitting 
proposals and adopting appropriate procedures with a view to achieving agreements 
which, i n the f i n a l a n a l y s i s , are the y a r d s t i c k s by which we can measure i t s success. 
A comparison can be made between t h i s state of a f f a i r s and the preparation of an 
elaborate meal vjhen the table i s l a i d out with the best china and s i l v e r but the 
e s s e n t i a l ingredient that would make the meal a success i s missing, and that i s food. 
S i m i l a r l y , i n t h i s Committee, we are being starved of p o s i t i v e achievements of a 
substantive nature which are necessary f o r the success of the work of the Committee. 
No amount of s k i l f u l d r a f t i n g nor procedural manoeuvres nor the best of proposals 
are l i k e l y to produce any disarmament agreement i f the degree of the p o l i t i c a l w i l l 
of States i s not s u f f i c i e n t l y strong enough to want them. 

The r e a f f i r m a t i o n of the F i n a l Document by the second s p e c i a l session confirms 
the v a l i d i t y of the p r i n c i p l e s embodied th e r e i n which must continue to serve as 
guiding p r i n c i p l e s for the drawing up of a comprehensive programme of disarmament, 
although a fresh approach and method appears to be necessary as the work during the 
previous session has ended i n an impasse. A time f o r contemplation, r e f l e c t i o n and 
cons u l t a t i o n appears to be necessary during the short time we have at our disposal 
to prepare for more substantive a c t i o n when we meet again next year. 

Several ideas are now being advanced f o r the e f f e c t i v e functioning of the 
Committee on Disarmament and the l e t t e r dated 5 August from the Secretary-General to 
the Chairman of t h i s Committee contains some u s e f u l suggestions made during the 
second s p e c i a l session. There are several aspects of the matter to be considered. 
With regard to how long t h i s committee should meet during i t s annual sessions, our 
view i s that the time does not appear to be ripe f o r expansion of the duration of the 
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meetings over a longer period than at present. I t i s c e r t a i n l y not f o r lack of time 
that the Committee has been unable to make much headway i n i t s 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 w e l l known, the summer session of the Committee w i l l be o f 
a shorter duration than i s usual and i t i s not expected that we can do much i n so 
short a time. However, i t i s encouraging to see that the Committee has managed to 
adopt i t s programme of work w i t h i n a shorter time than usual, and t h i s , to our mind, 
i s a good, augury. 

There i s u n i v e r s a l consensus that general and complete disarmament should be 
the ultimate goal i f we are to eradicate f o r a l l time the twin threats that most 
s e r i o u s l y menace mankind, namely, the scourge of war and the threat to human 
s u r v i v a l posed by.nuclear weapons. There i s , therefore, no greater task f o r t h i s 
m u l t i l a t e r a l n egotiating body than to have as the foremost item on i t s agenda a 
programme f o r the ultimate attainment of general and complete disarmament;: For 
t h i s 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 i n a b i l i t y j t o draw up a comprehensive programme i s , without doubt, due. to 
the f a c t that we have not been able to r e c o n c i l e our views as to the p r i n c i p l e s on 
which the programme should be based. We therefore f e e l that a meeting of minds with 
regard to the p r i n c i p l e s of stages, time-frame, measures and commitment must be 
rea.ched before we can carry out the next round i n the d r a f t i n g e x e r c i s e . 

With the r a p i d rate of advance i n the development of space technology, the arms 
race now threatens to enter the realm of space. I t i s , therefore, urgently 
necessary to prevent outer space being used f o r warlike purposes before i t i s too 
l a t e , as the consequences of such use are l i k e l y to have a d e s t a b i l i z i n g e f f e c t on 
earth i t s e l f . This delegation, therefore, supports the consideration of t h i s item 
w i t h i n a working group as f i r s t suggested by the delegation of Sweden during the 
l a s t s e s s i o n . 

The Working Group on Chemical V/eapons v;hich met i n advance of t h i s summer session 
made a good s t a r t under the able chairmanship of Ambassador Sujka of Poland, There 
are indeed ample grounds f o r optimism that progress can be made even i n the short time 
we have during t h i s summer sessi o n . I t i s important to noté that i n dealing with 

. chemical weapons we are dealing with a r e a l disarmament measure on weapons of mass 
des t r u c t i o n the use of which could have devastating consequences on the c i v i l i a n 
population a l s o . Negotiations i n the past have made considerable progress on the 
scope and d e f i n i t i o n as w e l l as the nature of the convention. We hope that there 
w i l l be a narrov;ing of d i f f e r e n c e s betv/een the tv;o sides on the issue of v e r i f i c a t i o n 
and compliance i n the l i g h t of fresh developments at the second s p e c i a l session, and 
t h i s i s a hopeful s i g n . 

L i m i t a t i o n s of s t r a t e g i c armaments have suffered a severe set-back with the 
s e t t i n g aside pf the SALT I I Agreement. New concepts and doctrines are being advanced 
which appear to make i t permissible to use nuclear weapons by underrating the possible 
outcome of t h e i r use. Despite tho seriousness of the s i t u a t i o n , t h i s Committee i s 
s t i l l unable to deal e f f e c t i v e l y v/ifch measures on nuclear disarmament, and e f f o r t s f o r 
the c r e a t i o n o f a working group have not been possible as the r u l e of consensus i s 
being used.in a s p i r i t that m s not intended. No doubt, b i l a t e r a l discussions are 
necsssary between the great Powers which possess an overwhelming preponderance of 
these weapons. But at the same time the m u l t i l a t e r a l aspects of dealing e f f e c t i v e l y 
with them should not be ignored. The nuclear menace i s a matter of u n i v e r s a l concern 
and as such needs to be dealt with from the point of vievj of i t s m u l t i l a t e r a l aspects 
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by t h i s Committee. There are, indeed, several cogent reasons why the problem of 
r i d d i n g the world of nuclear weapons should be the concern of a l l States, large and 
small, nuclear and non-nuclear a l i k e . For i t i s an undeniable f a c t that a l l of us 
share a common destiny, f o r none of us are immune from the threat of nuclear 
a n n i h i l a t i o n . An issue of s u r v i v a l of a l l mankind must ne c e s s a r i l y be the concern 
of a l l States, nuclear and non-nuclear a l i k e . 

Ihere i s also another v a l i d reason why a u n i v e r s a l approach i s necessary. The 
prevention of the h o r i z o n t a l spread of nuclear v/capons i s an i n t e g r a l part of the 
e f f o r t to h a l t and reverse the nuclear arms race. This would involve the mutuality 
of o b l i g a t i o n s on the part of a l l States, both nuclear and non-nuclear a l i k e - I t i s 
therefore necessary to deal with t h i s issue on a b i l a t e r a l basis w i t h i n t h i s forum. 

One of the basic p r i n c i p l e s of disarmament as embodied i n the F i n a l Document i s 
to enhance the s e c u r i t y of States at a reduced l e v e l of armaments that viould f i n a l l y 
lead to t h e i r complete e l i m i n a t i o n . The i n i t i a t i o n of the process of h a l t i n g the 
nuclear arras race followed by progressive reduction are l o g i c a l steps towards the 
complete e l i m i n a t i o n of nuclear vi/eapons. However, there i s one school of thought 
among the nuclear-weapon Powers which says that the nuclear arms race cannot be halted 
before nuclear arms can be reduced. This l o g i c d e f i e s r a t i o n a l concepts embodied i n 
the F i n a l Document. I t i s now more urgent than ever to h a l t a l l aspects of the 
nuclear arms race, both q u a l i t a t i v e l y and q u a n t i t a t i v e l y , and d r a f t proposals 
presented at the second s p e c i a l session merit c a r e f u l consideration during the next 
regular session of the United Nations General Assembly, 

Ш11е e f f o r t s are being made on nuclear disarmament, p a r a l l e l e f f o r t s should be 
conducted on p r a c t i c a l measures to prevent a nuclear war. Developments i n d i c a t e that 
t h i s i s one area vrhich i s p o l i t i c a l l y r i p e for s o l u t i o n . For t h i s 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, 

Ihe establishment of an Ad Hoc Working Group makes i t possible to deal with the 
parameters involved i n the t e s t ban i s s u e . No doubt, the mandate of the Working 
Group f a l l s f a r short of vihat i s required, which i n our opinion should be the conduct 
of f u l l negotiations on a comprehensive t e s t ban t r e a t y . Despite t h i s shortcoming 
and despite the recent d i s q u i e t i n g i n d i c a t i o n s , hope springs e t e r n a l i n the human 
breast and there i s no a l t e r n a t i v e but to hope that t h i s f i r s t step w i l l make i t 
possible to take further steps towards comprehensive negotiations on a t r e a t y banning 
a l l nuclear weapon t e s t s f o r a l l time, 

The CHAIRMAN; I thank the representative of Burma f o r h i s statement and f o r the 
kind remarks that he has addressed to the Chair. 

Distinguished delegates, we have now exhausted the time a v a i l a b l e to us f o r the 
meeting t h i s morning. 

I f there i s no o b j e c t i o n , I propose that v/e suspend the plenary meeting and 
resume i t t h i s afternoon at 3.30 p,m. We would then l i s t e n to those remaining 
representatives i n s c r i b e d to speak today and, immediately aftorv«rds, I w i l l convene 
an informal meeting of tha Committee to consider some o r g a n i z a t i o n a l questions. I f 
there i s no o b j e c t i o n , we s h a l l proceed i n that way. 

The meeting i s suspended, 

Ihe meeting \jas suspended at 1 p.m, and resumed at З.ЗО P.m. 
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The CIIAIHMAII; Tlie 178th plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament i s 
resumed. As agreed t h i s morning, the Committee v a i l continue to l i s t e n to those 
speakers i n s c r i b e d f o r today's plenary meeting, I nov; give the f l o o r to the' 
dis t i n g u i s h e d representative of the United Kingdom, I-ir. Middleton. 

Ш. MIDDLETON (United Kingdom): Thanlc you, l l r . Chairman. 1 should f i r s t l i k e 
to j o i n those who have welcomed you to tlie Chair of the Committee f o r the month of 
Au^just; my delegation shares the pleasure of other delegations at seeing the Chair 
occupied by a delegate who has such a distingtiished record i n the f i e l d of 
disarmament, p a r t i c u l a r l y when he represents a State vihich i s a f e l l o w member of the 
Commonwealth. I should also l i k e to extend our deep appreciation to your predecessor, 
Ambassador Okawa of Japan, who guided the Committee so s k i l f u l l y through the period 
l e a d i n g up to the General Assembly's e p e c i a l session on disarmament, 

I propose today to devote my statement e n t i r e l y to the current item of our agenda, 
the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons, a t o p i c to which the B r i t i s h Government has attached 
great importance over a тшЬег of years. My delegation believes that of the subjects 
before us at present, that of chemical weapons perhaps o f f e r s the best prospects 
f o r progress i n the near f u t u r e . We therefore welcomed the e a r l y resumption of the 
Chemical Weapons V/orking Group and we are pleased that work i s now aimed at 
i d e n t i f y i n g V7hat options there are f o r bridging the gaps between the divergent viev/s 
of delegations on many s p e c i f i c i s s u e s . VJe hope that we s h a l l make s u b s t a n t i a l progress 
i n t h i s d i r e c t i o n so that by the,end of the session we s h a l l have a'clearer 
understanding of the p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r - s o l v i n g several of the key issues of a 
convention. 

Before discvTssing c e r t a i n issues i n some d e t a i l , I v;ould l i k e to turn b r i e f l y 
to the consultations with technical.experts which the Cjiairman of the Chemical Weapons 
Group has j u s t held. Some delegations have expressed the view that the d i s c u s s i o n of 
t e c h n i c a l issues was complicating our work, and might delay progress towards agreement, 
since many issues required p o l i t i c a l r ather than t e c l i n i c a l d e c i s i o n . But i n order to 
take p o l i t i c a l d ecisions we need to be avjare of the range of t e c h n i c a l p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r 
r e s o l v i n g p a r t i c u l a r problems. I t i s an unwillingness to make substantive 
c o n t r i b u t i o n s to the di s c u s s i o n of such t e c h n i c a l issues r a t l i e r than the t e c h n i c a l 
discussions themselves which w i l l delay our progress. My delegation accordingly 
attaches great importance to the continuation of the Chairman's c o n s u l t a t i o n s . The 
consultations with t e c h n i c a l experts should, however, be given a precise mandate by the 
Working Group. The mandate dravni up f o r the experts' meeting t h i s session produced, 
i n our opinion, a more f r u i t f u l d i s c u s s i o n than i n the past, and vje hope that t h i s 
precedent w i l l be followed f o r the next meeting. 

In examining the report of the experts' meeting, I would l i k e to r e i t e r a t e the 
view which my delegation expressed a t ' t l i e s p r i n g session that the vrork on t o x i c i t y 
c r i t e r i a has now been taken as f a r as i s u s e f u l f o r the present, although at a l a t e r 
stage i n our work i t w i l l be necessary to re t u r n to the protocols prepared during the 
spr i n g session to see whether they meet the needs of the convention. We vrould suggest 
that work should now focus on the other topics mentioned i n the report, that i s , on 
the t e c h n i c a l metliods f o r v e r i f i c a t i o n , and we ho^-e that experts w i l l come to the 
next meeting ready to contribute to the di s c u s s i o n . 

I should now l i k e to o f f e r views on some substantive aspects of a convention on 
chemical weapons, and i n p a r t i c u l a r on the question of the declarations which v i i l l 
need to be included i n such a convention. As worl: on the convention has evolved over 
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the l a s t few years, i t has become c l e a r that the f i l i n g of d e t a i l e d declarations by 
States p a r t i e s w i l l have a key r o l e to play i n ensuring confidence i n the t r e a t y 
regime. Without d e t a i l e d d e c l a r a t i o n s , adequate v e r i f i c a t i o n of the convention w i l l 
be almost impossible, since i t i s c l e a r that checks cannot be made, f o r example that 
a l l - chemical weapons have been destroyed, unless we f i r s t know what chemical 
weapons a State holds. 

In,our view, de c l a r a t i o n s w i l l f a l l i n t o titrée categories. The f i r s t category 
w i l l comprise those d e c l a r a t i o n s which should be made soon a f t e r the convention 
enters i n t o f o r c e . Such declarations should cover the f o l l o v i i n g key areas: 

(a) \\/hether or not a State possesses chemical vjeapons and f a c i l i t i e s f o r t h e i r 
prodiiction; 

(b) Tlie stocks of chemical weapons and f a c i l i t i e s f o r the production and 
f i l l i n g of such v/eapons held by States; 

(c) Plans f o r the d e s t r u c t i o n or, vihere appropriate, d i v e r s i o n f o r permitted 
purposes of declared stocks of chemical vreapons5 

(d) Plans f o r the d e s t r u c t i o n , dismantling or, where appropriate, conversion 
of declared f a c i l i t i e s f o r the production and f i l l i n g of chemical weapons. 

These d e c l a r a t i o n s should be d e t a i l e d and accurate, and should include information on, 
i n t e r a l i a ; 

Tlie number and l o c a t i o n of s t o c k p i l e s ; 

The шлпЬег and l o c a t i o n of production f a c i l i t i e s f o r both chemical agents and 
munitions, as w e l l as m v m i t i o n - f i l l i n g f a c i l i t i e s ; 

The quantity of i n d i v i d u a l agents held and t h e i r concentration categorized by 
named agents; 

The type and quantity of munitions, i n c l u d i n g any stocks of empty munitions 
s p e c i f i c a l l y designed f o r chemical charges; 

The capacity of production f a c i l i t i e s and the agents or munitions which they 
produce. 

The above- declarations should, i n our view, cover both single-purpose chemical 
agents, and dual-purpose chemical agents above a c e r t a i n l e v e l of t o x i c i t y , 
together with key precursors, i n c l u d i n g those f o r use i n binary munitions. I f 
s t o c k p i l e s of dual-purpose agents are held f o r commercial rather t h a n ^ m i l i t a r y 
purposes, the commercial purpose should be s t a t e d . In a d d i t i o n , i t w i l l be necessary 
to declare i n d e t a i l the plans f o r the d e s t r u c t i o n or d i v e r s i o n of stocks and 
production f a c i l i t i e s . 

G?he second type of d e c l a r a t i o n , vjhich w i l l need to be made at p e r i o d i c 
i n t e r v a l s u n t i l a l l stocks and production f a c i l i t i e s have been destroyed, w i l l 
contain progress reports on the d e s t r u c t i o n process, and should give d e t a i l s of the 
timing of d e s t r u c t i o n programmes, the place where the d e s t r u c t i o n w i l l take place, the 
q u a n t i t i e s of munitions and i n d i v i d u a l named agents to be destroyed, and so on. 
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The t h i r d t j o e of d e c l a r a t i o n w i l l be required throughout t h e . l i f e of the 
convention, since a пглг-Ьег of a c t i v i t i e s v.'ill continue to require monitoring. These 
dec l a r a t i o n s should cover any prodvxction of supertoxic agents, f o r permitted purposes 
such as medical and p r o t e c t i v e measures. D e t a i l s sjiould be given of the q u a n t i t i e s 
of s p e c i f i c agents produced, the l o c a t i o n i capacity and c a p a b i l i t y of the production 
f a c i l i t y , and the ptirpose f o r vihich the agents are intended. Declarations v j i l l a lso 
need to.be made about the prodtiction f o r c i v i l i a n pi^rpooes of dual-purpose agents 
above a c e r t a i n l e v e l of t o x i c i t y , g i v i n g d e t a i l s of the nt-noer, l o c a t i o n , capacity, 
c a p a b i l i t y and turnover of production f a c i l i t i e s f o r such dual-purpose agents. I f 
p o s s i b l e , d e t a i l s of t r a n s f e r s of these agents sho'ald also be given, together v;ith 
d e c l a r a t i o n s on the number and nati.;re of commercial research programmes i n t o t o x i c 
agents f o r peaceful purposes. States must, of o c i r s e , p r otect the i n t e r e s t s of the 
commercial i n d u s t r i e s , but i t v;ould b u i l d confidence i f p a r t i e s had some idea of the 
research t a k i n g place i n other ccvmtries. 

I should nov) l i k e to of fer,some p r e l i m i n a r y coca-nents on document CD/2945 tabled 
at the beginning of the session by the Soviet delegation. Ily delegation welcomes t h i s 
serious c o n t r i b u t i o n to our work, and appreciates the d e t a i l e d e x p o s i t i o n of the 
ideas contained i n i t vihich v.'as given to us t h i s morning by the dis t i n g u i s h e d 
representative of the Soviet Union. ¥e should.; lioviever, l i k e to place on record some 
of the points vjhich occurred to us i n studying t h i s аосгжеп1. 

F i r s t l y , on the se c t i o n e n t i t l e d "Scope of the P r o h i b i t i o n " , ' . f t i l s t r e c ognizing 
t h a t t o x i c i t y parameters have j a t to be set f o r the various categories of agents, I 
should record here our view that i r r i t a n t agents intended p r i m a r i l y f o r c i v i l , .law •. 
enforcement should be excluded from a con\'ention. There weald then be no need f o r 
dec l a r a t i o n s of annual production as proposed i n c e c t i o n I I , para,-:raph 7? or f o r the 
ne g o t i a t i o n of a ban on t h e i r t r a n s f e r to non-States p a r t i e s . To attempt to cover these 
m a t e r i a l s i n t h i s Treaty v/culd, we be l i e v e , complicate the di s c u s s i o n excessivelj'" and 
reduce the prospect of agreement. 

On another point of d e t a i l , paragraph 2 of the se c t i o n e n t i t l e d " E l i m i n a t i o n 
or temporary conversion of f a c i l i t i e s v^aich provide c a p a c i t i e s f o r production of 
chemical .vreapons" does not make c l e a r that a l l chemical weapons production f a c i l i t i e s , 
except those authorized f o r permitted production, should be made inoperative f o r 
production purposes soon a f t e r the t r e a t y e f f e c t f o r any State. For 
p r a c t i c a l reasons there w i l l , hov/ever, be a timie-lag betv/een the cessation of 
production and the d e s t r u c t i o n or dismantling of tiie production f a c i l i t i e s . My 
delegation would therefore ask the Soviet delegation vjhat arrangements'it envisages 
f o r . t h e mothballing of a l l chemical weapons prod'action f a c i l i t i e s , apart from those 
intended f o r the d e s t r u c t i o n of o t o c k p i l e s , v a i t i l t h e i r f i n a l dismantling or 
d e s t r u c t i o n takes place. 

My delegation would also welcome c l a r i f i c a t i o n from the Soviet delegation of 
the v e r i f i c a t i o n p r o v i s i o n s included i n CD/294, since some of the ideas contained i n 
t h i s docviment have not p r e v i o u s l y been put forward by t i i e Soviet Union. Delegations 
w i l l no doubt r e c a l l t h e d e t a i l e d paper on v e r i f i c a t i o n av3. the monitoring of compliance 
tabled by the United Kingdom delegation i n the Committee on Disarmament on 
18 February. This document, read i n conjunction w i t l i s i m i l a r papers tabled by the 
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delegations of the Netherlands and the Federal Republic of Germany, o u t l i n e s many of 
the d e t a i l e d procedures v;e consider necessary i n order adequately to епзгдге the 
compliance of States with a chemical vreapons t r e a t y . 

Although t h i s subject i s not addressed i n our own paper, the United Kingdom can 
c e r t a i n l y accept the s e t t i n g up of n a t i o n a l committees to oversee i n t e r n a l 
compliance as proposed i n docvmient CD/294 but a d e c i s i o n to set uip such a committee 
would i n our view l i e with each State party. We would also r e i t e r a t e our view that 
greater emphasis should be put on i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n measures c o n t r o l l e d 
by the c o n s u l t a t i v e committee. The text of a convention should emphasize i n t h i s 
connection the need f o r e f f e c t i v e raeasuxes f o r systematic i n s p e c t i o n of the 
d e s t r u c t i o n of s t o c k p i l e s and production f a c i l i t i e s . The Soviet d r a f t mentions 
quotas f o r such i n s p e c t i o n s . The distinguisheu representative of the Soviet Union 
touched on t h i s p o i n t t h i s morning, but my delegation would s t i l l welcome f u r t h e r 
c l a r i f i c a t i o n . I t seems to us that depending on circumstances, representatives of 
the c o n s u l t a t i v e committee may need to maintain a permajient presence at d e s t r u c t i o n 
s i t e s and a "quota" may not be s u f f i c i e n t . Furthermore', ue believe that a convention 
should provide f o r challenge i n s p e c t i o n of general i n d u s t r i a l chemical f a c i l i t i e s 
which have a capacity f o r chemical weapons production, even i f they are not declared 
as chemical weapons p l a n t s , and also f o r measvu:es to check the declared vol\imes of 
accumulated s t o c k p i l e s . I t would a l s o , i n our view, be necessary to agree on the 
machinery by v/hich States p a r t i e s could assess, w i t h i n the framework of the 
c o n s u l t a t i v e committee, whether the explanations of an accused party which declines 
on-site i n s p e c t i o n were s u f f i c i e n t l y convincing. 

As o u t l i n e d i n our own paper on v e r i f i c a t i o n , we consider that the c o n s u l t a t i v e 
committee should be a permanent body established at the entry i n t o force of the 
chemical weapons convention. Such an arrangement would help to ensure e a r l y 
i n v e s t i g a t i o n by the Committee of alleged contraventions of the t r e a t y . We note 
that the Soviet Union has r e f r a i n e d from elaborating on many of the functions and 
povjers of the c o n s u l t a t i v e committee. I t i s , f o r instance, not altogether c l e a r 
from document CD/294 vjhether, i n cases of suspected v i o l a t i o n s , requests f o r 
information and f o r o n - s i t e i n s p e c t i o n can be made to the c o n s u l t a t i v e committee 
i t s e l f , so that i t s representatives might carry out inspections on behalf of one 
or more States p a r t i e s , or vihether the r o l e of the Coimnittee would be l i m i t e d simply 
to passing on b i l a t e r a l requests f o r such v i s i t s . In our view, onlj"- a f t e r the 
c o n s u l t a t i v e committee has i t s e l f been d i r e c t l y involved i n making at l e a s t one 
request f o r on-site i n s p e c t i o n , and these requests have been refused, should the 
matter be taken to the S e c u r i t y Council of the United Nations, 

I apologize i f my remarks have seemed to some delegations excessively t e c h n i c a l , 
but my delegation believes that we have reached the stage vdiere d e t a i l e d d i s c u s s i o n 
of such points i s appropriate and .necessary i f the progress we are a l l seeking i s to 
be achieved. My delegation would welcome comments on огдг ovm ideas and look forward 
to a response from the Soviet delegation to the comments we have made on i t s paper". 
We s h a l l also study with care the d e t a i l e d statement made by the distinguished 
representative of the Soviet Union t h i s morning. We look forward to a f u r t h e r 
exchange of vie\ís i n the Working Group, 
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The С11Д1ИУШ1; I thanlc the representative of the Uni tea Kingdom f o r h i s 
statement and f o r the kind remarks that he has addressed to the Chair, I nov; give 
the f l o o r to the distinguished representative of I n d i a . 

I-Ir. SAHM ( I n d i a ) : Mr. Chairman, I have asked f o r the f l o o r to make a b r i e f 
statement f o r the purpose of i n t r o d u c i n g docxanent CD/309 submitted to the Committee 
on behalf of my delegation. I believe that copies of the doc\.raent i n E n g l i s h have 
been c i r c u l a t e d t h i s morning by tlie s e c r e t a r i a t . 

In i t s statement before the plenary meeting of the Committee on 3 August, my 
delegation put forward a proposal f o r the s e t t i n g up of an ad hoc working group 
under item 2 of огдг agenda, on the prevention of nviclear war. We are g r a t e f u l to 
those delegations which ha.ve come forward i n support of our proposal. 

I t i s i n order to enable the Committee to come to a quick d e c i s i o n on t h i s 
proposal that my delegation has now put forviard the text of a p o s s i b l e mandaté f o r 
the proposed working group f o r consideration by members of the Committee. I t i s a 
simple and straightforward fonîiulation. The task of the ad hoc working group 
would be to reach agreement on appropriate and p r a c t i c a l measures f o r the prevention 
of nuclear war, takin g i n t o account a l l e x i s t i n g proposals and future i n i t i a t i v e s 
on t h i s urgent and m o s t - v i t a l i s s u e . 

As Ambassador Venlcateswaran stated on 3 August before t h i s Committee, a l l States 
have agreed on the urgent need to prevent the outbreak of nuclear v/ar, v/liich would 
have devastating consequences f o r the vihole of mankind. S u r v i v a l i s a matter of 
u n i v e r s a l concern and v/e venture to hope that there i s consensus i n t h i s Committee 
to embark s e r i o u s l y and earnestly on negotiations on p r a c t i c a l measures f o r the 
prevention of .nuclear war. I f we f a i l to agree even on t h i s modest proposal, i t 
would d i s p l a y both cynicism and l a c k of s e n s i t i v i t y i n t h i s Committee v/ith regard 
to the deep concern and anxiety that covmtries and peoples a l l over the vrorld f e e l 
on t h i s v i t a l i s s u e . Let us re a s s e r t the relevance of t h i s Committee to the most 
pr e s s i n g concern of the peoples of the world. Let us grasp t h i s opportunity to 
o f f e r some hope and encouragement to those thousands upon thousands of ordinary 
people from a l l walles of l i f e , who i n imprecedented p u b l i c demonstrations and 
statements have appealed to us to respond to t h e i r genuine fears and a n x i e t i e s 
and take urgent a c t i o n to prevent a nuclear catastrophe. 

Mr. Chairman, may.I request you according'ly to convene as soon as p o s s i b l e 
one or more informal meetings, as may be necessary, to discuss the proposal f o r 
s e t t i n g up an ad hoc working group on the prevention of nuclear war and i t s proposed 
mandate so that an e a r l y d e c i s i o n may be taken on i t . The matter i s urgent and we 
need to get down to substantive v/ork without delay. 
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The CHAIRMAN: That concludes my l i s t of speakers f o r today. Does any other 
delegation wish t o take the f l o o r ? 

•Mr. WEGENER (Federal Republic of Germany): Mr. Chairman, I would l i k e to 
make a b r i e f statement i n my capacity as the current Chairman of the Ad Hoc VJorking 
Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l Weapons. As you are aware, at the beginning of our session 
I wrote to a l l heads of delegations asking t h e i r guidance on how to proceed on the 
subject-matter. Since that time I have received quite a few r e p l i e s , many of them 
comprehensive and complete, which i s heartening; I f e e l g e n e r a l l y encouraged by 
that response. Many delegations have not yet r e p l i e d , however, and I have taken 
the f l o o r to urge them to forward t h e i r r e p l i e s to me, perhaps w i t h i n the next 
week. I intend to s t a r t a process of informal consultations with delegations on 
the basis of the repliés received as of 20 August. 

The CHAIRMAN: Does any other delegation wish to take the f l o o r ? 

May I suggest tnat we now hold a short informal meeting to consider some 
or g a n i z a t i o n a l matters. VJe would l a t e r resume the plenary meeting and take a c t i o n 
on any decisions that might be necessary i n the l i g h t of our.discussions at the 
informal meeting^ I f there i s no o b j e c t i o n , we w i l l proceed accordingly. 

I t was so decided. 

The plenary meeting was suspended, at 4.15 p.m. and resumed at 4 .20 p.m. 

The CHAIRMAN: The 178th plenary meeting of the Committee i s resumed'. May I 
put before the Committee f o r d e c i s i o n the appointment of Ambassador Curt J^idgard 
of Sweden as Chairman of the Ad Hoc VJorking Group on a Nuclear Test Ban. I f there 
i s no o b j e c t i o n , I w i l l take i t that the Committee appoints Ambassador Lidgard f o r 
that p o s i t i o n . 

There i s no o b j e c t i o n . 

I t was so decided. 

The CHAIRMAN: May I extend to Ambassador Lid.gard my congratulations and 
those of the whole Committee f o r h i s appointment to such an important p o s i t i o n . 
I wish him success i n the complex and v i t a l questions to be considered by the 
V'orking Group. His outstanding q u a l i t i e s as a.diplomat w i l l provide the necessary 
leadership to achieve successful r e s u l t s . But he w i l l a l s o need the co-oparation 
of a l l the members of the Committee to achieve that o b j e c t i v e and I appeal to a l l 
to co-operate with him e a r n e s t l y . 

Does any delegate wish to take the f l o o r ? 

Mr. LIDGARD (Sweden): Mr; Chairman, I want to thahk my colleagues around the 
t a b l e here f o r the confidence they have shown i n me i n appointing me to t h i s task, 
and to thank you, Mr. Chairman, f o r the very kind words you have expressed to me. 
I cannot hide the f a c t that the Swedish delegation has accepted t h i s important task 
a f t e r a good deal of h e s i t a t i o n . F i r s t l y , we would have preferred to have had 
the opportunity to prepare ourselves more c a r e f u l l y than the short notice we have 
been given has allowed us to do. 
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Secondly, we consider the question of a comprehensive t e s t ban as of very 
great importance. VJ(3 have f o r a very long time done evurything w i t h i n our capacity 
i n order to promote i t s e a r l y negotiation and achievement. The decision on the 
mandate f o r the Working Group must by a l l accounts be considered as i n s u f f i c i e n t 
f o r the purpose of genuine negotiations on a CTB. However, we have accepted i t 
as the only p o s s i b i l i t y w i t h i n reach for at l e a s t s t a r t i n g a n e g o t i a t i o n process. 
We hope that our work w i l l speed up the p o l i t i c a l process which w i l l lead to a 
d e c i s i o n by the nuclear-weapon States to engage i n negotiations on a, CTBT. We 
a l s o hope that we s h a l l be able to prepare the ground i n order t o f a c i l i t a t e the 
future negotiations on v e r i f i c a t i o n measures and thereby shorten that part of the 
n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

I want to emphasize that we have accepted t h i s task on the s p e c i f i c c o n d i t i o n 
that the two major nuclear-weapon powers w i l l co-operate i n earnest to achieve what 
can be achieved w i t h i n our mandate. I envisage that wo s h a l l therefore make a 
r e a l e f f o r t to examine s u b s t a n t i a l l y the v e r i f i c a t i o n aspects of a CTB. The 
v e r i f i c a t i o n issues can, hov;ever, not be examined i n the a b s t r a c t . We have to ba 
i n agreement at l e a s t on a working hypothesis as regards the scope of the t r e a t y . 
My own assumption i s that f o r t h i s purpose what has to be v e r i f i e d i s a p r o h i b i t i o n 
of a l l nuclear explosions i n a l l environments f o r a l l time to come. F i n a l l y , I 
want to mako c l e a r that my appointment to the Chairmanship i n no way changes the 
previously announced i n t e n t i o n s of the Swedish delegation to submit, at an 
appropriate time, a revised version of the d r a f t t r e a t y which Sweden submitted 
to the CCD i n 1977. 

Mr. TIAN JIN (China) ( t ^ a n s l a t ^ . f r o m _ C h i n ^ Mr. Chairman, the Chinese 
delegation would l i k e to make a statement on the question of the Working Group on 
a comprehensive t e s t ban. 

We f u l l y understand the desire of many non-nuclear-weapon States to set up i n 
the Committee on Disarmament a working group on a CTB with a view to curbing the 
nuclear arms race. I t i s p r e c i s e l y out of t h i s consideration that we do not object 
to the s e t t i n g up of a working group on a CTB and to i t s a c t i v i t i e s . 

However, we have c o n s i s t e n t l y held that a nuclear t e s t ban i s only one aspect 
of nuclear disarmament, as i s also affirmed i n paragraph 51 of the F i n a l Document 
which states that "the cessation of nuclear-weapon t e s t i n g by a l l States w i t h i n 
the framework of an e f f e c t i v e nuclear disarmament process would be i n the i n t e r e s t 
of mankind". In f a c t , when the Suparpov/ers possess huge nuclear arsenals, a mere 
cessation of nuclear t e s t i n g would not lessen the threat of nuclear war, l e t alone 
eliminate i t . The cessation of nuclear t e s t i n g must be c a r r i e d out i n conjunction 
with s u b s t a n t i a l reductions i n t h e i r nuclear arsenals. This i s the way which would 
be conducive to the lessening of the nuclear t h r e a t and the maintenance of 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y . 

Here, I vrould l i k e to r e f e r to the "proposal on the e s s e n t i a l measures f o r 
an immediate h a l t to the arms race and f o r disarmament" put forward by the 
Chinese delegation at the second s p e c i a l session' of the General Assembly devoted 
to disarmament. The main contents of t h i s proposal i n respect o f nuclear disarmament 
are: 
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A i l nuclear-weapon States should reach an agreement on the non-use .of; nuclear 
weapons. Pending t h i s , the nuclear-weapon States should each undertake 
u n c o n d i t i o n a l l y not t o use or threaten t o use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-
weapon States or nuclear-weapon-free zones and not to be the f i r s t to use nuclear 
weapons against each other at any time or under any circumstances. 

The Soviet Union and the United States should cease a l l nuclear t e s t s , stop 
the q u a l i t a t i v e improvement and manufacture of any kind of nuclear weapons and 
reduce by 50 per cent t h e i r e x i s t i n g nuclear arsenals, i n c l u d i n g a l l types oif 
i n t e r c o n t i n e n t a l , medium-range and other t a c t i c a l nuclear weapons as vje l l as t h e i r 
means of d e l i v e r y . Thereafter, a l l nuclear-weapon States should undertake to 
cease a l l nuclear t e s t s , stop the q u a l i t a t i v e improvement and manufacture of 
t h e i r nuclear weapons and reduce t h e i r respective nuclear weapons and means of 
d e l i v e r y according to a reasonable proportion and procedure to be agreed upon. 

This proposal i s predicated on the present s t a t e of nuclear armaments. I t 
underscores the s p e c i a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y the Superpowers should assume. I t also 
s p e l l s out the corresponding o b l i g a t i o n which my country i s prepared to undertake. 
This i s China's basic p o s i t i o n on nuclear disarmament and a nuclear t e s t ban. 

Based on the above co n s i d e r a t i o n , the Chinese delegation w i l l not, f o r the 
time being, p a r t i c i p a t e i n the Working Group on a CTB. 

Mr. DE BEAUSSE (France) ( t r a n s l a t e d from French): I do not intend to make 
a long statement. I simply want to remind members of the Committee that my 
delegation's p o s i t i o n on the subject j u s t r a i s e d by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative, 
of China was explained i n d e t a i l by Mr. de l a Gorce at the plenary meeting held 
on 5 August; and, as the Committee knows, v-ie too s h a l l not be p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n 
the work of the Working Group the c o n s t i t u t i o n of vjhich you have j u s t announced. 

Mr. HERDER (German Democratic Republic): Mr. Chairma-, I have l i s t e n e d to 
the l a s t two statements with gn-at i n t e r e s t and for the time being I would l i k e 
to put on record that t h i s seems to be the f i r s t time that we are f a c i n g such a 
s i t u a t i o n , when two important member States of t h i s body, nuclear-weapon States, 
are d i s s o c i a t i n g themselves from p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n a subsidiary body which was 
created a f t e r long and strenuous-efforts, to solve one of the p r i o r i t y items on 
our agenda, item number 1, the p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear vioapons t e s t s . Since t h i s 
i s the f i r s t time that we are being confronted with such an a t t i t u d e , i t would 
c e r t a i n l y be premature to t r y to draw conclusions from t h i s f a c t . That i s why 
I would merely l i k e to say at t h i s junctur«^ that, t a k i n g i n t o account these 
d e c l a r a t i o n s , we w i l l c e r t a i n l y have to r e f l e c t on what impact such an a t t i t u d e 
might have on the consideration of t h i s item, i n p a r t i c u l a r with regard to tha 
newly established Working Group the establishment of v;hich we welcome 
wholeheartedly, and f o r the c r e a t i o n of which we have undertaken so many e f f o r t s 
i n the past. 

Mr. OKAWA (Japan): Mr. Chairman, I v/ould l i k e to place on record the 
disappointment and regret of my delegation on l e a r n i n g that the delegations of 
two nuclear-weapon States w i l l not be p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the work of the Ad Hoc 
Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban, on the establishment of which we so 
l a b o r i o u s l y negotiated at the s p r i n g session. 



CD/PV..178 

Иг. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Russian): 
In connection with the statements of che representativ^-s of France and China, 
d e c l a r i n g that those delegations v.'ill not p a r t i c i p a t e i n tho work of the Ad Hoc 
V/orking Group on a Nuclear Test Ban, tiie Soviet delegation reo..^rves it.4 r i g h t to. 
define l a t e r i t s a t t i t u d e to the s i t u a t i o n thus crt.atcd, which i s unprecedented 
i n the v/ork of our Committee. 

Mr. IJEVJEI^B ( N i g e r i a ) : While we regret the announcement made by our 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d colleagues from China and Franc^; v/ith regard to t h e i r 
n o n - p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the work of'th.; NTB V/orking Group, we would l i k e to place 
on record tho f a c t that the present s i t u a t i o n In the world has created what I 
would describe as "nuclear apartheid". I am not going to t r y to guess the reasons 
for the decision of tho Chinese and French delegations, but i n my own estimation 
the present s i t u a t i o n i n the world, i n regard to the a t t i t u d e of soma nuclear-
weapon powers, i s to create a sort of nuclear apartheid whereby they are regarded 
as being sd responsible that they can possess and m u l t i p l y nuclear weapons while 
others cannot. I do not think that makes f o r democracy, I do not think i t makes 
for l o g i c , and I do not think i t mak:;s f o r the peaceful settlement of the nuclear 
i s s u e . 

Mr. SARAN ( I n d i a ) : F i r s t of a l l , I would l i k e to congratulate. 
Ambassador Lidgard of Sw:d.̂ n on hi.-, appointment as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Viorking 
Group on a Nuclear Test Ran. We would l i k e to wish him a l l .success i n h i s 
assignment and pledge to him the f u l l co-operation "of our delé.gation. 

In response to the statement made by Ambassador Lidgard on h i s appointment 
as Chairman, as also by other di:;legations, I would l i k e to place'on record the 
consistent p o s i t i o n of my Government concerning the cessation of nuclear weapon 
testing'. I t i s our view that the aim of a treaty on a nuclear t e s t ban i s the 
general and complet-j cessation of the t e s t i n g of nuclear v/eapons by a l l States 
i n a l l environments f o r . a l l timt; to come. Our delegation's approach to the v/ork 
of the Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban w i l l bo determined by the consistent 
p o l i c y of our Government. 

Mr. NUflEZ MOSQUERA (Cuba) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Spanish): Mr. Chairman, the 
head of my delegation w i l l have an opportunity to o f f e r you our congratulations 
on your assumption of the chairmanship of the Committee fcir t h i s month at the 
nexc plenary meeting. I have asked f o r the f l o o r i n order also to congratulate 
Ambassador Lidgard on h i s unanimous e l e c t i o n as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working 
Group on a Nuclear Test Ban which was established by the Committee at i t s spring 
session t h i s year. Lik.-^ the Indian del^igation, the delegation of Cuba w i l l 
p a r t i c i p a t e i n the work of the Viorking Group bearing i n mind the whole range of 
issues involved i n a general and complete cessation of nuclear v/eapons t e s t s . 
I should also l i k e to take the opportunity to support document CD/309 submitted 
by the delegation of India with respect to the s e t t i n g up of an ad hoc Working 
group on the prevention of nuclear war, and со express my delegation's regret at 
the s i t u a t i o n that w i l l be created f o r tho Ad Hoc VJorking Group on a Nuclear. 
Test Ban i f tvio nuclear-weapon States do not take part i n i t . 
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Mr. de SOUZA E SILVA ( B r a z i l ) : Mr. Chairman, I would a l s o l i k e -to 
congratulate at the same' time as thanking Ambassador Lidgard f o r t a k i n g charge .' 
of tho V/orking Group on a Nuclear Test Ban. As a matter of f a c t , I think t h i s 
Working Group should normally be chaired by a member of the Group of 21, and, 
i n the view of my dele¿̂ -ation, i n the Group of 21 there i s no one better q u a l i f i e d 
than Ambassador Lidgard to assume that o f f i c w . May I add that I should l i k e to 
place on record the disappointment of my delegation at the d e c i s i o n that we have 
j u s t heard from our d i s t i n g u i s h e d colleagues from the People's Republic of China 
and France. I reserve the r i g h t of my delegation to revert to t h i s subject at 
a l a t e r stage. 

Mr. SUTRESNA (Indonesia).: Mr. Chairman, t h i s i s a rather unique s i t u a t i o n 
that f o r the f i r s t time my delegation i s confronted with. On the one hand, 
I have j u s t noted with great pleasure and s a t i s f a c t i o n the f a c t that our 
colleague and dear f r i e n d from Sweden, Ambassador Lidgard, has g r a c i o u s l y 
accepted the great r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of e x e r c i s i n g the function of Chairman of 
the Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban. On the other hand, I cannot hide my 
f e e l i n g of profound regret and disappointment that two nuclear-weapon States 
have j u s t declared t h e i r unwillingness to p a r t i c i p a t e i n the work of that 
p a r t i c u l a r Working Group. I thought, as I believe did many others around t h i s 
t a b l e , that the a c t i v i t y of the Working Group could lead to the furtherance of 
the work of the Committee r e l a t i n g to disarmament. My delegation a l s o reserves 
the r i g h t to address t h i s question i n greater d e t a i l i n due course. 

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Spanish); Mr. Chairman, since 
I explained the p o s i t i o n of my delegation viith regard to the mandate of the 
Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban at some length very r e c e n t l y , at the 
Committee's 175th meeting, held on 3 August, I can be very b r i e f today and 
simply say that our p o s i t i o n remains unchanged. As regards the declarations we 
have heard today and which my delegation deplores .-- the d e c l a r a t i o n s of the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d representatives of China and France — my delegation hopes that 
t h i s s i t u a t i o n w i l l not be used as a pretext for n u l l i f y i n g or slowing down the 
negotiations that w i l l , we hope, be conducted s e r i o u s l y i n the Viorking Group 
towards the goal of the cessation of nuclear weapon t e s t i n g , vjhich i s stated 
i n the preamble to the p a r t i a l test-ban Treaty of I963 and reaffirmed i n the 
preamble to the Treaty on the N o n - P r o l i f o r a t i o n of Nuclear VJeapons and i s 
i m p l i c i t i n a r t i c l e VI of that Treaty. We venture to hope that i f the Viorking 
Group i s successful i n i t s undertaking, even i f with the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of only 
three nuclear-weapon powers, i t vjould be very d i f f i c u l t f o r tha other two to 
continue t h e i r r e f u s a l . 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Mexico f o r h i s statement. 
May we now turn to another subject? As I noted e a r l i e r , at the informal meeting, 
the f i r s t meeting of the Working Group w i l l be held tomorrow, Friday, 13 August, 
at 3 p.m. The s e c r e t a r i a t has c i r c u l a t e d today an informal paper containing 
the time-table f o r meetings of the Committee and i t s subsidiary bodies f o r next 
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week. The time-table i s , of course, i n d i c a t i v e , as usual, and subject to change, 
i f need be. That app l i e s p a r t i c u l a r l y to the p o s s i b i l i t y of scheduling, i f 
necessary, informal meetings of the Committee. I f there i s no o b j e c t i o n , I w i l l 
consider that the Committee adopts the time-table f o r next week. 

I t was so decided. 

The CHAIRMAH; The next plenary meeting of the Committee w i l l be held on 
Tuesday, 17 August, at 10.50 a.m. The plenary meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 4.45 p.m 
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The CHAIPiÎ IâN; I declare open the 179th plenary meeting of the Conffiiittee <m 
Disarmament, • -. . 

The Committee continues today i t s consideration of item 2 of i t s agenda, 
"Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament", ' Howëyèr, i n •• 
accordance with r u l e 50 of the r u l e s of procedure, members wishing- to do so may 
make statements on any other subject relevant to the work of the jQommittee. 

I have on my l i s t of speaicers f o r today the representatives of N i g e r i a , I t a l y , 
the Netherlands, the German Democra.tio Piepublic, Hungar;;/-, China, A u s t r a l i a and 
Norway. 

P i r s t of a l l , allow me to extend a warm v/elcome i n the Committee to the 
representative of iíor\>íay, Ambassador Vaern/, a diplomat of v/ide experience and.for 
a long time associated v/ith disarmament matters, iunbassador Vaern/ has been 
since 1977 s p e c i a l adviser on disarmament matters to the Foreign M i n i s t r y of Norway 
and since 1978 Director-General of the Minisbry's Department Of P o l i c y Planning-^ 
and Research, He was the leader of the Norv/egian delegations to both the f i r s t and 
the second s p e c i a l sessions of the General Assembly deviated to disaiffiament. and .... 
Chairman of the 193u Reviev/ Conference of the Convention bajming. b i o l p g i c a l weapdns. 
Ambassador Vaern/ i s also Chairman of the Foreign M i n i s t r y ' s Adyigoq:^, Cûunpil, од 
Disarmament and Arms Control, 

I now give the f l o o r to the f i r s t spealcer on my l i s t , the distingmshed 
representative of ATigeriá, His Excellency Ambassador Ijewere. " 

V w . IJ1?//ERS ( N i g e r i a ) ; Mr. Chairman, i t i s a matter of great s a t i s f a c t i o n to 
my delegation to see you — the i-epresentative of a b r o t h e r l y non-aligned A f r i c a n 
country — T)residing over the meetings of t h i s Committee f o r the month of August. 
From the competent v/ay you have conducted the Committee's a f f a i r s , you have 
demonstrated your wealth of experience and diplomatic s k i l l , and I pledge the 
co-operation and support of my delegation i n the accom.plishment of your d i f f i c u l t 
task. My good f r i e n d and collorague, jlmbassador Okav/a, also deserves our 
g r a t i t u d e f o r a job w e l l done during the spring session. IJy hearty v/ords of 
v/elcome go to our nev/ colleague, Ambassador Datcu of Romania, and I look forward 
to working c l o s e l y with him. We sa.y f a r e w e l l to our v e r s a t i l e and amiable f r i e n d . 
Ambassador Venkatesv/aran of I n d i a , who leaves Geneva f i n a l l y at the end of t h i s 
v/eek. 

Sixteen years ago, I had the Ьопоггг of s i t t i n g i n t h i s hallowed chamber 
representing my country i n the 18-.i'¡8.tion Disarmament Committee, My f e e l i n g then 
v/as that the arms race was a symptom of an underlying disease and that i f we could 
oure that disease tlie symptom v/ould ¡¿o av/ay. A l l good physicians, I know, make 
a d i s t i n c t i o n between a disease a,nd i t s symptoms, and i n general t h e i r 
I j r e s c r i p t i o n s aim at curing the disease and not the symptons. 

A f t e r the u n q u a l i f i e d f a i l u r e of the sceond s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, I am moro convinced by t h i s l i n e of 
reasoning regarding the arms race and disaxiuament negotiations than I was 
sixteen years ago. I f I rcs.y paraphrase the v/ords of my distinguished Chinese 
colleague, to catch a fi.sh you don't climb a t r e e ; you go to the r i v e r . 

http://accom.pl
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(Mr. I.iexrere. N i g e r i a ) 

Depending upon one's ejigle of v i s i o n , the f a i l u r e of the second s p e c i a l session 
can he a t t r i b u t e d to many f a c t o r s . To my mind some of these f a c t o r s ares 

( i ) F i r s t , the sense of unrealism which has provided the ba s i s of some of 
the t h e o r e t i c a l abstractions that have evolved i n t h i s Committee; and 

( i i ) Secondly, the lack of p o l i t i c a l w i l l on the part of the b i g m i l i t a r y 
powers represented i n t h i s body. In t h i s connection I vásh to r e c a l l 
that a distinguished member of t h i s Commiittee reminded us during the 
spring session that p o l i t i c a l w i l l i s not manufactured here i n Geneva. 
I t i s brought from home. In other words, what can be achieved i n 
Geneva depends l a r g e l y on the assessment of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n 
by our respective Governments and the s e c u r i t y requirements c a l l e d f o r 
by such assessment. 

I wonder i f one can t a l k s e r i o u s l y about disarmament without attempting to 
answer the question, vrhat are the causes of the arms race or why are nations, on 
the whole, u n w i l l i n g to disarm? Some of the statements that have been made i n ' 
t h i s h a l l since the beginning of the spring session seem to point at the correct 
answers. The dis t i n g u i s h e d representative of China, M i n i s t e r Tian J i n , has already 
advised us a,gainst l o o k i n g f o r a f i s h on top of a tr e e , Mrs, Inga Thorsson, leader 
of the Sv/edish delega.tion, i n her statemient on 5 August, gave reasons why \ie fared 
b e t t e r at the f i r s t s p e c i a l session than at the second, bhe acknoviledged the f a c t 
that the f i r s t s p e c i a l session took place "at a time when i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s , 
and r e l a t i o n s between the two Superpowers i n p a r t i c u l a r , were i n f i n i t e l y b e t t e r 
than now.'' S t i l l on the sajne p o i n t , Ambassador Louis F i e l d s of the United States 
'said on 10 August that "the CD has f a i l e d to produce a s i n g l e t r e a t y . This i s 
a t t r i b u t e d to various causes. j3ut i n the view of my delegation the r e a l lesson of 
the second s p e c i a l session i s that t h i s n e g o t i a t i n g body cannot confine i t s e l f to a 
narrow view of the world. I f i t does, i t i s i n danger of becoming i r r e l e v a n t to 
i t s true o b j e c t i v e , " To my mind, t h i s i s a profound statement not only because of 
the graphic vray i t has been put, but also because of the relevance of the message 
i t contains. 

I t can be shovm that miost agreements i n the area of disarmament negotiations 
have taken place during periods of an agreeable i n t e r n a t i o n a l climate. The p a r t i a l 
test-ban Treaty of 19бЗ, the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n Treaty of I968 and the S a l t agreements 
which were signed i n the era of detente are examples of progress i n disarmament 
negotiations made under a favourable i n t e r n a t i o n a l climate. 

I f i t i s pos s i b l e to e s t a b l i s h a r e l a t i o n s h i p between success i n disarmament 
negotiations and a favourable i n t e r n a t i o n a l olima^te, w i l l i t not be worth our while 
to mal-ce serious e f f o r t s at imiproving the i n t e r n a t i o n a l climate while at the same 
time working hard on disarmament negotiations? I am not going to suggest that a 
working group be set up hei'e or elsewhere w i t h i n the United iîations system to 
monitor the observance of the United Mations Charter by member States with p a r t i c u l a r 
reference to A r t i c l e 2, paragraph 4» I f such a group were set ггр, i t s work would 
have a c a t a l y t i c e f f e c t not ':)п1у on the programmée of disarmament but on disarmament 
negotiations g e n e r a l l y . 
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(Mr. I.jewere, Nige r i a ) 

Today we are a i l witnesses to the ever-increasing arms race by the Superpowers 
and other nuclear-weapon States, a sad r e f l e c t i o n of the disorder and lawlessness 
i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l a f f a i r s . This race, and the competitiveness i t breeds, have had 
t h e i r s p i l l - o v e r e f f e c t s i n other regions of the world, e s p e c i a l l y the t h i r d world 
where, as we a l l knov;, a l l the \яатв since 1945 have talcen place. This has brought 
untold hardship to m i l l i o n s of people i n the t h i r d world and hindered, i n no small 
measure, tho process of economic development. 

% delegation i s convinced that the time i s overdue f o r t h i s Committee to devote 
some informal meetings to discussions on the close r e l a t i o n s h i p between disarmament 
and'development, and we hope that at i t s 1983 session the Committee on Disarmament 
w i l l a l l o c a t e time f o r t h i s important agenda item. 

Permit me now to comment b r i e f l y on the Committee's work programme f o r t h i s 
session. l'ïy delegation agrees that the short period a v a i l a b l e to us t h i s session 
compels us to be s e l e c t i v e and deal only with matters of the utmost urgency and 
p r i o r i t y on our agenda. V/e therefore support the immediate convening of the 
Ad Hoc V/orking Group on a huclear Test Ban. We are of the view that the l i m i t e d 
mandate, v/ith a l l i t s p i t f a l l s , should not close the door to f u r t h e r proposals and 
i n i t i a t i v e s that would make more r e a l i s t i c the present sketchy terms of reference. 
My delegation welcomes the unanimous e l e c t i o n of j'unbassador Curt Lidgard as .'the 
Chaiiman of the V/orkirig Group. V/hile r e g r e t t i n g the d e c i s i o n of two nuclear-weapon 
States not to p a r t i c i p a t e i n the work of the V/orking Group, I b e l i e v e that t h e i r 
a c t i o n r e f l e c t s the degree of uncertainty i n the i n t e r n a t i o n a l climate. My 
delegation i s of the opinion that the f a i l u r e of the nuclear-weapon States to abide 
by the provisions of A r t i c l e VI of the nuclear n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n Treaty has created 
a s i t u a t i o n of nuclear apartheid vrhich does not help i n s o l v i n g the nuclear' problem. 

My delegation regrets that the c r e d i b i l i t y and effectiveness of t h i s Committee 
continue to be jeopardized ov/ing to i t s f a i l u r e to embark upon m u l t i l a t e r a l 
negotiations'on the urgent and p r i o r i t y question of the cessation of the nuclear 
arms race and nuclear disarmament. The spontaneo'us enthusiasm that "peace 
movements" have so f a r manifested has demonstrated the world-wide c o n v i c t i o n of 
the u n a c c e p t a b i l i t y of the nuclear-weapon option. 

V/e f u l l y agree with a nuclear freeze option, a c u t - o f f i n the production of 
f i s s i o n a b l e materials f o r v/eapon purposes, and a h a l t to the f u r t h e r manufacture 
of nuclear vreapons. 

vie again request that the Group of 2 1 's proposals' contained i n document CD/I8O 
be tabled immediately before the Committee f o r a d e c i s i o n . Ify delegation agrees 
with the Indian delegation that there i s enough mat e r i a l i n the r e p l i e s of a l l 
States, and e s p e c i a l l y the nuclear-weapon States, to the Secretary-General's Kote 
i n response to Genera.l Assem^bly r e s o l u t i o n 36/8I B, f o r t h i s Committee to devote 
time to discuss measures on hov/ to prevent a nuclear war. V/e also support the 
Indian proposal f o r the s e t t i n g up of a working group on the prevention of nuclea-r 
vrar. 

V/hile welcoming the Geneva b i l a t e r a l t a l k s on intermediate-range nuclear and 
s t r a t e g i c arms, we hope that i n future the scope w i l l be broad enough to cover a l l 
weapon .systems. V/e also j o i n the c a l l that t h i s forum should not turn i n t o a 
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secret c u i t v/ith a d e l i b e r a t e news black-out. Indeed, t h i s Coranittee and the 
e n t i r e i n t e r n a t i o n a l community have the r i g h t to be informed of the state of the 
n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

The prevention of the arras race i n outer space i s another key issue on the 
Committee'e agenda. VJe see i t p urgency i n the o v e r - a l l process of nuclear 
disarmament. The increased m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer sp3,ce manifests a, more 
dangerous trend i n the arms race, and my delegation stands f i r m i n the c o n v i c t i o n 
that outer space c o n s t i t u t e s a common heritage of mankind to be used e x c l u s i v e l y 
f o r peaceful purposes. VJhile v/e favour the establishment of an ad ho с working 
group on the subject, i t i s our view that the scope of the convention must be 
comprehensive enough to cover a n t i - s o , t e l l i t e v/eapon systems. 

The f a c t that at i t s second specia,l session the General Assembly was not able 
to agree on a comprehensive programme of disarmament i s both disappointing and 
f r u s t r a t i n g , but my delegation i s not di&couraged. Уе s t i l l b e l i e v e that a CPD 
w i t h s p e c i f i c and concrete i n t e r n a t i o n a l measures of disarmament and a clear-cut 
order of p r i o r i t i e s , tc be implemented v/ithin a given time-span, provides hope f o r 
the achievement of general and com.plete disa.rm£iment. V¡Tiile agreeing that the 
VJorking Group should be kept i n abeyanoe during the remaining part of the 1482 
session to allow f o r r e f l e c t i o n s and informal consultations ixnder the able leadership 
of í^mbassador García Robles, we hope that t h i s period of meditation w i l l not be a 
pretext f o r d i l a t o r y t a c t i c s on the part of those delegations that v/ant to see the 
programme pennanently put av/ay. Vty delegation maintains the same a l t i t u d e with 
regard to the ad hoc v/orking groups on negative s e c u r i t y assurances and r a d i o l o g i c a l 
weapons. The "cooling o f f " period should also provide s u f f i c i e n t tim,e f o r 
r e t h i n k i n g e s p e c i a l l y among the nuclear-weapon otates, v/hose p o l i t i c a l input has 
remained e l u s i v e i n the course of negotiations. The informal consultations could 
perhaps succeed i n providing compromise s o l u t i o n s to the problems. 

My delegation welcomed the Committee's d e c i s i o n to concentrate negotiations 
during t h i s Slimmer session on chemical weapons. We b e l i e v e that these v/eapons, 
next only to nuclear v/eapons, c o n s t i t u t t the most dangerour: weapons of m.ass 
de s t r u c t i o n . However, v/e are under nc I l l u s i o n a,bout the hard bargaining necessary 
to achieve even modest success i n thif, area, having regard to the f i x e d p o s i t i o n s 
of the tv/o ffi8.jor blocs. My delegation w i l l , a,s u s u a l , continue to co-operate 
a c t i v e l y w i t h Imba.scadoT Liujka of Poland, whomi v/e are happy to see guiding the work 
of the ad hoc l/orking Group. 

Yiy delegation v/as one of those that l i s t e n e d w i t h rapt a t t e n t i o n to 
Ambassador F i e l d s of the United btstef; when he set f o r t h , a few months ago, h i s 
country's approach to the achievement of a oom.plete and v e r i f i a b l e p r o h i b i t i o n 
of chemical v-/eápons. Un that occasion, v/e v/ere informed that the United States 
intended to modernize i t s chemical v/eapons warfare c a p a b i l i t y because a p o t e n t i a l 
adversa.ry had not joined the United States i n reducing i t s own chemical warfare 
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c a p a b i l i t y and had also g r e a t l y increased i t s own chemical v/arfa,re capability," 
thus threatening the s e c u r i t y of the United States, and as i f t h i s v/ere not enough, 
t h i s adversary had doubts as to v/hether i t was com.plying v/ith the B i o l o g i c a l 
Weapons Convention. At that time, my delegation joined the delegation of Sv/eden 
i n saying that the United States modernization programme v/ould only s t a r t an 
i r r a t i o n a l chemical v/eapons race that would f u r t h e r eomplicats the v/ork of the 
chemical weapons "VJorking Group. ••e s t i l l hold t h i s viev/. 

My delegation again l i s t e n e d v/ith i n t e r e s t to the United States i n t e r v e n t i o n 
on 1 2 August 1 9 8 2 , and v/e agreed with the viev/ expressed that the v e r i f i c a t i o n 
and compliance arrangements of a future chemical weapons convention should be 
t r u l y e f f e c t i v e i n order to ensure a complete and v e r i f i a b l e p r o h i b i t i o n of 
chemical weapons. 

We have stated on a number of occasions our p o s i t i o n on the v e r i f i c a t i o n 
p r ovisions of a future chemical weapons convention, and v/e would l i k e to say 
once more that a chemical weapons convention should provide f o r a combination 
of n a t i o n a l and i n t e r n a t i o n a l means c f v e r i f i c a t i o n v/hich should complement 
and supplement each other. S t r i c t r e l i a n c e on n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n measures 
i n our viev/ i s not r e a l i s t i c and cannot generate i n t e r n a t i o n a l confidence i n a 
chemiea.l weapons convention. On the ir^sue c f v e r i f i c a t i o n , there are fundamental 
d i f f e r e n c e s of approach and only by narrov/ing the differences e-an any r e a l 
progress be made i n elabora.ting a convention. My delegation therefore welcomes 
the USSR d r a f t general provisions which obviously i s ' a basis f o r f u r t h e r 
concrete work. At t h i s juncture, v/e would only l i k e to s t r e s s that we f e e l 
that the f u t u r e chemical v/eapons convention must ensure the d e s t r u c t i o n of 
chemical warfare agents, munitions and devices, as v/ell as the d e s t r u c t i o n and 
dismantling of chemical v/eapons means of production. V^Tiile v/e have g e n e r a l l y 
agreed that t h i s should be completed w i t h i n ten years a f t e r the convention has 
entered i n t o f o r c e , we v/ould support a mechanism to conclude t h i s e a r l i e r , i n 
order to ensure v/ider and auick adherence to the convention, v/hich v/ould enhance 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l confidence and contribute to the disarmament process. V/hile the 
v e r i f i c a t i o n p r ovisions are s t i l l a major hurdle to be crossed, the pro'blem 
of the scope of the oonvention s t i l l deserves some a t t e n t i o n . While my 
delegation noted the views expressed by the Soviet Union, we continue to hold 
the view that, there i s no lega.l d i f f i c u l t y i n i n c l u d i n g a p r o v i s i o n r e l a t i n g 
to use, since such a p r o v i s i o n w i l l strengthen the 192.5 Protocol by adding 
measures of v e r i f i c a t i o n to i t , and since even i f a ban on the production of 
chemical v/eapons i s immediate, the weapons v / i l l s t i l l be retained i n the period 
between the coming i n t o force of the convention and the time-frame f o r t o t a l 
d e s t r u c t i o n . A l l the same, only a pignifica.nt change i n the p o l i t i c a l w i l l 
of c e r t a i n States w i l l ensure the required progress on t h i s question. The 
important element f o r my delegation i s that there should be an e f f e c t i v e p r o v i s i o n 
i n the convention r e c a l l i n g the provisions of the Geneva Protocol tha,t chemical 
weapons should not be used and f o r an e f f e c t i v e mechanism f o r v e r i f i c a t i o n 
of the use of chemácal v/eapons. 
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The f a i l u r e of t h i s organ to record злу s i g n i f i c a n t progress since, -
i t s i n c e p t i o n continues to he a matter of paramount concern. Perhaps i t 
i s relev.&nt now to take a second look at t h i s machinery and see vihether there 
e x i s t any other vrays. by which the e f f e c t i v e n e s s of t h i s m u l t i l a t e r a l 
n e g o t i a t i n g body could be enhanced. Although we have no i l l u s i o n i n r e t a i n i n g 
the p r i n c i p l e that there i s no s u b s t i t u t e f o r frankness and g o o d w i l l , our 
experience has shown that come of our o r g a n i z a t i o n a l procedures need to be 
reviewed p e r i o d i c a l l y f o r the Committee to be a c t i o n - o r i e n t e d . 

The r u l e of consensus, and the v/ay t h i s has been used i n the Committee 
to obstruct even straightforward issues l i k e matters of procedure, c l e a r l y 
comes to mind. Rules are made f o r man and not шап f o r r u l e s . My'delegation 
holds the view that t h i s body i s competent to reviev/ such r u l e s as are found 
to; b e . r e s t r i c t i v e and o b s t r u c t i v e r a t h e r than h e l p f u l . 

Other proposals have been tabled concerning, f o r exe..mple, g i v i n g the 
ad hoc working groups a free hand to determine t h e i r working procedures, the 
p o s s i b i l i t y of the Committee's working f o r a longer p e r i o d , and changing the 
name to r a i s e the status of t h i s n e g o t i a t i n g body. A l l these are u s e f u l 
proposals that t h i s Committee could examine and make appropriate recommendations 
on to the General A.ssembly at i t s t h i r t y - s e v e n t h session. 

The issue of expansion, hov/ever, needs a c a r e f u l and o b j e c t i v e consideration 
i f the purpose i s to enhance the e f f e c t i v e n e s s of the Commiittee, My delegation, 
while agreeing i n p r i n c i p l e that ample opportunity should be given to a l l 
States. Members of the United Nations to p a r t i c i p a t e as observers i n the work 
of the Committee, nevertheless b e l i e v e s that the present number i s adequate 
f o r the.purposes of n e g o t i a t i o n . This does not mean that v/e are opposed to 
a l i m i t e d expansion of membership which must take i n t o account geographical 
spread i n a d d i t i o n to t h e - p o s i t i v e c o n t r i b u t i o n of non-members to disarmament 
e f f o r t s . I t i s only i n t h i s way tha,t a balanced representa.tion of the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l community can be ensured. 

These are s p e c i f i c i s s u e s , necessary preconditions f o r progress. We 
cannot a f f o r d to spend precious time i n t h i s b e a u t i f u l chamber l i k e Emperor Nero 
•'fiddling while Рюгае burns''. Mankind i s witnessing t r y i n g times, unprecedented 
i n h i s t o r y w i t h the danger of nuclear catastro-phe s t a r i n g us i n the face. 
I hope t h i s Committee w i l l be equal to the challengel 

The C'HiVIRI'ÎAil; I thank the representative of N i g e r i a f o r h i s statement 
and f o r the kind words that he ha„s addressed to the Chair. I nov/ give the 
f l o o r to the distinguished representative of. I t a l y , His Excellency 
Ambassador A l e s s i . 
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Mr. ALESSI ( I t a l y ) (translated from French); Mr. Chairman, the I t a l i a n 
delegation would l i k e f i r s t to congratulate you on your, accession to the chairmanship 
of the Committee and to wish you every success i n your work. The competent way i n 
which you are guiding our work i s yet another r e f l e c t i o n of your great q u a l i t i e s as 
a diplomat and the worthy representative of a country with which I t a l y maintains 
f r u i t f u l r e l a t i o n s . 

My delegation would l i k e to thank the outgoing Chairman, Ambassador Ckawa, f o r 
the exemplary manner i n which he accomplished h i s task during a p a r t i c u l a r l y d i f f i c u l t 
period i n the,;work of our Committee. 

I should a l s o l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to o f f e r a warm welcome to the 
new representative of Romania, ¿imbassador Datcu, and to express my delegation's 
regret at the departure of an eminent member of t h i s Committee, Ambassador Venkateswaran, 
the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of I n d i a . Allow me a l s o , Mr. Chairman, to associate 
myself with the words, of welcome you addressed to Ambassador Vaernoi of Norway. 

As t h i s session of the Committee i s a short one, I f e e l that i t would be more 
u s e f u l i f I were to confine my remarks to a b r i e f statement of my delegation's views 
on c e r t a i n questions more d i r e c t l y r e l a t e d to our current work, namely, a nuclear 
t e s t ban, chemical weapons.and the prevention of an arms race i n outer space. 

The Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban, established as a r e s u l t of 
very d i f f i c u l t n e g o t i a t i o n s , has f i n a l l y begun i t s work under the dynamic and 
experienced chairmanship /unbassador Lidgard. The f i r s t meetings of t h i s Group 
have taken pLacc i n a p o s i t i v e atmosphere, which makes us o p t i m i s t i c about tho 
p o s s i b i l i t y of making a s t a r t , at t h i s session, on the implementation of i t s mandate. 
We f e e l that the a t t i t u d e of the United States delegation i s p a r t i c u l a r l y encouraging, 
and w i l l allow the Group greater l a t i t u d e i n i t s work. Although the absence of two 
delegations i s obviously r e g r e t t a b l e , i t should not, f o r the time being, prevent 
important and u s e f u l work from being done i n tha V/orking Group, which at present 
c o n s t i t u t e s the only i n t e r n a t i o n a l forum dealing with the subject of a nuclear t e s t 
ban. 

• Furthermore we are convinced t h a t , i n considering the problems connected with 
the v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance with a nuclear t e s t ban, the new Ad Hoc Working Group 
w i l l not f a i l to take advantage of the work of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts. 
Some degree of co-ordination between those two bodies would c e r t a i n l y be u s e f u l , 
and the question of a possible broadening of the mandate of the Group of Experts, 
which has beon suggested by several delegations, should be given consideration. 

I t i s i n the matter of chemical v/eapons that the Committee most nearly f u l f i l s 
i t s i n s t i t u t i o n a l r o l e as a m u l t i l a t e r a l n egotiating body. Our great appreciation 
goes to the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group, Ambassador Sujka. We endorse the 
o b j e c t i v e of completing, by the end of t h i s session, the e l a b o r a t i o n of a document 
which can next year serve as the basis f o r the d r a f t i n g of the text of a convention. 
The d i s c u s s i o n i n the Ad Hoc Working Group c l e a r l y shows th.at the success of our 
e f f o r t s depends e s s e n t i a l l y on agreement on an adequate system of v e r i f i c a t i o n . 
In t h i s connection, we would l i k e to express our a p p r e c i a t i o n to the delegations 
of the Federal Republic of Germany and the Netherlands which have made very u s e f u l 
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new c o n t r i b u t i o n s i n t h i s area during t h i s sessi'in. For the same reason, we share 
the ihtoreât_aroused by the proposals submitted by the Soviet Union during the 
second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. The comments 
to which they have given r i s e and the r e p l i e s avjaitpd thereon could be of considerable 
assistance i n our e f f o r t s . 

On a s p e c i f i c point, that of the use of chemical weapons, I should l i k e 
b r i e f l y to r e c a l l our p o s i t i o n , vihich has already been explained i n the Viorking Group: 
i t i s that a s o l u t i o n to the question of the use of chemical weapons should be 
sought v i i t h i n tho framework of an adequate procedure f o r dealing with complaints. 
To t h i s end, the future convention should include a clause expressly endowing the 
c o n s u l t a t i v e committee with competence to i n v e s t i g a t e any complaint concerning, the 
use of chemical weapons, and t h i s , independently of the 1925 Geneva Pro t o c o l , the 
v a l i d i t y of which should bo e x p l i c i t l y r e affirmed. Such a clause should be based 
on r e c o g n i t i o n of the f a c t that any use of chemical weapons would n e c e s s a r i l y imply 
the v i o l a t i o n of one or more of the o b l i g a t i o n s included i n the f i e l d of a p p l i c a t i o n 
of the Convention. 

I t i s , however, e s s e n t i a l that a rapid i n v e s t i g a t i o n i n t o the use of chemical 
weapons should be p o s s i b l e . For t h i s reason, p r o v i s i o n should be mady f o r the 
f a i r l y automatic i n i t i a t i o n of an i n v e s t i g a t i o n a f t e r the r e c e i p t of a documented 
complaint. The c o n s u l t a t i v e committee's competence i n t h i s sphere should apply not 
only to cases of the use of chemical v/eapons by a State party to the convention, 
but a l s o to cases of t h e i r use' v/ith the "assistance of a State party. Last year, my 
delegation proposed a formula which i s included among the comments on Element X I I I , 
covering these two p o s s i b i l i t i e s : we have noted that several delegations have 
expressed s i m i l a r views t h i s year; we therefore hope that our proposal can form 
the basis of a compromise to resolve t h i s d e l i c a t e i s s u e . 

I axTi pleased to note that the Committee seems determined honceforv/ard to give 
the question- of tho prevention of an arms race i n outer space a l l the a t t e n t i o n 
i t deserves; some reservations expressed l a s t spring appear to have been overcome. 
Proposals have been made f o r the establishment of a workinj; group on t h i s item of 
our agenda. Ws are i n p r i n c i p l e i n favour of doing t h i s . The r e a l problem, however, 
i s not whether or not t c set up a s u b s i d i a r y body, but how to proceed i n t h i s matter. 
I t would be e s s e n t i a l f o r the group to have an appropriate mandate, both because 
of the t e c h n i c a l complexity of the i;ubject and because v/e have no experience of 
negotiations on weapons c o n t r o l and disarmament i n t h i s area. 

Viithout a mandate which provides a s p e c i f i c goal f o r our d i s c u s s i o n s , they 
are l i k e l y to prove airalesis. Ну.delegation has constantly drawn the Committee's 
a t t e n t i o n to tho urgent need to consider, as a matter of p r i o r i t y , questions 
ccncerning an e f f e c t i v e and v e r i f i a b l e p r o h i b i t i o n of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems. That 
i n i t s e l f would be a s u f f i c i e n t l y ambitious task. Although opinions i n the Committee 
d i f f e r on t h i s subject, we have noted with s a t i s f a c t i o n some change i n the way of 
t h i n k i n g of c e r t a i n delegations. 

On the points to which I have r e f e r r e d , as w e l l as on others which w i l l be 
considered by the Committee, we should bear i n mind the lessons of the.second 
s p e c i a l session on disarmament. VJhile i t produced very l i t t l e i n the way of 
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concrete r e s u l t s , that sesàion w i l l nevertheless have taught us c e r t a i n t h i n g s . 
The negotiations on the adoption of a comprehensive programme of disarmament, the 
main o b j e c t i v e of the session, are proof of t h i s . Although"it d i d not prove possible 
to reach an agreement, these negotiations provided the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community with 
a unique occasion f o r a thorough consideration of a l l matters r e l a t i n g to disarmament 
and t h e i r interdependence. Thus the discussions w i l l have l e d to a better understanding 
of the problems and respective p o s i t i o n s ; and t h i s i n i t s e l f i s a worthwhile r e s u l t . 

My delegation i s s t i l l very much i n favour of the continuation of e f f o r t s 
towards the adoption of a comprehensive programme of disarmament. The negotiations 
that have taken place so f a r have shown that there ai?e b a s i c a l l y two types of 
problem: problems r e l a t i n g to the stru c t u r e of the programme and problems r e l a t i n g 
to i t s formulation. This i s p a r t i c u l a r l y true with regard to nuclear weapons. When 
we resume these e f f o r t s , we ought to t r y f i r s t to resolve the s t r u c t u r a l problems. 

At a time when a l l mankind i s i n doubt about i t s destiny and we are powerless 
to prevent the m u l t i p l i c a t i o n of bloody c o n f l i c t s and v i o l a t i o n s of the fundamental 
r u l e s that should govern the l i f e of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l conmiunity, i t i s our duty 
to ask ourselves what c o n t r i b u t i o n the Committee on Disarmament can make to the 
cause of peace. 

The General Assembly, at i t s second s p e c i a l session on disarmament, r i g h t l y 
devoted s p e c i a l a t t e n t i o n to the prevention of nuclear war. The delegation of India 
r e c e n t l y put before the Committee a proposal i n t h i s connection. However, p r e c i s e l y 
because we are l i v i n g i n the nuclear age, our e f f o r t s ought to be d i r e c t e d towards 
the prevention of war i n a l l i t s forms. V/e a l l l i v e i n fear that c o n f l i c t s which 
begin with the use of conventional weapons may, by accident, e r r o r or m i s c a l c u l a t i o n , 
reach the nuclear threshold. That i s why respect f o r the Charter of the United Nations 
and f o r i n t e r n a t i o n a l law are c r u c i a l to the success of disarmament; s i m i l a r l y , 
conventional disarmament i s a fundamental aspect of a l l e f f o r t s aimed at reducing 
the r i s k of nuclear war. This i s i n part because of the growing s o p h i s t i c a t i o n and 
l e t h a l i t y of conventional weapons and the i n c r e a s i n g l y frequent use of such weapons 
i n various regions of the world. 

In my delegation's view, these considerations should form the basis of any 
c o n t r i b u t i o n which the Committee on Disarmament may decide to make to the cause of 
preventing a nuclear c o n f l i c t . 

The CriAIHMAN: I thank the representative of I t a l y f o r h i s statement and f o r 
the kind remarks that he has addressed to the Chair. I now give the f l o o r to the 
di s t i n g u i s h e d representative of the Netherlands, His Excellency iVmbassador Van Dongen. 

I'ir. Van Dongen (Netherlands): For many years, the Netherlands has stressed 
over and over again the need f o r a vigorous pursuit, of nuclear arms c o n t r o l and 
disarmament. Within t h i s context no one w i l l deny the close r e l a t i o n s h i p that 
e x i s t s between the two aspects of nuclear arms c o n t r o l , i . e . between nuclear 
disarmament by the nuclear-weapon States on the one hand and the maintenance of a 
non-discriminating and c r e d i b l e n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n regime by the non-nuclear-weapon 
States on the other hand. As we have stated before: "unrestrained v e r t i c a l 
p r o l i f e r a t i o n could increase the danger of a widening p r o l i f e r a t i o n i n a h o r i z o n t a l 
sense". 
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My Government therefore attaches the utmost importance to the b i l a t e r a l 
negotiations on nuclear disarmament c u r r e n t l y t a k i n g place i n Geneva between the 
United States and the USSR which indeed, i n conformity with paragraph 48 of the 
F i n a l Document, bear a s p e c i a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y i n t h i s matter, being the two 
nuclear-weapon States possessing the most important nuclear arsenals. 

This does not mean that one should now r e l y s o l e l y on these negotiations and 
forego other approaches towards nuclear disarmament. 

The Netherlands has c o n s i s t e n t l y held that the conclusion of a comprehensive 
t e s t ban tre a t y i s long overdue. During two decades, a CTB has been a p r i o r i t y 
item on the i n t e r n a t i o n a l disarmament agenda. But even so, nuclear t e s t i n g continues. 

A complete and v e r i f i a b l e p r o h i b i t i o n of t e s t s of nuclear explosive devices 
i n a l l environments and f o r a l l time w i l l hamper considerably the development of 
new nuclear weapons, e i t h e r by nuclear-weapon States or by non-nuclear-weapon States. 
A.comprehensive t e s t ban would strengthen the s e c u r i t y of a l l States, create 
conditions f o r a gradual de-emphasis of the r o l e of nuclear weapons and draw c l o s e r 
the goal of undiminished s e c u r i t y at a' progressively lower l e v e l of armaments. 
Moreover, a u n i v e r s a l agreement to cease nuclear t e s t i n g would enhance confidence 
between States. 

Consequently, i t i s a matter of serious regret to the Netherlands Government 
that under the present circumstances the trilatéral negotiations w i l l not be resumed. 

We al s o regret that not a l l nuclear-weapoh States w i l l p a r t i c i p a t e i n the 
a c t i v i t i e s of the Ad Hoc VJorking Group established under item 1 of the Committee's 
agenda. 

We are f u l l y aware of the argument advanced by China and by Franca, that i s 
that the envisaged CTB t r e a t y would tend to freeze the s i t u a t i o n i n favour of ths 
two nuclear-weapon States possessing the l a r g e s t nuclear arsenals. VJe do not contest 
i t , but we should l i k e to point out that t h i s argument app l i e s even more pointedly 
to the non-nuclear-weapon States possessing the i n d u s t r i a l and s c i e n t i f i c c a p a b i l i t y 
of providing themselves with a nuclear armoury. The danger of nuclear weapons i s 
such that we have d i f f i c u l t y i n accepting tho t h e s i s that f o r some States, f u r t h e r 
t e s t i n g to enhance t h e i r nuclear c a p a b i l i t y remains necessary before a h a l t can be 
considered. Moreover, we are convinced that a successful outcome of the above-
mentioned b i l a t e r a l negotiations between the United States'and the'USSR — which we 
ardently hope f o r — might help other nuclear-weapon States to overcome t h e i r 
reservations as to the t e s t ban under negotiation here. 

Even i f the parameters of the ban under consideration here do not f u l l y meet 
the. n a t i o n a l requirements of a l l States, a l l pf them would be served by the 
establishment of an adequate integrated i n t e r n a t i o n a l monitoring system which would 
v e r i f y compliance with a comprehensive t e s t ban t r e a t y . That i s exactly what we 
are going to t r y our hand at t h i s summer and we would therefore welcome the a c t i v e 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n of both China and France. 

The appeal I made ju s t now should not be conceived as i n d i c a t i n g that we are 
e n t i r e l y s a t i s f i e d with the mandate of the Ad Hoc VJorking Group as i t stands. We 
do attach the greatest importance to adequate v e r i f i c a t i o n as i s w e l l known, but we 
do not consider v e r i f i c a t i o n to be an aim i n i t s e l f . 
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Paragraph 31 of the F i n a l Document s t a t e s that the form and modalities of the 
v e r i f i c a t i o n to be provided for i n any s p e c i f i c agreement depend upon and should 
be determined by the purposes, scope and nature of the agreement. V a r i f i c a t i a n 
requirements can vary s u b s t a n t i a l l y , depending on the d e c i s i o n whether the envisaged 
ban i s going to p r o h i b i t a l l nuclear t e s t s i n a l l environments or only nuclear weapons 
t e s t i n g . Vie should, we beli e v e , aim at a combination of two items: f i r s t , a good 
d e f i n i t i o n of scope — i n the view of the Netherlands Government t h i s would mean 
that tho envisaged ban would a l s o apply to s o - c a l l e d peaceful nuclear explosions — 
and secondly, an adequate and reasonable system of v e r i f i c a t i o n . In t h i s context 
I may perhaps repeat what my predecessor had to say on 2 A p r i l I98I: "Vie should 
not overreach ourselves when dealing with each of the separate elements of the 
d r a f t convention. VJe should not become prisoners of p e r f e c t i o n . " 

For a se n s i b l e discussion of v e r i f i c a t i o n , the question of scope w i l l have to 
be addressed. In t h i s respect wa endorse what the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative 
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 u t i l i z e d to the f u l l 
to i n v e s t i g a t e a l l relevant aspects of a CTBT." 

The subject cf v e r i f i c a t i o n i n the nuclear f i e l d transcends, of course, the 
mere t e s t ban. Eventually, however f a r away t h i s may seem, i t w i l l come i n t o play 
when a h a l t i n the production of nuclear warheads and the de s t r u c t i o n of s t o c k p i l e s 
are being considered. Compared to the i n t r u s i v e v e r i f i c a t i o n measures needed for 
these purposes, those necessary f o r an e f f e c t i v e and adequately v e r i f i a b l e t e s t ban 
are i n a l l l i k e l i h o o d modest i n scope. 

There would be a l e s s d i r e c t , but i n the end probably e f f e c t i v e way of h a l t i n g 
the production of nuclear weapons, i . e . by the cessation of the production of 
f i s s i o n a b l e materials f o r weapons purposes. This idea, f i r s t proposed by the l a t e 
President Eisenhower, has always been a t t r a c t i v e to the Netherlands, p r i m a r i l y 
because a c u t - o f f i s one of the few nuclear arms c o n t r o l measures f o r which an 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n system has already been worked out i n p r i n c i p l e : I r e f e r , 
of course to the IAEA safeguards. 

But l e t me now turn to the t o o l s presently a v a i l a b l e to handle the subject 
i n hand. 

I t i s a matter of s a t i s f a c t i o n to the Netherlands delegation that thanks to 
your good guidance, Mr. Chairman, the Ad ripe Working Group established under item 1 
of the Committee's agenda has s t a r t e d smoothly on i t s course of a c t i o n . VJe are 
happy to see our d i s t i n g u i s h e d and respected colleague Anibassador Kurt Lidgard 
of Sweden c h a i r i n g i t . We t r u s t that under h i s dynamic leadership the Ad Hoc 
VJorking Group w i l l accomplish whatever i t s present l i m i t e d mandate allows f o r . 
We a l s o welcome the announced p a r t i c i p a t i o n of Dr. U l f Ericsson as a s p e c i a l adviser. 
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The present mandate of the Ad Нос VJorking Group requests i t to-discuss and 
define , through substantive examination, issues r e l a t i n g to v e r i f i c a t i o n and 
compliance with á view to making f u r t h e r progress towards a nuclear t e s t ban. ' Before 
the conclusion of the 19o2 session, the Ad Hoc V/orking Group has to repor^tto the 
Committee on the progress of i t s work. Thereafter the Committee on Disarmament w i l l 
take a d e c i s i o n on subsequent courses of act i o n with a view to f u l f i l l i n g i t s 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s i n t h i s regard. 

I t i s c l e a r that we have to act vjith some speed to carry out t h i s mandate 
i n time. Vie would therefore suggest that the Ad Hoc Working Group be accorded as 
many meetings as i t needs, i r r e s p e c t i v e of meetings of other ad hoc working groups. • 

Netherlands working document CD/312 which I have already b r i e f l y presented i n 
the Working Group and which I take pleasure i n introducing now to the Committee, 
contains a d r a f t programme of work f o r the Ad Hoc Working Group's a c t i v i t i e s . 

The f i r s t part contains some general observations i n d i c a t i n g our approach to 
agenda item 1. We believe that the paramount importance of a nuclear t e s t ban l i e s 
i n i t s e f f e c t i v e c o n t r i b u t i o n towards stopping both v e r t i c a l and h o r i z o n t a l 
p r o l i f e r a t i o n . A nuclear t e s t ban would thus be an important stop i n the d i r e c t i o n 
of nuclear disarmament. 

The t e s t ban to be agreed upon should be comprehensive and of worldwide 
a p p l i c a t i o n . Given t h i s scope, the Ad Hoc VJorking Group es t a b l i s h e d under item 1 
•should c e r t a i n l y draw on the reports of the t r i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s , but should 
not take those negotiations as the only basis of i t s work. With respect to s o - c a l l e d 
peaceful nuclear explosions, we contest that they can be d i s t i n g u i s h e d from 
non-peaceful ones. They should be covered by the t e s t ban, but we might eventually 
be w i l l i n g to consider dealing with them i n a separata p r o t o c o l . 

The establishment of an i n t e i n a t i o n a l monitoring system should be envisaged. 
I f i t i s to be comprehensive, i t should be an integrated monitoring system, comprising 
both atmospheric and seismic detection methods. 

The second part of our working document contains an o u t l i n e of a d r a f t programme 
of work f o r the Ad Hoc VJorking Group. VJe suggest that the Working Group would 
s t a r t with the consideration of i n s t i t u t i o n a l aspects of an integrated i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
monitoring system. 

VJe havG found no j u s t i f i c a t i o n f o r any departure from the d i v i s i o n i n t o three 
main t o p i c s to be considered under t h i s item as defined i n document CD/95 submitted 
on 22 A p r i l 1980 by A u s t r a l i a . The Working Group could u s e f u l l y draw on the 
i l l u s t r a t i v e l i s t of subjects contained i n that paper. 
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A second a c t i v i t y of the Ad Hoc Working Group would be the elabor a t i o n of the 
te c h n i c a l p r e r e q u i s i t e s f o r the establishment of an integrated i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
monitoring system by actin g upon the work performed under i t s t r a d i t i o n a l mandate 
by tha Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts on seismic events and the i n t e g r a t i o n of 
atmospheric detection methods i n t o the envisaged monitoring system. 

Provisions r e l a t i n g to compliance with the t e s t ban are i d e n t i f i e d as a t h i r d 
item on the programme of work as wa see i t . 

The f i n a l item on the d r a f t programme i s the obvious category of f i n a l clauses 
to a comprehensive t e s t ban. I f , and I admit that i t i s a big i f , a programme 
of work as ou t l i n e d could be completed, conditions would be r i p e f o r the conclusion 
of a m u l t i l a t e r a l CTBT. 

I t f o l l o w s from the o u t l i n e d programme of work that the Ad Hoc Working Group 
would be i n 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 w i t h . 

In the t h i r d and l a s t part of our working document we suggest that t h i s aspect 
be adequately d e a l t with by an enlargement of the mandate of tha presently 
f u n c t i o n i n g Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to include advice on atmospheric 
detection methods. The name of the new body would have to be readaptad accordingly. 
To avoid unnecessary l o s s of time, t h i s new Ad Hoc Group of Experts should be 
established as a sub s i d i a r y organ of the Ad Hoc Viorking Group and report to that body. 
I t would, of course be master of i t s own procedures; i t might decide e.g. to 
e s t a b l i s h two or more subsidiary bodies, one c o n s i s t i n g of seismologists, thus not 
d i s r u p t i n g the present f r u i t f u l co-operation i n the seismic group. 

I may perhaps add one s p e c i f i c remark about the co-operation of tho 
sei s m o l o g i s t s . So f a r the expert Group has not been able to absorb a l l relevant 
t e c h n o l o g i c a l advances made i n tha recent past. In our view, p a r t i c u l a r a t t e n t i o n 
should be given to s e t t i n g up procedures which would ensure that a l l s t a t i o n s i n 
a g l o b a l network would be equipped with modern d i g i t a l recording devices and that 
computers with adequate capacity f o r handling the seismometer recordings should be 
i n s t a l l e d and l i n k e d to an i n t e r n a t i o n a l communication system. 

This concludes my presentation of our working document, CD/312. But before 
le a v i n g the f l o o r , I should l i k e to underline once again that my Government considers 
a comprehensive t e s t ban to be a key element of the process to brin g nuclear 
armaments under c o n t r o l and w i l l , therefore, continue to contribute towards i t s . 
r e a l i z a t i o n . 
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Mr. HERDER (German Democratic Republic): Today t h i s Committee toices up 
item 2 of our agendo. — the cessation of the nuclee^r arms race a-nd nuclear 
disanigament. I vrould l i k e to address t h i s subject i n the f i r s t part of my 
statement. Aftorvrards I should l i k e to dv/ell upon some questions concerning the 
nevily esta.blished Ad Hoc l/orking Group on a Huclear Tost Вол. 

In viev; of recent developments, e s p e c i a l l y the adoption of long-terr.i plans 
f o r the i n t e n s i f i c a . t i o n of the nuclear a.n:is ro.ce by one nuclear-vreapon State, 
steps by the - Comraittee on DiGarua.raent to come to e:ripc v.dth iter,) 2 are more 
necessary than ever before. The need f o r urgent measures to curb the nucloa,r 
aras race has aga.in been underlined by reports ahout nev; e f f o r t s undertaken by 
the United States to j u s t i f y a nuclear v-ar and to maJce such a v.f?,r vrinnable. 

The I n t e r n a t i o n a l Herald Tribune of l 6 August published on i t s pag^ one an 
a r t i c l e s t a t i n g that "on the orders of the Reaga,n adm i n i s t r a t i o n , the Pentagon 
has completed s. s t r a t e g i c ma^oter plan to give the United States the c a p a b i l i t y 
of viinning a protra,ctcd nuclear v;ar vrith the Soviet Union". According to t h i s 
press report the plan i s to supersede the i l l - f a m e d ' P r e s i d e n t i a l D i r e c t i v e 55 
approved by the former a d m i n i s t r a t i o n . The plan i s sa.id to ha.ve much more of a 
f i g h t i n g stance a,nà i s more detaáleu i n i t s advocacy of nuclear vrajfare than 
that d i r e c t i v e and other relevant United States documento. Tlio report quotes an 
a r t i c l e published i n 19S0, one of the authors of which v/as r e c e n t l y appointed as 
a.n adviser to the United States Government. The authors s p e c i f i e d that 20 m i l l i o n 
United States f a t a l i t i e s would represent a "conpa^tible l e v e l " i n a nuclear v/ar. 
But no conclusion v/as drav/n v/ith reg-ard to possible f a . t a l i t i e s i n the region of 
my country i n the ca„se of a. protra.ctccT nuclear v/a,r, i n Centra.! Europe, v/here there 
i s a great concentration of people and v/here i n one country the bigg-ost d e n s i t y 
of nuclear v/capons i n the v/oild e:cists. ^Ъо could dispute that the c a s u a l t i e s 
i n t h i s r e gion, i n the case of a protracted nuclear war would be s i g n i f i c a n t l y higher? 
Thus, i n the l i g h t of the growing danger of a nuclear war, nuclear disarmament 
should play a centra,l role i n the a c t i v i t i e i , ; of the Committee on Disarmament. 
The Committee must give t h i s question the p r i o r i t y i t deserves. I t i s a matter 
of oatisfa.ction that t h i s viev; v/arj c::prosseu a.t the General Assembly's second 
s p e c i a l session devoted to disarmament and i n our recent debates here by the 
overv'/helming majority of States. 

My delegation continues to favour the eatablishment of an eA hoc v/orking- {oroup 
on item 2. T l i i s v/ould be a, c l e a r and encouraging i n d i c a t i o n that t h i s Committee 
v / i l l l i v e up to i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s . linfortuna;tely, nov/ as before, ouch ?- step 
i s being blocked by some nuclea,r-v/eapoîi Sta/tec. 

I t v/as vrith great i n t e r e s t that my delegation on 1С August l i s t e n e d to the 
statement made by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of the United Sta.t,'îo i n v/hich 
he declared: "We believe that negotia/ting- rîeaningful measures of nuclear 
disarmament i s the most urgent ta-sl: before us". But unfortunately no conclusion 
v/as dra.v/n concerning the ro l e of tho Ccmnittce on Disarmament i n thir; regard. Ну 
delega,tion v/ould be very much i n t e r e s t e d to knov/ i f the United States delegation, 
i n view of tho above-mentioned opinion, i s ready to rcviev/ i t s p o s i t i o n and agree 
to the establishment of an ad hoc v/orking group on item 2. On 5 August v/e 
noticed w i t h pleasure that the People's Republic of China expressea i t s support 
f o r the est?blÍGl-ir:ient of s,uch a v/orl:ing' group. 
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During our previous d e l i b e r a t i o n s the argument was advanced that a .working 
group on item 2 was not necessary i n vie.l/. of ..the..,.qngoing biJL.ateral negotiations. 
These nego t i a t i o n s , of course, a,re very important -спи we wish them success... I t 
i s our hope tho.t raea,ningful r e s u l t s can be achieved on the basis of the p r i n c i p l e 
of e q u a l i t y and equal s e c u r i t y . 

But b i l a t e r a J r.nd m u l t i l a , t e r a l negotiations by no moaais exclude each other. 
As vras stated i n document GD/4 tabled by the s o c i a l i s t group i n 1979> the 
preparation and conduct of the negotiations on ending the production c f nuclear 
vreapons and destroying them should not be to the detriment of b i l a t e r a l negotiations, 
nor should they impede the achievement of b i l a t e r a l agreement. 

The aim of m.ultila,teral negotiations on item 2 should be the development of 
a comprehensive approach to nuclear disarmaaiient. This could support negx)tia.tions 
i n other foi-ums. In recent years a body of proposedo vras assembled vrhich could 
be taken up i n a тоге orga.nized and systematic manner i n an ad hoc vrorlcing group. 
In t h i s regard vre have i n nind i n t e r a l i a ; 

The proposals made by the Soviet union at the second s p e c i a l session on 
disarma,raent on the e l a b o r a t i o n , adoption and stage-by-stage implementation 
of a nuclear disa-rmament programme; 

Proposals on Г, mutual freeze on nuclea.r vreapons s u b u i t t o l a.t the second s p e c i a l 
session by I n d i a , l i e x i c o , Svreden cand Ireland.; 

The Canadian "Strategy of suffoca,tion" as vrell as the proposal by A u s t r a l i a 
and Canada on the p r o l i i b i t i o n of the production of f i s s i o n a b l e raateria.l f o r 
wea-pons purposes (CJ.1/90), 

This i s only a,n i l l u s t r a t i v e - l i s t , , h'orking doc.unents CD/1:71 and CD/29?, prepa,red 
by the s e c r e t a r i a t , shovr that there i s enough ma;terial to be processed and 
tra,nsformed i n t o a nuclear disaCT.iar.ient programme by an ad hoc vroi-king group on 
item 2. 

C l o s e l y connected vrith item 2 i s the question of t-hc prevention of a nuclear 
war. Although the Genera.l Assembly underlined i n i t s report on i t s second s p e c i a l 
session that the prevention of nuclear vro.r remains the most acute and. urgent task 
of the present day, i t vras not possible at that session to come to an agireement 
on urgent measures i n t h i s rega.rd. Some delegations vrere only v i r t u a l l y ready i n 
the l a s t hours of the second s p o c i o l session to agree to set up a s u b s i d i a r y organ 
to deaJ vrith t h i s matter. 

Me deem i t i s novr time f o r t h i s Committee to continue the vrork s t a r t e d at the 
second s p e c i a l session, liy delegation, therefore supports the proposal na.de by 
the Indian delegation on 12 August f o r tho establishment of a vrorking ĝ -oup to 
underteJce negotiations on appropriate and p r a c t i c a l ¡neasures f o r the prevention 
of nuclear vra.r. Such a group should consider various proposals designed to secure 
the Oovoidance of the use of nuclea,r vreapons, the prevention of nuclear vrar and 
r e l a t e d o b j e c t i v e s . In t l i i s connection, the o b l i g a t i o n by nuclear-vreapon States 
not to be the f i r s t to use nuclea.r vreapons i s of p;i,rticula,r importance. 

http://na.de
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Recent events a-gain underline the urgent need to proceed to negotia,tions on 
the p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear neutron vreapons. 

According to press reports the United States i s novr preparing the production 
of a t h i r d type of neutron vrarhead. I t was reported that a large part of the 
23,000 nuclear warheads vrliich the united States envisages producing i n the next 
10 years are to be neutron ones. There are more and more signs vrhich prove our 
concern, many times expressed i n the Committee on Disarmament, that the i n t r o d u c t i o n 
of neutron vreapons i n t o m i l i t a r y arsenals vrould lovror the nuclear threshold. This 
i s i n t e r a l i a confirmed by the f a c t that l e a d i n g m i l i t a r y f i g u r e s i n the United States 
are thinlcing of "some form of delegated cle?.rance" to use t a c t i c a l nuclear vreapons. 
i n Central Europe.. Л recent Aimerican study pointed out that 5-20 neutron nuclear 
vjarheado could be used to destroy one tank d i v i s i o n of the other side. Here, 
again, m i l i t a r y р1алпегз seem to look upon t h i s vreapon as i f i t vras a s p e c i a j k i n d 
of conventional arms, thereby f u l l y disrega.rding the devastating r e s u l t s the use 
of such nuclear vreapons vrould have i n Central Europe and i n other parts of the 
globe. Not to spealc about the world-vride i m p l i c a t i o n s connected vrith the r o l e of 
neutron weapons as a t r i g g e r to an a l l - o u t nuclear v-rar. In the vievr of the 
m i l i t a r y planners mentioned above the neutron vreapon i s the i d e a l v/eapon f o r the 
s o - c a l l e d integra.ted b a ^ t t l e f i e l d or "conventional-nuclear-chemical-biological-electronic 
b a t t l e f i e l d " . TaJcing i n t o account a l l these developments, ny delegation vrould 
l i k e to r e a f f i r m the proposal of the group of s o c i a l i s t countries that the 
Committee on Disarmament should create the necessary organizationaJ conditions to 
negotiate on the p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear neutron vreapons. The best framevrork f o r . 
such negotia.tion3 vrould be the establishment of an e.ppropriate vrorking group. 

Having discussed questions connected vrith item 2, I vrould l i k e to associa,te 
myself with the proposal that you, I l r , Chaàrman, should go ahead vrith your 
consultations to develop a common approa.ch on the Committee's future course of 
a c t i o n concerning item 2, We hope that you v r i l l soon be i n a p o s i t i o n to report 
to the Committee on those consulta.tions so tha/t vre m.a,y talie the appropriate d e c i s i o n . 
In the vievi of my delegation the holding of some informe.l meetings on item 2 
would not be s u f f i c i e n t . 

The approa^ch o u t l i n e d above vrould be a. r e a l means to support "the Committee on 
Disarmament as ал i n s t i t u t i o n " , as Ambassador S a d l e i r of A u s t r a l i a put i t on 
5 August, I hasten to add "as an i n s t i t u t i o n f o r n e g o t i a t i o n s " , since mere 
dis c u s s i o n s , t e c h n i c a l debates or even "educational e x e r c i s e s " vrould not s u f f i c e . 

This also f u l l y a p p l i e s to the a c t i v i t i e s of the Ad hc;c VJorkin,T Group on a 
Nuclear Test Dan vrhich had i t s f i r s t meeting l a s t vreek. With regard to the vrork 
of t h i s Group my delegation vrould l i k e to s t r e s s the follovrings 

F i r s t l y , i n i t s vrork, the Group should proceed from the p r i n c i p l e tha,t the 
scope of p r o h i b i t i o n of a, given disarmament agreement determines i t s moda.lities 
of v e r i f i c a t i o n . This p r i n c i p l e vras reaffirmed i n paragraph 3I of the F i n a l 
Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session devoted to disarmament. Therefore, my 
delegation agrees V'rith the vievr expressed on 10 August by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
Ambassador of Polcistan t h a t , "the f i r s t issue r e l a t i n g to v e r i f i c a t i o n i s the scope 
of the t e s t ban". Only on the basis of a c l e a r understanding on the scope of a CTBT 
can the Working Group proceed to the d i s c u s s i o n and d e f i n i t i o n of questions of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n . In the vievr of my delegation the scope of such a broaty should be the 
p r o h i b i t i o n of a l l nuclear vreapon t e s t s by a l l States f o r a l l time to come. 
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Secondly, the dis c u s c i o n and d e f i n i t i o n of v e r i f i c a t i o n iüsues chould tsJce place 
i n a p r a c t i c a l and r a t i o n a l manner, having i n mind that i t i p the,, aim o.f t h i s . 
Committee to elaborate a comprehensive test-ban t r e a t y . The Group should therefore 
concentrate i t s uorl: on the main p o l i t i c a l and l e g a l questions of ve3?ification 
connected v/ith such p. t r e a t y but not hold aca.demic cüscuscions on v e r i f i c a t i o n 
i n a,bstraoto. At t l i i s session, v/liich i s a,ctUa.lly the f i r s t phase of i t s work, the • 
Group should talce up a l l relevant proposals сто. define the issues v h i c h vrould 
c o n s t i t u t e the basis of a. v e r i f i c a t i o n system. Ilext yerir, on the ba s i s of a nev/ 
mandate, the Group could then proceed to the actu a l d r a f t i n g of the t r e a t y as a v/hole. 

T h i r d l y , my delegation will r e s i s t a l l attempts to convert the Ad Hoc v/orking 
Group i n t o another t e c l i n i c a l group. In our viev;, the Group i s not the r i g h t place 
to discuss, the a d m i n i s t r a t i v e , f i n a n c i a l and l e g a l a.spectc of a, s o - c a l l e d interna-tiona-l 
seismic, monitoring system. These undoubtedly important questions can be solved vihen 
there i s an agreement on the basic provisions of a CTBT, Thon an appropriate body f o r 
these l i i g h l y o r g a j i i z a t i o n a l and teclmica.1 issues ma.y be set up. To go the other v;ay 
round vrould mean to put the car t before the horse, l/hat can be discussed i n t h i s 
rega,rd i f v/e do .not knov; v;hat v ; i l l be the scope of the t r e a t y and v/hioh countries 
•will take part i n i t and provide data f o r the i n t e r n a t i o n a l exchange? lioreover i f , 
,ov/ing to the p o s i t i o n of some countries the t r e a t y i s concluded only i n the d i s t a n t • 
fut u r e , technology v / i l l have f u r t h e r developed and toda-y's t e c h n i c a l and orgranizationaJ 
considera^tions ma.y be obsolete. 

F o u r t h l y , there should, be. a, cleaD.-" understanding that a perfe c t , foolproof 
v e r i f i c a t i o n system i s not and v / i l l not bo possible. Here as i n other cases one 
should not lool; f o r the v/ishful v e r i f i c a / t i o n system but f o r the system v/hich i s 
a-ttaÁnable • and v / i l l provide s u f f i c i e n t a.ssurance that clandestine t e s t s v / i l l be 
detected. E x i s t i n g t e c l i n i c a l means of v e r i f i c a t i o n , an i n t e r n a t i o n a J exchange of 
seismic data a.s v/ell as come procedures of i n t e r n a t i o n a J co-operation, i n c l u d i n g 
v e r i f i c a t i o n by c.lmllenge, malee the l i k e l i h o o d of the detection of such t e s t s very 
high,: I t i s the considered viev/ of my country that the thi-eat caused by the absence 
of a complete p r o l i i b i t i o n of nuclea.r-v/ea.pon t e s t s Гаг outvreighs the lov; r i s k posed by 
a no t - f o o l p r o o f v e r i f i c a t i o n system. 

Before concluding my statement I camnot but express agiain tho concern of ny 
delegation on the p o s i t i o n of France and the People's Republic of China tov/a.rds the 
НТВ Working Group. I t i s our hope that they v / i l l reconsider t h e i r p o s i t i o n and take 
an a c t i v e part i n t h i s Group. I t v/as rJ.so v/ith deep regret that mĵ  delegation on 
10 August i n the plenary and on I3 August i n the Working Group heard the r e a f f i r m a t i o n 
of the United State.s p o s i t i o n . that a CTE v;as only an "ultii:iate goal" and that the 
present time vias "not p r o p i t i o u s " f o r negotiations on i t , 

l ioreover, on 6 August, the anniversary of the bombing of Hirosliima, a. responsible 
f i g u r e of the United States A d m i n i s t r a t i o n declared that the United States v / i l l . 
continue to t e s t nuclear bombs and may increase tho size of v/eapons tested. 

In viev/ of t M s , one may ask v/hat purpose the ГГТВ \/orking Group v / i l l serve. I n 
t h i s regard v/e share the doubts expressed by the Sv/edish delegation on 3 August 
concerning the a t t i t u d e of the nuclea.r-v;oapon State mentioned a,bove. 

Time and again v/e ha.ve stressed that v e r i f i c a t i o n dL-^cuasions should be r e l a t e d 
to the pra.ctical needs of disa-rraament agreements but should not become a caver f o r 
the l a c k o f p o l i t i c a l v / i l l to agree on ce3?ta.in measures of arms limitatf.on and 
disarmament. I t vrould be a bad. s e r v i c e to t h i s Coumittee and tho cause of disarma.m.ent 
i f the Group j u s t established i s intended by one side to be used to t h i s end. 

As f a r a.s ny delegation i s concerned, v/e га'е prcpaa-ed to .plâ y an active paa^t i n 
the Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban on the bar-.is of the above-i;iontio.ned 
considera„tions, 



Mr. KOMIVES (Hungary) s I-ir. Chairman, tak i n g tiie f l o c r f o r the f i r s t time at a 
formal plenary meeting, I wish f i r s t of a l l to associate rnyself v?ith tjie 
congratulations that have been exju-esseci on your assumption of the chairm.anship of 
the Committee f o r t h i s unusually d i i i i c u l L month of the session. I take t h i s 
opportunity a l s o to express ray delegation's appreciation to your predecessor, 
Ambassador Okavra of Japan, f o r hi,-:.' very vaJuable c o n t r i b u t i o n to our vrark i n the 
c r u c i a l montl'i whioh preceded the second specia]. session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament. 

Anybody who has been around t h i s Coirraittee f o r a long enough t i n e , has to get 
accustomed to the f a c t that ao t i n e î a;":ses one good colleague a f t e r the other 
disappears from oiu- midst. This month we .are sad to note the absence of 
Mrs. Inga Thorsson of Gweden, .-nbassodor Yu Peiwen of China and Ambassador Va l d i v i e s o 
of Peru, to whom t r i b u t e i s tc be paid f o r t h e i r work i n the Committee. This 
expression of sorrov/, hov.'ever, i s suppressed by t'le f e e l i n g of pleasure i n v.relcoming 
among us оггг old f r i e n d , Ambassador Ion Datcu of Romania, whom I wish success i n t h i s 
new job. 

In conformity v/itbi our pro.~;ranno of v'ork, and f t i l l y .in accord i.-ith the p r i o r i t i e s 
long established and only r e c e n t l y reconfirmed, I vá.sh toda.y to deal, f i r s t and 
foremost, v/ith questions r e l a t e d to tne f i r s t i\rc i t e n s on our agenda: the 
cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disar^manent, and a nuclear test ban. 
These are, i n f a c t , the questions t h a i wore i n the focus of a t t e n t i o n a l l through 
the second s p e c i a l session, v/hich ended only a lev.' v.'eeks ago. 

The s p e c i a l session was takin g place i n p a r t i c u l a r l y d i f f i c u l t and d i s q u i e t i n g 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l circumstances, in я Lieriod which had been considered and also proved 
to be unfavourable to effort;,^ ained at curbing the arns race and promoting genuine 
disarmament. Nevertheless, tlie delegation .^f Hungary, l i k e those of the great 
m a j o r i t y of the member States, went to tiie s p e c i a l session f u l l y determined to do 
everything possible to cc n t r i b a t e to the renoval сГ the threat of a nuclear 
catastrophe, tho h a l t i n g of the arm? race, e s p e c i a l l y i n i t s ïruclear aspects, and 
the promotion of с morete m.easures of diSc .•marnent. 

The s p e c i a l session, though unable to a r r i v e at s p e c i f i c conclusions and 
recommendations, has cleai-ly expressed " i t s profound preoccupation over the danger 
of war, i n pa.rticular nucleai' wax", and declared unanbigaously that the prevention 
of a nuclear d i s a s t e r "rernaina the nost acute and urgent task of the present day". 

The peoples of countries l i k e mine, which have suffered the horrors and 
devastations of two world wars, which are l i v . i n g i n tlie shadov; of unprecedented 
accumulations of vreapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n , have f u l l y recognized that i f they 
want to surv i v e , i f they v/ant to l i v e i n peace and s e c u r i t y , nuclear v;ar must be 
prevented and the nuclear arms race must be brought to an end. 

I t v\'as against t h i s background that the Hungarian delegation, together v/ith 
those of the overvrhelming majority cf member 'otates, approached the fundamental issues 
of the s p e c i a l session. I t v.'as against t h i s background that the representatives of 
non-governmental organizations and a world-viide movement of pu b l i c opinion gave an 
unprecedented support to the e f f o r t s cf those delegations. I t vras against t h i s 
background that they a l l vielcomed the solemn commitment of the Soviet Union concerning 
the n o n - f i r s t - u s e of nuclear v.reapons, and urged the other nuclear-vreapon States to 
assiome s i m i l a r o b l i g a t i o n s , that i s , to Live up to the s p e c i a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y they 
must bear f o r the future of mankind. 
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The Hungarian delegation i s f u l l y convinced that t.he undertaking of such an 
o b l i g a t i o n by a l l the nuclear-vreapon powers vrauld reduce to a large extent the 
danger of a nuclear v/ar, v/ould strengthen confidence among those pov/ers, as v/ell as 
the confidence of :on-nuclear-weapon fitate,j i n them, and v/ould i n f a c t be equivalent 
to a ban on the use of nuclear v/eapons. buck a turn cf events v/ould create the 
necessary atm.osphere f o r f u r t h e r steps tov/ar:l3 the reduction and e l i m i n a t i o n of 
nuclear v/eapons. 

A great пшпЬег of statements d e l i v e r e d during the f i r s t Роггг meetings of t h i s 
session have convinced my delegation that the majority around t h i s table are ready and 
v a i l i n g to s t a r t meaningful negotiations on questions of top p r i o r i t y l i k e the 
prevention of nuclear v/ar, as v/ell aa- y a v i c x i ^ aspects of nuclear disarmament, v/e 
welcome that s i g n of readiness, and are a l l to .ngaga a c t i v e l y i n such 
ne g o t i a t i o n s . At t h i s point I v/ish to expreoG the s a t i s f a c t i o n of my delegation v/ith 
the working paper presented by the delegation of India at the previous meeting — 
document CD/309 — concerning a d r a f t mandate f o r an ad hoc v/orking group to be 
established under item 2 of our agenda. Having been advocating the establisliment 
of such a vrorking group f o r many a year, the Hungarian delegation v/elcomes t h i s new 
i n i t i a t i v e . Together v/ith several other m.erabers of the Committee m.y delegation i s 
reqviesting you, Mr. Cliairman, to stai't imm.ediately urgent consultations on that 
proposal. Informal .meeting.^ of the Comm.ittee cn the same subject could be convened 
v/ithout much f u r t h e r delay. 

The v-rorld community of nation.<r, i n c l u d i n g of course the peoples of our ovm 
countr i e s , have shown indig n a t i o n at the lack of any tangible r e s u l t s i n the 
previous years of disarmament neg o t i a t i o n s . C r i t i c i s m i n m.ountin¿r, expectation i s 
grov/ing, and the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 01 tlvc Cora.mitteG on Diaarmairient as a v/hole and that 
of i t s members i s greater nov/ than over before. At the s p e c i a l session c e r t a i n 
delegations o b s t i n a t e l y defied the v/ish and determination of the great m a j o r i t y , 
even the popular masses of t h e i r cv/n countries, and stubbornly blocked every e f f o r t 
aimed at reaching agreement on the most burning questions. Nov/ the pressure i s upon 
t h i s Comm.ittee, and that pressuji'o i s c l e a i u y ^ountin^,. I f vc v/ant to avoid world-v/ide 
c r i t i c i s m and condernation f o r f a i l u r e to 1: .'e up to our task, we must s t a r t 
concrete negotiations on the p r i o r i t y questions of our agenda. One of the p r i o r i t y 
items, as I have j u s t t r i e d to i n d i c a t e , i s the prevention of nuclear v/ar and 
nuclear disarmam.ent. The other such question, i n f a c t the very f i r s t Item on the 
agenda, i s a nuclear t e s t ban. 

• The complete and general p r o h i b i t i o n of a l l nuclear-v/eapon te s t s i s a task of 
p a r t i c u l a r urgency. This i s a problem the s o l u t i o n of vrhich i s long overdue. The 
head of the Hungarian delectation i n hi.o statement at the s j j o c i a l session gave 
evidence of a c e r t a i n measure of optimi-sm, and a large amount of expectation, v/hen 
he s a i d the fo l l o v / i n g : 

" I t i s heartening to note i n t h i s respect the decision adopted by the 
Committee on Disarmament l a s t A p r i l i n Geneva to have a vrerking group s t a r t 
consideration on these itei.-¡s s.oon. M e s h a l l do our best to ensure that the 
vTOrking group contributes to the e a r l i e s t possible cessation of a l l nuclear-
v.'eapon t e s t s . " (А/В-12/ГУ.9, p . J l ) 
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The Hungarian delegation vrelcomes the d e c i s i o n taken by the Committee at thg 
l a s t meeting, and congratulates -шЬазБааог Curt Lidgard of Svreden, the Chairman of 
the Ad Hoc V/orking Gromj) on item 1. ¥e can assure him of our f u l l support .and 
co-operation. • 

In A p r i l my delegation acted i n a s p i r i t of co-operation and compromise when 
i t j o ined the consensus on a mandate f o r that V/orking Group. V/e considered and 
continue to consider the compromise form.ula as a basis on which concrete vrork 
tovrards the negotiation of a t r e a t y on the complete and general p r o h i b i t i o n of 
nuclear-Vieapon t e s t s can and must be s t a r t e d . V/c f u l l y endorse the i n t e r p r e t a t i o n 
of the p r o v i s i o n of that mandate given by i^.bassadcr Herder of the German Democratic 
Republic i n h i s statement on 21 . A p r i l , and the Hungarian delegation v r i l l p a r t i c i p a t e 
i n the a c t i v i t i e s of the V/orking Group i n confcrmáty vrith that i n t e r p r e t a t i o n . Iiy 
delegation f u l l y shares the vievrs expressed i n connection vrith the work of the 
V/orking 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 f e e l s i t necessary to 
express i t s i^egret and resentment concerning the a t t i t u d e s of China and Prance with 
respect to t h e i r n o n - p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the V/orking Group on a Nuclear Test Ban. V/e 
c e r t a i n l y hope that t h e i r negative posture v r i l l not la'st long. 

The alarming nevrs reports concerning the United Sta.tes p o s i t i o n on nuclear-
vreapon t e s t i n g , and the United States Administration's open r e f u s a l to resume the 
t r i l a t e r a l t a l k s on a comprehensive t e s t ban, have come as a slap i n the face to a l l 
those who are eager to s t a r t n e g o t i t i o n s on that top p r i o r i t y i s s u e . The prospect 
that the United States may even increase the. s i z e of the vreapons tested, as 
i n d i c a t e d r e c e n t l y by one of the high o f f i c i a l s i n V/ashington, i s a v a l i d reason f o r 
concern and anxiety not only to members of t h i s Com.mittee but a l s o to the vrhole of 
mankind. 

The Hungarian delegation, therefore, i s eagerly av-raiting a d e t a i l e d and 
unambiguous state-, ent from, the delegation of the United States, c l a r i f y i n g the 
i n t e n t i o n s of i t s Government on that very im.portant subject. 

There i s yet another item, which I v-rant to deal vrith today. During the s p r i n g 
session of the Committee the Hungaarian delegation vrelcomed the adoption of a nevr 
mandate f o r the kà Hoc Working Group on Chemical v/eapons, allovring i t to accelerate 
the d r a f t i n g of a convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the development, production and 
s t o c k p i l i n g of chemical vreapons and on t h e i r d e s t r u c t i o n . V/e deem i t e s s e n t i a l , as 
we emphasized a l s o at the specia.1 session, that renevred e f f o r t s .should be made 
tovrards the e a r l y ela,boration and conclusion of such a convention. V/e must keep i n 
mind that c e r t a i n decisions concerning the manufacture and deployment i n 
A'estem Europe of a nevr'type of chemical vreapons, binary vreapons, are l i k e l y to 
i n i t i a t e a nevr surge i n the an^s race. I t i s , therefore, e s p e c i a l l y j u s t i f i e d 
md urgent to demand the a c t i v e c o n t r i b u t i o n of a l l m.ember Stqtes to the vrork that 
las been under vray since 20 J u l y i n the \/ork.ing Group under the able and energetic 
ohairraanship of Ambassador Sujka of Poland 
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The best example of such an a c t i v e c o n t r i b u t i o n i s the "Basic p r o v i s i o n s " of a ^ 
ihemical weapons convention submitted by the Soviet Union at the s p e c i a l session, 
and tabled a l s o here as document CD/294* That document, having received overwhelming 
support from delegations, i s capable of g..ving a major impulse to 
accelerated and serious negotiations on a d r a f t convention, given s i m i l a r w i l l a l s o 
from other s i d e s . 

The Hungarian delegation i s of the vievr that the Working Group has made 
s u b s t a n t i a l progress i n i t s d e l i b e r a t i o n s — and here one must not forget to mention 
the u s e f u l a c t i v i t y of the experts on chemical v/eapons — at l e a s t enough f o r the 
elaboration of a composite di-aft t e x t of a convention. Containing already agreed 
pr o v i s i o n s as w e l l as a l t e r n a t i v e texts f o r provisions vrhere agreement may not be 
reached w i t h i n the short time nov/ at our d i s p o s a l , the composite text v/ould make i t 
p o s s i b l e not only f o r us but also f o r the General Assembly at i t s forthcoming session 
to assess the progress achieved, and v/ould then serve as a u s e f u l basis f o r our 
negotiations next year. 

I cannot conclude t h i s statement without g i v i n g strong expression to the deep 
concern and r i g h t f u l i n d i g n a t i o n of my Government and of p u b l i c opinion i n Hungary 
over the b r u t a l I s r a e l i aggression against Lebanon, the P a l e s t i n i a n people and the 
peoples of the whole region. We have strongly condemned that genocidal attack and 
the i m p e r i a l i s t i c motives behind i t , and continue to demand the immediate withdrav^/al 
of a l l I s r a e l i forces from Lebanon and other occupied t e r r i t o r i e s . 

The CHAIRMAN; I thank the representative of Hungary f o r h i s statement and f o r 
the kind remarks that he has addressed to the Chair. I now give the f l o o r to the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of China, His Excellency M i n i s t e r Tian J i n . 

Mr. TIAN JUT (China) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Chinese); t l r . Chairman, today I would 
l i k e to dwell upon the question of banning chemical v/eapons. This question has a l l 
along had i t s important place i n the v/ork of the Committee on Disarmament, and has 
a t t r a c t e d p a r t i c u l a r l y the a t t e n t i o n of the'people. This i s because, on the one 
hand, the people of the world are abhorrent of such inhuman v/eapons, and on the 
other hand, the threat of chemical v/ar i s growing unabated. One Superpower, faced with 
charges of i t s use of chemical weapons, i s r e f u s i n g any i n t e r n a t i o n a l i n v e s t i g a t i o n , 
while the other Superpower, i n disregard of opposition at home and abroad, i s 
engaged i n the renewal of i t s chemical arsenal v/ith binary chemical weapons. The 
side which has gained an edge i n chemical warfare capacity t r i e s ' to preserve i t , 
v/hile the l o s i n g Side attempts to recover i t s l o s t s u p e r i o r i t y . Thus, the two sides 
are Vying w i t h each other iñ expanding t h e i r respective chemical armámehts.' These 
f a c t s and a l s o what has t r a n s p i r e d i n some of the l o c a l c o n f l i c t s since the Second 
World War serve to'remind us that we must not r e l a x our v i g i l a n c e against the 
grave consequences of the p o s s i b l e use of chemical v/eapons. The Committee on 
Disarmament has t h e ' r e s p o n s i b i l i t y to eliminate t h i s h o r r i b l e threat and to reach 
agreement as soon as p o s s i b l e on the conclusion of a convention on the complete 
p r o h i b i t i o n and t o t a l d e s t r u c t i o n of chemical v/eapons. 

We have scored some progress a f t e r severaJ years' e f f o r t s . The devotion and 
a b i l i t y of the suocessive chairmen of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons, the 
goodwill and co-operative s p i r i t displaiyed by many representatives as w e l l as the 
e f f o r t s made by the experts — a l l these have ma,de i t p o s s i b l e f o r us to enter i n t o a 
new stage of e l a b o r a t i n g p r o v i s i o n s of a future convention. In t h i s rega.rd, 
document CD/CW/VP.33 submitted at the end of the s p r i n g session i s of help i n our 
f u r t h e r n e g o t i a t i o n s . 
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îTow I would l i k e to o f f e r some observations on the f o l l o w i n g questions: 

1. On tho scope of the p r o h i b i t i o n : 

V/e have maintained a l l along that the use of chemical weapons should be included 
i n the scope of the p r o h i b i t i o n i n a f u t i i r e convention, and we have repeatedly 
r e i t e r a t e d огхг p o s i t i o n both at plenary meetings and at meetings of the Working Group. 
Together with four other delegations, we put forward at the spring session an 
a l t e r n a t i v e text on t h i s issue. In the discussions since 20 J u l y , the importance of-
t h i s question has gained more a t t e n t i o n . Here I would l i k e to express our thanks to 
the Romanian representative f o r h i s u s e f u l v/ork as co-ordinator of the c o n s u l t a t i o n 
group on the question of "scope of p r o h i b i t i o n " . He has provided us with a l i s t of 
possible s o l u t i o n s on t i i i s question which Mill f a c i l i t a t e our f u r t h e r d iscussions. 

2. On declarations 

Declaration i s one of the key elements i n a future convention. A d e c l a r a t i o n 
should include d e t a i l e d and accurate items and contents i n i t s p r o v i s i o n s ; otherwise, 
the effectiveness of the convention could not be ensured. In t h i s connection, I 
would l i k e to point out that i n annex I I of document СВ/С\'/Д/Р.53, i t i s l a i d down 
that the contents of declarations should include the capacity and l o c a t i o n of 
chemical weapons production f a c i l i t i e s . V/e consider t h i s very necessaary. V/e are 
a l s o of the vievr that the production f a c i l i t i e s f o r chemical weapons r e f e r r e d to here 
should comprise both f a c t o r i e s set up s o l e l y f o r producing chemical vreapons as w e l l as 
s p e c i a l i z e d f a c i l i t i e s a f f i l i a t e d to other chemical industry enterprises (such as a 
chemical vreapons vrorkshop set up vrithin a c i v i l i a n chemical industry e n t e r p r i s e ) . 

The delegation of the Boviot Union put forward r e c e n t l y the "basic p r o v i s i o n s " of 
a conventicn on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical vreapons. V/e s h a l l study them f u r t h e r . 
The Soviet paper contains provisions r e l a t i n g to declarations and confidence-building 
m.easures. According t-) those p r o v i s i o n s , a country might postpone i t s d e c l a r a t i o n to 
the internati^onal community of the l o c a t i o n of cheaiical v-reapons productj.on f a c i l i t i e s 
t i l l seven years a f t e r i t becomes a party to the convention. V/e f e e l that i t i s 
rather d i f f i c u l t to understand such a prolonged postponement. I t - i s our vievr that the 
adherence of a State to a conventicn means that i t i s w i l l i n g to undertake the 
o b l i g a t i o n s l a i d dov.nn i n the convention; consequently, the l o c a t i o n of production 
f a c i l i t i e s tc bo disraantlcd should not be kept secret f o r such a long time. Otherwise 
i t would run counter to the purpose of the confidence-building measures. 

% On v e r i f ioa.tion: 

V e r i f i c a t i o n i s another kej'" element i n a future convention. S t r i c t and e f f e c t i v e 
v e r i f i c a t i o n vrould serve as an important guarantee that the convention may not become 
a mere scrap of paper. In t h i s regard, s u f f i c e i t to r e f e r to the h i s t o r i c a l lessons 
cf the 1925 Geneva P r o t o c o l . I t i s p r e c i s e l y because the Protocol lacks the necessary 
v e r i f i c a t i o n p r o v i s i o n s that over 'the past 'jO odd years since "the si^^ning of the 
Protocol i t .haii not been possible to conduct any f a i r i n t e r n a t i o n a l i n v e s t i g a t i o n s 
i n t o complaints about the use of chemical vreapons, i n c l u d i n g complaints and reports on 
chemical vrarfare i n Afahanistan and south-east x-isia i n recent years. This state of 
a f f a i r s cannot but jeo]:.ardize the authoritativeness of the P r o t o c o l . 

Therefore, vre'hold that emphasis should be put on i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n and, 
i n p a r t i c u l a r , песеоза,гу on-site ins p e c t i o n . In f a c t , many States have advanced 
constructive proposals. Document C D / C V / Д / Р , 5 5 a l s o embodies a number of very good 
p r o v i s i o n s . Hovrever, there are also evident shortcomings, i . e , no on-site 
i n v e s t i g a t i o n i s provided f o r i n regard to complaints or reports on the use of 
chemical vmapons. V/o deem i t i n d i s p o n s i b l e to include such a p r o v i s i o n , i f vre are to 
attempt to cl.aborate a cx^edible convention f o r the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community. 
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We have noted that the Soviet Union, i n submitting the "basic p r o v i s i o n s " , has 
accepted the p r i n c i p l e of on-site i n s p e c t i o n . In the "basic p r o v i s i o n s " , reference 
has been made to the p o s s i b i l i t y of c a r r y i n g out on-site inspection i n two kinds of 
s i t u a t i o n . Some representatives have made com.ments i n t h i s regard. As I mentioned 
e a r l i e r , we w i l l study the Soviet proposal f u r t h e r . However, I would l i k e to o f f e r a 
p r e l i m i n a r y observation. V/e f e e l that to ensure the effectiveness of the convention, 
more necessary on-site inspections are required, such as on-site inspection on the 
dismantling of production f a c i l i t i e s and on a l l e g a t i o n s of the use of chemical 
weapons, etc. 

Since the s t a r t of the summer session, the Chairman of the V/orking Group on 
Chemical V/eapons has adopted some f l e x i b l e approaches, s e t t i n g up a number of 
informal consultation groups to engage i n i n t e n s i v e consultations on some major issues 
of a future convention. V/e vrelcome t h i s u s e f u l attempt. V/e also hope that 
c o n s u l t a t i o n w i l l be conducted on the basis of the r e s u l t s already achieved, which are 
r e f l e c t e d i n document C D / C T ' / / V / P . 33. 

During the Second V/orld V/ar, the Chinese people also suffered from the harm of 
chemical weapons. In order t o eliminate forever the danger of chem.ical war, the 
Chinese delegation s i n c e r e l y hopes that a convention on the complete p r o h i b i t i o n and 
t o t a l d e s t r u c t i o n of chemical v/eapons can be concluded аз soon as p o s s i b l e . To t h i s 
end, we pledge to make e f f o r t s together with other delegations, 

Mr. STEBLE ( A u s t r a l i a ) : Mr, Chairman, I have asked f o r the f l o o r today to react 
to the announcement by the delegations of France and China that they v / i l l not 
p a r t i c i p a t e i n the work of the V/orking Group on a Nuclear Test Ban, 

A u s t r a l i a has f o r many years stressed the p r i o r i t y i n disarmament negotiations of 
a comprehensive nuclear test-ban t r e a t y , and has c o n s i s t e n t l y played an a c t i v e r o l e i n 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l forums on t h i s question, V/e have always held that such a ban should be 
genuinely comprehensive and should p r o h i b i t a l l nuclear t e s t s i n a l l environments f o r 
a l l time- A comprehensive t e s t ban must, by d e f i n i t i o n , be capable of a t t r a c t i n g 
u n i v e r s a l adherence. I t . goes v/ithout saying- that the prospects f o r t h i s v/ould be 
v a s t l y b e t t e r i f a l l those States involved i n nuclear t e s t i n g p a r t i c i p a t e d i n v/ork on 
the t r e a t y from the outset, V/hile i t i s true that the V/orking Group established by 
t h i s Committee i s not, f o r the time being, empov/ered to begin negotiations on a CTB, 
i t does have the opportunity to make an invaluable c o n t r i b u t i o n to that end. Indeed, 
the f a c t that the Working Group does not have a n e g o t i a t i n g maj,ndate i s a l l the more 
reason why no delegation should abstain fx-om pa ^ r t i c i p a t i o n , 

A u s t r a l i a can f e e l only regret and disappointment that tv/o of the nuclear-
v/eapon States .have seen f i t not to j o i n i n t h i s endea,vcur. The A u s t r a l i a n p u b l i c has 
long been concerned at continued nuclear t e s t i n g , p a r t i c u l a r l y i n our region. I t v / i l l 
not be an easy task f o r the A u s t r a l i a n Government to explain v/hy tv/o States, both 
having e x c e l l e n t r e l a t i o n s v/ith A i i s t r a l i a , have declined to j o i n i n discussions aimed 
ultim-ately at a h a l t to such t e s t i n g , A u s t r a l i a hopes that France and China v / i l l 
r e consider t h e i r p o s i t i o n s and at an e a r l y date take up t h e i r r i g h t f u l placte i n the 
nuclear t e s t ban v/orking Group, 

A u s t r a l i a s i m i l a r l y hopes that the negotiations betv/een the other three 
.nuclear-v/eapon States may be resumed at the e a r l i e s t p o s s i b l e date. 
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The'-'CMIRJliiN; I thank the representative of A-a;-tralia f o r h i s sta.tement. IT. 
acccrdance with the d e c i s i o n taken by the Grmmittee at i t s 157th plenary/ meeting, I 
now'give the f l o o r to tho disting-ui^hed représentative of Ifor-.-ray, His Excellency 
Ambassador Vaer'n̂ ?̂ . 

•• Mr. VAEia-jg^ (îlorway) : Mr. Chairman, f i r s t of a l l I would l i k e to thank y-ru f o r 
your kind introductory welcome and also tc congratulate you on your assuinption of 
the chairmanship cf the Committee on Diparmament f : r the montii o i Auguet. In view 
of the close oo-operation between Keny;i aha Iv'orv;ay, i t i:3 a f-reat pleasure f o r mo 
t') address the Co.'nmittee while you are in the Chair, Personally, I should also l i k e 
to r e c a l l our close collab')ratio?i a^t previous cenforences to which you always made 
important c o n t r i b u t i o n s . 

The present session of the Committee" en Disarmament must n e c e s s a r i l y take on 
added s i g n i f i c a n c e , convening as i t i s j u s t a f t e r the conclusion of the second 
s p e c i a l session of the United Nations General assembly devoted to disarmament. 
Like other governments, the Iforv/egian Government shares tîie disappointment f e l t as 
the second s p e c i a l session f a i l e d to a.dopt m.orc substauitive and far-reaching 
documents. I t d i d not achieve ijhat v a had hoped f o r . On the other hand the 
second s p e c i a l session wa-s not held i n v a i n . A balanced analysis w i l l , have to 
take i n t o account a nui^iber of con.sidera-tions. 

• P i r s t , the second specicil session provided yet another opportunity f o i ' a . l l 
Members of the United iJa.tions to address thenigelvea, to the glob a l issues of anas 
c o n t r o l and disarmament i n э, d e t a i l e d and thorough-going manner. The ma.nageraent 
of armaments i n our ccntempüra.ry world i s c e r t a i n l y a. que.sticn which deserve" tho 
a t t e n t i o n of t h i s world liody i n a vray w'nich only :.i p.pecial session can provide.. 

Secondly, the second s p e c i a l oession did carry out a roviow of the implementation 
of the d e c i s i o n s , or the lack thereof, of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session. 'Jhereas no 
unanimous conclusion was reached i n t h i s rOi^pect, the session d i d rea.ffirm the 
F i n a l Docvunent of the f i r s t s p e c i a l «essioti. I t nu.it be ercphaaized that the 
coininitments imdertaken ftt t i i a t time are s t i l l v a l i d , i n c l u d i n g tlie Prograrnine of 
Ac t i o n . 

T h i r d l y , i t , should be roco^'-a-iiKed that during the seccnd s p e c i a l session, a. 
num.ber of ideas andi proposals were put forward. Tc the extent tlia t these 
co n t r i b u t i o n s w i l l f a c i l i t a t e negotiations towiird balanced and v e r i f i a b l e afn^eem.ents, 
the session w i l l indeed have been valuable. 

V/e should not, ho\rever, Lmilerra-te tiie jprobl'-^ms which night a r i s e from the 
p o s s i b i l i t y that large sectors of T)ublic ;jpinion, disappointed and d i s i l l u s i o n e d by 
the lack of tan g i b l e r e s u l t s fyom the second s p e c i a l session might increasingly"come 
to d i s t r u s t and turn :iway from a l l 'milti] atera.l ::.iearraament n e g o t i a t i o n s . The 
l i m i t e d a^chievements of tho f.ipecia/l sesnion lia.ve laiderl.üied the v i t a . l r o l e -f the 
Committee on Disarmament ак the s i n g l e ; r a l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g bo;;ly i n the f i e l d 
of disarmament. In thin perspective the r e s t o r a t i o n of x'^-l^c .::onfidenco i n the 
whole process of m u l t i l a t e r a l dioarma-nent nogotiatl^'ns i s also at- stake. Here i t 
seems to us that .multilatero-l negctia;;ion3 i n the sense cf proilucing .m i l i t a , r i l y 
s i g n i f i c a n t agreements are becoming more importaet than ever. I t i s -jr^yept that 
t h i s process now be speeded up. I t i o i n t}.i;v s p i r i t ±]\гЛ rïV delegation today 
intends to tab l e two working papers, which we liopc might eonstit\ite a modoRt 
c o n t r i b u t i o n to t h i s procesn. 
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Important follow-up vrork romains to Ъе done both by the Committee on Disarmament 
and by the General Assembly as a r e s u l t of the second s p e c i a l session. To the extent 
p o s s i b l e , we intend to take an a c t i v e part i n t h i s follow-up process. 

¥e s t i l l attach im.portance to the comprehensive programme of disarmament, and are 
pleased to see that the Ad Hoc working group on a CPD has been r e - e s t a b l i s h e d under 
the chairmanship of Ambassador Garcia Robles. Norvjay intends to p a r t i c i p a t e i n the 
CPD Working Group when i t resumes i t s work i n 1983. 

In a d d i t i o n to the follow-up of Nordic proposals i n the f i e l d s of disarmament 
and development and on n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n p o l i c i e s , Norway woujd l i k e to see a number 
of issues i n the i n s t i t u t i o n a l f i e l d acted upon both by t h i s Coiranittee and by the 
General Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - s e v e n t h session. I draw the a t t e n t i o n of members of 
the Committee to our own proposals regarding the Committee on Disarmament, UNIDIR, 
and the Advisory Board on Disarmament Studies. As regards the Committee on 
Disarmament, i t i s the hope of my Government that the Corxmittee v i i l l be able to 
present a unanimous recommendation to the General Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - s e v e n t h 
session concerning the expansion of the Committee's membership, consistent with the 
need t o enhance i t s e f f e c t i v e n e s s . My delegation v/as pleased to note that suggestions 
i n t h i s respect received wide support during the second s p e c i a l session. 

The theme of t h i s morning's meeting — the cessation of the nuclear arms race 
and nuclear disarmament — i s a p r i o r i t y item on the agenda of the Committee on 
Disarmament.' 

I t i s c e r t a i n l y of importance to the Committee that the b i l a t e r a l t a l k s begun 
i n Geneva between the United States and the Soviet Union on intermediate and 
s t r a t e g i c nuclear weapons should lead to r e s u l t s v;hich can f a c i l i t a t e nuclear 
disarmament. As regards the other p r i o r i t y item, the comprehensive test-ban t r e a t y , 
the Norwegian Government welcomed the d e c i s i o n taken at the close of the f i r s t part 
of the 1982 Session of the Committee on Disarmament to e s t a b l i s h an Ad Hoc working 
group to discuss and define, through substantive examination, issues r e l a t i n g to 
v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance with a viev/ t c making f u r t h e r progress toward a nuclear 
t e s t ban. We are pleased that Yünbassador Lidgard, the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative 
of Sweden, has been elected Chairman of t h i s important Working Group. 

Since i t s establishment i n 1976, Norway has p a r t i c i p a t e d i n the Ad Hoc Group of 
S c i e n t i f i c Experts to Consider I n t e r n a t i o n a l Co-operative Measures to Detect and 
I d e n t i f y Seismic Events. The Norwegian p a r t i c i p a n t s are s c i e n t i s t s at the Norwegian 
Seismic Array (NOES/IR). A Norwegian s c i e n t i s t from NORSAR i s s c i e n t i f i c secretary of 
the Ad Hoc Group, Another Norwegian s c i e n t i s t i s co-convenor of the study group on 
format and procediires f o r the exchange of l e v e l 2 data. 

During the past 10 years, Norwegian s c i e n t i s t s have conducted extensive studies 
and completed l a r g e - s c a l e research p r o j e c t s relevant to the problem of the detection, 
l o c a t i o n and i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of underground nuclear explosions. Expert^ from many 
countries havQ p a r t i c i p a t e d i n the research a c t i v i t i e s at NORSAR, This has r e s u l t e d 
i n improved methods f o r d i s t i n g u i s h i n g the s i g n a l s of explosions from those of 
earthquakes, NORSi\R also publishes a monthly seismic b u l l e t i n , which i s d i s t r i b u t e d 
i n more than 20 coxmtries. 
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Under the able chairmanship of Dr. E r i c s s o n of Sweden, tho Group has proposed 
the establishment of a global' seismological netvrork to a s s i s t i n the v e r i f i c a t i o n 
of a p o t e n t i a l CTBT. The Ad Hoc Group i s pui-suing i t s work by e l a b o r a t i n g i n d e t a i l 
how such a g l o b a l system should be operated. A problem of p a r t i c u l a r importance i n 
t h i s regard i s how to.achieve r a p i d , r e l i a b l e exchange of the large volujnes of 
seismic data which would be accumulated. In the years that have gone by since the 
Ad Hoc Group f i r s t proposed the g l o b a l system ( i n 1978 i n document CCD/558) , there 
have been r a p i d t e c h n o l o g i c a l adva,nces with respect to computer and data communication 
technology. This has opened up new p o s s i b i l i t i e s to improve the e f f e c t i v e n e s s of the 
g l o b a l data exchange, and Могг/ау considers i t important that the work of the 
Ad Hoc Group take, advantage of t h i s new s i t u a t i o n . 

As a Norwegian c o n t r i b u t i o n to the \rork of the Group, a low-cost computer system 
has been developed f o r the purpose of r a p i d i n t e r n a t i o n a l exchange of seismic data. 
The system would be s u i t a b l e as a prototype which could be f u r t h e r developed f o r 
future i n s t a l l a t i o n a,t any s t a t i o n i n the global seismic network. 

'In t h i s connection I have the honour to introduce the Norwegian working paper 
contained i n document CD/3IO on a prototype system f o r the i n t e r n a t i o n a l exchange 
of seismological data under a comprehensive test-ban t r e a t y . Such a prototype has 
been developed by s c i e n t i s t s at the Norwegian Seismic Array (NORSAR) as a r e s u l t of 
a research project which was i n i t i a t e d i n 198O ujider the sponso.rship of the 
Norwegian M i n i s t r y of Foreign A f f a . i r s . This afternoon a demonstration of how such 
a system functions w i l l be staged by representatives of NORSAR, 

I t i s our hope that t h i s na.tiona,l c o n t r i b u t i o n w i l l prove to be of value to the 
f u r t h e r studies of the seismic export Group and tho negotiations i n the Working 
Group on a Nuclear Test Ban, which i n i t s f i r s t phase v ; i l l focus on v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

As wo have pointed out before, the Norv/egian Government i s prepa..red to make 
NORSAR a v a i l a b l e as a monitoring s t a t i o n w i t h i n a g l o b a l seismic v e r i f i c a t i o n 
system. With t h i s i n mind, Norway w i l l continue to take an a c t i v e part i n the 
seismic expert Group. V/e s h a l l also p a r t i c i p a t e i n the V/orking Group on a Nuclear 
Test Ban as an observer. 

According to the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session on disarmament a,nd 
several r e s o l u t i o n s adopted by the General ilsscmbly at i t s regular sessions, the 
conclusion of a chemiical vreapons convention i s one of the most urgent tasks of 
m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s , Norvray vrelcomed the d e c i s i o n taken at tho 
beginning of t h i s year's session on a r e v i s e d mandante f o r the Ad Hoc V/orking Group 
on Chemical Weapons, Based on document CD/GV//\/P..33 and under the energetic 
leadership of Aunbassador Sujka, the negotia„tions are now entering a ne\i phase, aimed 
at reaching compromises on the main outsttmding questions. In t h i s regard, Norway 
has wi t h i n t e r e s t studied the proposals concerning v e r i f i c a t i o n contained i n the 
b a s i c provisions of a chemica.l vreapons convention which were introduced by the 
M i n i s t e r of Foreign A f f a i r s of the Soviet Union during the second s p e c i a l session. 

The Norwegian Government i s of the opinion that a ban on chemical vreapons i s 
one of the most important issues on the i n t e r n a t i o n a l agenda f o r disarmament. 
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Today, I riavo t:io ploasurc t - ;Lntr:>du?o dociü.iunt СГ0/311, vínica i o о Horwegian 
working paper an v e r i f i c a t i o n of a chenica':. weapons convention. The working paper 
i s based on a research prograraao -n sampling and•analysis, of chenical warfare agents 
imder winter c o n d i t i o n s . This researcli progranuae, ••hich i s also snonsored by the 
M i n i s t r y cf Foreign A f f a i r s , was i n i t i a t e d i a l y t i as a Norwegian c o n t r i b u t i o n tc 
tho work of the C:rr;:ittee on Disarnisment. Tho working paper contains a з̂ ллкагу 
.:f tiie research ?"eport. The f u l l r e p c rt i s aanexed to the En g l i s h version of the 
working paper. 

This working paper describes thv. r e s u l t s of f i e l d experimento of sampling and 
anal y s i s of supertoxic nervo and nustard agents unaer wintc;r conditions. F i e l d 
experiments hove boi.n uridertrJcen i n order to avoid the a r t i f i c i a l conditions of 
a laboratory sot-up. The samples v/ere l e f t outsiae i n the p r e v a i l i n g weather 
conditions of changing temperatirre, v.'ind and r e l a t i v e humidity, vàiich o,re .hard 
to s i r i u l a t e i n a lab o r a t o r y exercise. 

V i t h i n the framework of the research progranrie v.̂e have studied the various 
f a c t o r s determ.ining tho loss of chemic£>.l agents, i n order t c evaluate the 
p r o b a b i l i t y of making a negative or p o s i t i v e conclusion. V/e have e.lsc i n v e s t i g a t e d 
the penetration find d i f f u s i o n of trie c h enical agents i n 3.now, problems of the 
utmost importance f o r sam.ioling procedures. In addition., vc have looked into the 
problem of t r a n s p o r t i n g simples f r c : i the f i e l d to an i n t e r n a t i o n a l l y recognized 
laboratory. The f i e l d experiments showed that i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of che:.iical agents 
can be made by an a l y s i s of snow samples tedcen as long as two weeks, a.nd i n some 
cases even mora than four vreeks, a f t e r possible use, V e r i f i c a t i a n of nerve a,gents 
such as Vx and Soman can be achieved over a longer period, than i s the case f o r 
Sar i n and Tabun, 

In the l a s t part of the working paper -je have made some concluding remarks 
concerning the c o n s u l t a t i v e comr.'.ittee t a be es t a b l i s h e d w i t h i n the frajievrcrk of 
the convention. 

The comJTiittee should be authorized to conda.iot on-site inspections i n order to 
f u l f i l i t s r e s p ' ; m s i b i l i t i e s . In o-ur view, the coraaittee should e s t a b l i s h a pool of 
w e l l - q u a l i f i e d i n t e r n a t i o n a l experts frovi w.hom a n u l t i l a t e r a l team of experts could 
be selected i n each case. 

As soon as pos s i b l e a f t e r .its establishnont, the committee should adopt 
v e r i f i c a t i o n procedures f l e x i b l e onougdi to take acocrat of any new s o i o n t i f i c 
achievement. In el a b o r a t i n g the procedures f o r .on-site i n s p e c t i o n i t i s necessary 
to teJce into account the ti;;ie elem.ent. 

In the second phase of the Nor^-/egian research programme which v r i l l take part 
during the winter of 1983» -̂'G intend, to study problems relo,ted to storage of 
sam.ples i j n t i l they can be analysed by an i n t e r i i a t i o n a l l y recognized laboratory. 
\Je s h a l l also i n v e s t i g a t e the behavioixr of other agents such_ as i r r i t a n t s and 
precursors. E f f o r t s v r i l l also be devoted to the p o s s i b i l i t y of using the 
deco.mposition products of cherácal agents under vrinter conditions _as a d d i t i o n a l 
evidence of i d e n t i f i c a t i o . n , since t h i s may s i g n i f i c a n t l y extend 'the p o s s i b i l i t y 
f o r dravring f i r m conclusions f o r a long period a f t e r possible use. 
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Th¿ OHAIHI'îuKs I thank the representative of ITorwa.y f o r h i s statement and f o r 
the k i n d words that he has addressed to the Chair. 

That concludes my l i s t of speakers f o r today. Does any other delegate wish to 
take the f l o o r ? 

As the Comjiittee i s aware, several proposals have teen a.dvanced i n connection 
w i t h item 2 of our agenda. In our timexa-hlo f e r t l i ^ : present vieek, w'e l e f t open the 
p o s s i b i l i t y of hol d i n g an informal meeting next Th^arsday, 19 August, i n the afternoon. 
We have already had one comprehensive informal consultation on a l l these na.tters. 
I t now remains f ^ r us to hold an i n f e r n a l meeting i n t h i s chamber, i n conformity 
V i i t h our es t a b l i s h e d p r a c t i c e . I suggest that we hold an informal meeting on 
19 August at 3»30 P«m. to consider those ргороза.1н, i . e . those i n documents CD/180, 
tabled by the Group of 21, CD/259, submitted by the German Democratic Republic, 
CD/219> tabled by a group of s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , and CD/309> tabled by I n d i a . 
There may be some others too. Ve could also continue our exchange of views on 
document CD/272 subm.itted by Mongolia under item 7 of "the agenda, i . e . the prevention 
of an armis race i n outer space. 

I f there i s no other suggestion, VÍG w i l l proceed accordingly. 

I t was so decided. 

The СНАШМ/хЬТ; I would l i k e to inform the Corjráttee that I have requested the 
Se c r e t a r i a t t o c i r c u l a t e i n the delegations' boxes a communication received from 
the Chargé d' A f f a i r e s of Senegal reciuesting p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the v;ork of the 
Committee under r u l e s 33 and 35 of the r u l e s cf procedure. I intend to put before 
the Comraittee a d r a f t d e c i s i o n concerning that request at our plenary meeting next 
Thursday, 

The next plenary meeting of tho Committee on Disarmament w i l l be held on 
Thursday, 19 August, at 10.30 a.m. 

The plenary meeting stands adjeurnod. 

The meeting rose at 12.55 P«ra. 
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The СНА.ШУ1А.Н; I declere open the ISGth plenary -iieeting of the Committee on 
disarmament. 

The Committee continues toda.y i t s consideration of item. 2 of i t s e^genda, 
"Ces3a.tion of the nucle¿.r arms race and nuclea.r disa,rmamont". However, i n accordance 
with r u l e 30 of the inales of procedure, members wishing to do so may make statements 
on аду other subject relevant to the-Comffnlttee ' 0 work. 

I hcvve on ЩГ l i s t of speakers' f o r today tho representatives of Mongolia, 
B r a s i l , Romania, Venezuela, Indtia,,-Cuba, -anĉ  Mexico. 

I novr give tho f l o o r to the f i r s t speaker on my l i s t , the d i s t i n g u i s l i e d 
representative of I-bngolia, His Excellency Ambíissador Erd.enbileg. 

I-h-. EKDEI'IBILEG (Mongolia) ( t r a h s l a t e d xrcn Russian) ; Mr. Chairman, allow 
me to Gongrratultîte you on your а.ссезз1оп to the chcdi-manship of the CoBmoittee on 
Disarmament f o r the month of August. We sliould also lii-:c to express our gratitude 
to Ambassador Okav/a of Japan f o r h i s great c o n t r i b u t i o n to the wo.rk of the Comjiuttee 
during the fina.l sta^go of the f i r s t part of t h i s session of the Committee.-

The Mongolian delegation s i n c e r e l y welcom.os the new representative of Romania 
to the Committee on Disarfficunent, Ambassador I . Datcu, and váshes him. success i n 
hi s responsible ta^sko. I should l i k e once -again to express our f e e l i n g s of 
sympathy a,nd f r i e n d s h i p towards Ambassador Vori:a.teswaran of India viho i s l e a v i n g 
h i s present post to ta]:e up a, пег.' appcintm.ent. 

As many spealters have rightly., observed, t h i s 3u¡m.ier part of the session of 
the Coirniiittee on Disa^rmtunent i s .narked by t h e f a c t t i i a t i t i s talcing pla-ce j u s t 
a.fter the r e c e n t l y concluded second s p e c i a l se . s o i o n of the United lla.tions 
General Assembly devoted to uisa.rnaji.ent'. I'lany of us here are a.sking ourselves 
whether that m.ost representative interncttioni'l Гопш, \.-hose .meeting vías accompanied 
by :i. nov.' surge of the powerful anti^-war luovenent i n the United States, Europe a.nu 
other parts of the world, l i v e d up to expecta.tions of tho peoples. 

In t h i s connection, I should liJce to r e f e r to the I'inal Docioi^ont of the 
f i r s t s p e c i a l session, whoso h i s t o r i c s i g m f i c a n c o i s now grovdng s t e a d i l y greater^ 
In one of i t s paragraphs, i t i s particulaa-ly stressed that " i n order to create 
f3,vourable conditions f o r success i n t h e disarmajnent process, a l l States. should 
s t r i c t l y a.bide by the pro v i s i o n s 01 t h e Charter of the United Nations, r e f r a i n from 
actions which might adversely a f f e c t e f f o r t s i n tho f i e l d c f disarmament, and d i s p l a y 
a constructive approach to negotiations and the p o l i t i c a l v r i l l to reo.ch agreement". 
The r e s u l t s of the second s p e c i a l session c l e E . r l y proved that that vras a sound 
conclusion. Opposition to t?i i s reco'imaehdation lias developed, as the f a c t s show.-
For i t i s not at a l l by chance tha.t c r i s i s s i t u a t i o n s have been created a.nd 
a.gfpra.va.ted i n tho south-v,'estern A t l a n t i c , tho Near Ela.st and other -?,-геа.з. On the eve 
of the second s p e c i a l session, the НАТО countries met i n Bonn at the highest l e v e l — 
ajid t l r l s again v/ал not an a^ocidont. The tr:'.gic events i n Leba^non '..'ere the r e s u l t 
of the c r i m i n a l aggres,dion of I s r a e l , v/itli the conniva.nce of i t s p r o t e c t o r s , which 
has provoked angry condemnation tiirou¿̂ hout t]ae v . ' o r l d а.п1 resolute demands f o r an 
inmiediate end to the p i r a c y , barbarism and genocide being perpetrated agtiinst the 
P a l e s t i n i a n and Leba.nese peoples. 

These are sone l i n l c s i n t l i e chain of che o b s t r u c t i o n i s t тюНсу a.nd a.ctions 
of the opponents of p e a c e . , détc-nte and disairmajuent. 

http://uisa.rnaji.ent'


GD/IV.180 
7 

(Mr. Erdembilig, Mongolia) 

The reason why the second s p e c i a l session was unsuccessful vías, p r e c i s e l y , 
such p o l i c i e s and actions on the part o f c e r t a i n c i r c l e s i n NATO countries and 
t h e i r follov/ers. They created obstacles to the adoption by the s p e c i a l session 
of the necessary decisions and recommendations. 

In s p i t e of t h i s , the second s p e c i a l session was an extremely s i g n i f i c a n t 
event which marked the continuation of the s t a j t of a new sta,ge i n United Nations 
e f f o r t s i n the f i e l d of disarmament. 

I t should be emphasized that at t h e second s p e c i a l session the question of 
a v e r t i n g a nuclear war v/a.s regarded as being of paramount importance. 

In t h i s connection, a new Soviet i n i t i a . t i v e of h i s t o r i c s i g n i f i c a n c e deserves 
to be s i n g l e d out. Prom the rostrum of the second s p e c i a l session, the Soviet Union 
solemnly proclaimed i t s u n i l a t e r a l assumption of a commitment n o t t c be f i r s t to 
use nuclear v;eapons. This commitment on the part of the Soviet Union, v/hich cajae 

i n t o force imiaediately upon being p r o c l a i i T i e d , net v / i t l i tho support and approval of 
the over\'/helming m a j o r i t y of States Members of the United Nations. They are now 
w a i t i n g f o r the other nuclear^víoapon pov/ers to do likev/ise and give the same 
undertalcing. These expectations of the peoples should be met, and t h i s v/ould c r e a n t e 

r e a l conditions f o r a v e r t i n g the threat of a nuclear v/ar. 

The Soviet Union's constructive approach to the question of t h e prevention of 
nuclear v/ar and to the tirgent problems of disarmament v/as again demonstrated i n i t s 
Memorandum e n t i t l e d "Averting the grov/in¿; nuclea..r threat and curbing the arms race". 
In t h i s connection I should l i k e to stress the importance of the Soviet proposal 
f o r the f r e e z i n g of nuclear weapons at t h e i r current l e v e l s . 

This new peace-loving a c t i o n of the Soviet Union and the important documents 
presented by the USSR have met v/ith the v/arment approval and f u l l support i n the 
I-fongolirm People's Republic. 

I should'also l i k e to mention the energetic e f f o r t s of the delegations of 
I n d i a , Mexico, Sweden and other Stages v/hich put f o m/nrd a,t the second s p e c i a l session 
a number of important ideas and suggestions on the questions of the prevention of 
nuclear war, the f r e e z i n g o f nuclear weapons a.nd the p r o h i b i t i o n of t h e i r use. As 
you knov/, they submitted d r a f t docujnents on these ma»tters v/hich should be c a r e f u l l y 
examined at the next r e g u l a r session of the United Nations General Assembly, 

While on the subject of tho r e s u l t s of t h e s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly, 
I cannot f a i l to mention the hope which v/as expressed that the V/orld Disarmament Campaigi 
v/ould malîe a f u r t h e r c o n t r i b u t i o n to the mobiliza.tion of p u b l i c opinion i n support of 
e f f o r t s f o r disarmament and tho strengthening of i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y . 

In accordance w i t h i t s prograjnno of v/ork, the Coinr;U.ttee^has t h i s w e e k begun 
d i s c u s s i n g one of the highest p r i o r i t y items on i t s agenda.: the cessation of the 
nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. Next v/eek i t v / i l l discuss tho question 
of a nuclear t e s t ban. 

At the second s p e c i a l session of the United Nations General Assembly, a s v / e l l as 
at the staxt of the Committee's stbrnmer session, a l m o s t a l l speaicers expressed serious 
concern at the continuing nuclear arms race and the growing threat of tho outbreak 
of a nuclear v/ar. I t i s s c a r c e l y necessary t o say that i n the present s i t u a t i o n the 
senseless arms race, and f i r s t and foremost tho nuclear arms ra.ce, i s a d i r e c t threat 

http://ra.ce
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to world peace and s e c u r i t y . There i s no doubt, therefore, that tho struggle to 
preserve peace and avert the threat of a thermonuclear d i s a s t e r i s a key i s s u e , 
a burning question, and a pa,raBount o b l i g a t i o n f o r a l l States without exception. 

Moved by a sincere desire to avert the threa,t of nuclear v/ar, the peoples 
of the vTOrld s i n c e r e l y v/elcome and support the Soviet Union's undertaking not to 
bo the f i r s t to use nuclear v/eapons. I t i s our b e l i e f that i n t l i i s u n i l a t e r a l l y 
assumed commitment by the USSR l i e s the c a r d i n a l s o l u t i o n to the problem of av e r t i n g 
nuclear v/ar. I f the other nuclear-v/eapon pov/ers were to undertalce a s i m i l a r 
commitment, then a r e l i a b l e defence w i l l have been created against nuclear v/ar, and 
the use of nuclear v/eapons v / i l l i n e f f e c t be p r o h i b i t e d . In t h i s connection, the 
Mongolian delegation considers that the Committee on Disarmament should d i s p l a y 
a serious and constructive approach and devote i t s e l f v/ithout delay to the 
cons i d e r a t i o n of ma^tters reletting to the prevention of nuclear war. L i k e many others, 
our delegation f u l l y supports the proposal f o r the e a r l i e s t possible establishment 
of an ad hoc working group to proceed immediately to negotiations v/ith a view to the 
drawing up of an agreement on tlxLs subject. In our opinion, the d r a f t mandate on 
t h i s i s s u e put forv/ard by the delegation of In d i a and the d r a f t convention on the 
p r o h i b i t i o n of the use of nuclear v/ea.pons presented by i t to the second s p e c i a l . 
session of the General Assembly and c i r c u l a t e d a.s an o f f i c i a t l document of thé 
Committee could serve as a sound b a s i s f o r work i n t h i s f i e l d . 

I t i s ge n e r a l l y agreed tha.t the task of a v e r t i n g nuclear catastrophe l a r g e l y 
depends on the s o l u t i o n of problems i n the f i e l d of tho ha l t i n ^ j of the nuclear arms 
race and nuclear disarmament. The best way to achieve success i n t h i s ma^tter, v/e 
siiggest, i s to begin negotiations on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and 
nuclear disarmament v / i t l i i n the Committee, which i s the single l i T u l t i l a t e r a l 
n e g o t i a t i n g forum f o r v/orking out concrete i n t e r n c i t i o n a l agreements on the curbing 
of the arms race and disarmajnent. 

The Mongolian delegation urges, as i t has done i n the past, that questions 
r e l a t i n g to the nuclea.r arms ra.ce should be considered on a. p r i o r i t y b a s i s . To 
spealc i n p r a c t i c a l terms, we are i n favour of the esta.bliahment v/ithout delay of 
an ad hoc working group on agenda item 2 and the s t a r t i n g of r e a l negotiations i n 
that ;/orking group. Members of the Committee airo w e l l aware of the s p e c i f i c 
proposals of the Soviet Union and other s o c i a l i s t countries concerning the questions 
to be considered by such a v/orking group. However, I should l i k e to drav/ a t t e n t i o n 
to a new p o i n t of i n t e r e s t . The memorandum submitted by the Soviet Union at the 
second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmajiient contains a 
proposal f o r the e l a b o r a t i o n , adoption and sta^ge-by-staige implementation of a 
nuclear disarmament programme, a„s v/ell as a^greement, i n response to the v/ish of many 
States, that one of the f i r s t stages i n the progranmie should bo the cessation of 
production of f i s s i o n a b l e materials f o r the manufacture of various types of nuclear 
weapons. 

We consider that the Soviet-American negotiations on the l i m i t a t i o n of nuclear 
arms i n Europe and of s t r a t e g i c v/eapons as a v/holc are of great importance. For i t s 
p a r t , the Soviet Union i s deploying iDersistont e f f o r t s a,nd a const r u c t i v e approach 
w i t h a view to acloieving success i n these n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

In the complex measures f o r the l i m i t a t i o n of nuclear v/capons and the a v e r t i n g 
of the nuclear t h r e a t , an important plane should be given, i n t e r a l i a , , to the 
question of a complete and general p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear wea.pon t e s t s . ' The d e c i s i o n 
taken by the Committee at the end of i t s s p r i n g session on the s e t t i n g up of an 
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ad. hoc v7orking groixp on agenda, item 1 aroused, the licpe of the I-fcngolia,.n delege.tioK 
that i t vrauld be possible to begin concrete negotiations on t h i s question. Hovrover, 
i n view of tho new circijjasta,nceG, doubts a r i s e as to the s i n c e r i t y and r e a l i t y of 
the i n t e n t i o n s of c e r t a i n nucloar-wea^pon States nenbers of the Cor^nittee a„nd t h e i r 
w i l l i n g n e s s to еиЬа„гк on genuine n e g o t i a i i c n s . 

T i l l s applies i n the f i r s t placo to the recent d e c i s i o n of the United Sta.tes 
A d i a i n i s t r a t i o n not to res-one the t r i l a t e r a l negotic'tions on the conpleto a.,nu general 
p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear weaypon t e s t s , which they had broicen o f f , as vieil as to 
•another of i t s decisions — tho d e c i s i o n not to r a t i f y the b i l a t e r a l Soviet-Anerican 
agreenents signed i n 1974 end 1976 on the li;:iitn.tion of rtuclear-weapon t e s t s and 
naclea^r explosions f o r peaceful purposes. I t i s p e r f e c t l y obvious that the 
United St.ateo does not wisii to shov/ w i l l i n g n e s s to negotia.to with a. view to dra.v/ing 
up a.n i n t e r n a t i o n a l l e g a l i n s t n i j i e n t on a t o t a l nuclea.r v.-etipon t e s t ba,n. This i s 
the only expla.na.tion f o r the a t t i t u d e of the present United States Ad i . i i n i s t r a t i o n 
on t h i s question. 

The recent fornaJ decla.rations by Prance and Cliina c f t h e i r r e f u s a i to 
p a r t i c i p a t e i n negotiations i n the nov; Ad Hoc Working Group.Ьад'е ca.used general 
concern. The p o s i t i o n s axlopted on t l i i s issue by c e r t a i n other States are aiso 
v,rell known to us. Thus, on t l i i s question a s i t u a t i o n i s enei-ging which i s quite 
f e i i i l i a r to us i r o n the past. 

V/e should l i l c e to b e l i e v e tha.t the Ad Hoc V/ori:ing Gro-ap on a, Huclear Test Ban 
V7Í11 be able to do oono u s e f u l V/OI-JC during the sliort t i n e that renalns a.t t h i s 
session. We consider tha.t i n future t l i i s Group should deal s e r i o u s l y nore vdth 
questions of substance. In t h i s connection, the p r a c t i c a l and b u s i n e s s - l i k e 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a i l nuclea,r-v.-oapon States v/ithout exception i s necessary. 

I t i s w e l l knovin to a l l that the Soviet Union and other s o o i a t i s t States, as 
v i o l l as nany non-aligned and n e u t r a l countries are i n favour ox the complete and general 
p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear v'oa.pon t e s t s by a l l States, i n a l l environnents e.na f o r a l l bino. 

We talce as a s t a r t i n g point that i t i s not only iinportant to strengthen the 
1963 Moscov.' Tx-eaty, by nalcing i t nore u n i v c r s a t , but a.lso ui-gently necessa.iy to 
elaborate and implement a сспр-rehcnsive s o l u t i o n i n t h i s f i e l d . 

The Mongolian deleg.ation oha.i-es the opinion 01 the majoi-ity of the i.iembors of 
the Cor.imittee, incl-ading a numer of wostei-n delegations, that the negotiations i n 
the Ad Hoc Wbrkin;c Group on questio-ns, v e r i f i c a t i o n a^d conpliance should not focus 
purely on tho t e c h n i c a l side of the i s s u e , but should be aimed at a c l i i e v i n g a 
p o l i t i c a l a,nd l e g a l s o l u t i o n i n order to f a ^ c i l i t a t e the dra.iiing up of a.n i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
agreement on a coxiplete and ,genei-al nuclear t e s t ban. This i s p r e c i s e l y v/hat vie see 
.as the major goal of the Ad Hoc Woiicing Gx-oup 

Allov,' no now to make sone cor-uxerts on behatf of the Mongolian delegation on 
a^genda item 4» 

Dui-ing the second p a i t of i t s curi-ont session, the Cori-iittee on Disarmam.ent i s 
paying pairticula.r a t t e n t i o n to the pi-oblcn of the p r o h i b i t i o n of cheniioat weapons, 
one of the most pressing tasks i n the sphere of the l i m i t a t i o n of the a.i-'ns race and 
disarmament. F i r s t of a i l , I should l i k e to 3.-efcr to the vigox-ous a c t i v i t y of the 
V/orI:ing Group under tho able and energetic guidance of the AnDassa..dor of Poland, 
GoLirade B. Sujka. A considoraJole nunber of fornat and informât meetings â nd naxiy 
consultaitions have been held, a.nu i n a d d i t i o n eight \.'orjcing conta.ct groups have beon 
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set up i n which i n t e n s i v e work i s being done. In г.. b u s i n e s s l i k e and constructive 
atmosphere, two vreoks ago, the Chairne.n of the Ad Hoc v/orking Group hold consultations 
'with experts on a numher of t e c h n i c a l questions, i n vihich 55 s p e c i a l i s t s from 
23 countries took p a r t . A l l t h i s bears v/itnoss to the p r i o r i t y importance which 
delegations atta^ch to the speediest possible s o l u t i o n i n tho Conarltteo of the 
question of the complete p r o h i b i t i o n and d e s t r u c t i o n of chomical weapons. 

% delegation does not intend at t h i s stage to sum up the present state of the 
vrark i n the Working Group on Cherhcal Weapons. I should l i l c e merely to r e f e r to 
something-which we consider very important. As ha.a frequently been observed hero, 
as a r e s t i l t of the ca^reful and thorough consideration of chomical wea,pons problems, 
there now e x i s t a . l l the conditions f o r r e a l progress i n the negotia.tions on the 
p r o h i b i t i o n of chemiccl weapons. We b e l i e v e that various things палче contributed 
to t h i s s i t u a t i o n , foremost ajnong then being tlic subndc-sion by the Soviet bnion 01 
a, nevr document e n t i t l e d , "Basic provisions of a convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of 
tho development, production and s t o c k p i l i n g of c h e r l c a l v;eapons and on t h e i r ' 
d e s t r u c t i o n " , v/hich ccntadns -quite a riunber of nev; elements r e l a t i n g to the s o l u t i o n 
of the most complicated issueo. The I'-bngolian delegation v/ould l i k e to express the 
hope tha,t the other partners i n the negotiations w i l l also take responsible steps 
tov/ards the acconplishi.ient of t h i s d i f f i c u l t but v i t a J l y necessary tas]-: i n the i?phero 
of genuine disaxnament. 

In view of the nrOGsing anl urgent noad tc acldeve agreenont i n the f i e l d of 
the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemcal weapons, and of the siens of progress v;hicîi are becorrlng 
apparont i n the n e g o t i a t i o n s , the Mongolian delegation supporta, the proposal tha.t 
agreement shovild he rea^ched on з,п i n d i c a t i v e date f o r tiie .conclusiGn of the dra,fting 
of the convention. V/e also consider tb.at at t h i s stage th.c Ad -Нос V/orl.'.ing Group 
could conclude i t s woi't on the preparation and subrússion to the Ceninittec of a 
composite text of a d r a f t of the futuro convention by the en-:l of t h i s soaoiou. We 
b e l i e v e that f o r t h i s rmrposo the Working Group ahould be given the necessary 
a.dditional t i n e to enable i t to conclude i t s woric v;ith the be^t possible r o s u l t s . 

In conclusion allovv пю to nako копе cojnnants ccncerning the establiolunent of 
a n a.d hoc v/orking group on th.o question of the prevention of a.n arma хчгсе i n outer 
space. 

According to i t o prograru-ie of work, i n tlie f i f t h week of t h i s part of i t s 
session, the CoDiniitteo on Diaarmnnent w i l l pro coed to i i a c u s s agenda item J . 

During both the spring and the 3U:vs:ior parta of the C o ! X i J . t t e c ' s e s s i o n , alœst 
a l l delega-tions have spoken i n fa-vour of the croa.tion 01 an r.d hoc working group. 
There was a. general understanding i n the CoozLttcc on the s e t t i n g up of t h i s 
Kulasidiary body. In order to f a c i l i t a t e tho speediest possible adoption of a formal 
d e c i s i o n on t h i s quoatioii, d i i r i n g the f i r s t part of tiie session the Mongolian 
delegation f o r n c d l y subni/ttod n. d r a f t mandate f o r the Hoc Working Qroiip f o r 
consideration by the Gcrinittee and -ircposod that consultation;; GÍIOUII be hold w i t l i 
a. viev/ to reaching agreement --n tiie t e x t . 

As you knov;, so f a r no s p e c i f i c cormieuts îiave been nade on the d r a f t ma.nda.to 
v/e put forv/ard, noi" have any amendments or additions to i t been suggoated. 
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Last week the United States delegation expressed doubts as to vfhether the 
estábilshjîient of such an ad hoc vrorking group v/oilLd be the best course at the presen 
sta^ge. I t advocated the holding of a c e r t a i n nuinbor of plenary meetings, e i t h e r 
f o r m l or i n f o r m a l , on the subject of outer space. 

As I stated ea. r l i e r , the Committee has already decided to devote i t s plenary 
'meetings on 31 Augiust and 2 Septenber to a consideration of the question of the 
prevention of ал a.rm.s race i n outer space. I f tho Committee decides i n a d d i t i o n 
to hold some i n f o r m l meetings f o r tho d i s c u s s i o n of t h i s question, the Mcngoliал 
délégation víill have no p a r t i c u l a r o b j e c t i o n s . 

Such an o r g a n i z a t i o n of t;io vrork should not r u l e out t h e • p o s s i b i l i t y of 
contin'uing the constdtations ала oxchc,nges of viov.-s alrecvdy begrunin the Committee 
on the d r a f t mandate, but should on the contrary stimulate then. The Mongolian 
delegation I s thus i n favour of tho Gonanittoc ' s using a l l possible m-ethods and 
forms of vrorking so that i t сал reach a.grconent on tb.o text of a. r-̂ глdatc a,s soon 
as p o s s i b l e . 

v/e do not see the need to postpone consideration of a mandate f o r t h i s group 
u n t i l the conclusion of the Comj-ittco's d i s c u 3 s i o ; i of tho cubstaintivo side c f tho 
question at t h i s part of i t s session. I f one delegation doos not agree to the 
s e t t i n g ггр of the vrorking group, that i s a t o t a t l y d i i f f c r c n t matter. 

'The I'fongolian delegation .appeals to the mei.ibers of the Committee on Disejrmajnont 
to pursue i n t e n s i v e consultations so that beiorf. the end of tho Gumi:ier pazt nf i t s 
session the Coi.imitteo can take the necessary d o c i s i o n f o r the s e t t i n g up of an 
ad hoc v/orking group on the prevention of an ai-ma ravce i n ovtei' spa.co. 

The CHAШ-ЬШ; I thank the rei-jresontative of Mongolia f o r h i s statement aлd 
f o r the k i n d words that he has a.ddro&scd to tho Chair. I nov? give the f l o o r to 
the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of B r a s i l , His Excellency Anibassaidor de Souza e S i l 

Mr. I)E oOUZA E SILVA ( B r a z i l ) s Mr. Chairman, i n the four years ¿iuring v/hich tV 
Committee iias beon i n existence, a nucloar tost can and the cessation of the nuclear 
a^rns ra.co u n i nuclear disavrmaiment have i n v a r i a b l y been i n s c r i b e d as the top p r i o r i t y 
items on i t s agenda.. I/o have together agreed tViat the danger of a nuclear war 
must be averted, and that nuclear Назгтлахюп'!; i s tho only wry to ensure that manlaind 
v i l l be spared i t s devastating conséquences. The h i s t o r y of nahkind's concern 
over t h " existence of such f o r r i d a b l e акал;; of dest r u c t i o n goes f a r back to the 
f i r s t aлd so fair the only t i n e -'hen nuclear weapons were used to ensure i i l i t a r y 
v i c t o r y . So f.ar, tlie nitnbor of 'nuclear v.'e.ipon pov.rors ha.s remained .at the present 
f i v e ; f o r t u n a t e l y , sinc^e t i i c n , the vast ma.jority of nations have beon concerned 
with p u t t i n g ал end t:: tho throat o f extiîiction by s t r i v i n g - f o r o i c l e a r disarnanent 
v/hile not e x e r c i s i n g t h e i r sovereign r i g l t to a. nuclear e l l i ' t a r y o p tion. They have 
c o n s i s t e n t l y argued that the existence of a handful ',f nations c l r i i t l n g exclusive 



oo/pv.iso 

r i g h t to maintain s i r . i develop nuclear arsenal,;: . i a . i n i t s e l f a s i t u a t i o n that breeds 
luiacceptacle i n s e c u r i t y , sinco the -.-/hole world i s hold hosta-ge to the r;tate 
of r e l a t i o n s araong then. Indeed, the tvro nest powerful na.tions on eairtli ha.ve 
been engag-od i n confrontation f o r alnost f o r t y yoa^rs. To c l a l n , as \,'e haive 
often hea.rd, tha.t tho existence of nuclea.r v/eapons nust be credited f o r tho 
precarious peace that has p r o v a i l e d during those f o r t y years i n one pa^rt of 
the v/orld i s , f r o n the point o f viev; o f the reat of huna.nity, a gross nisconception. 
That olefin betrays the narrov.mess arid s e l f i s h n e s s of the underlying notives 
to perpotuoite inbauance and d i s c r i m i n a t i o n axiong nations. 

îlo greater d i s s e r v i c e can be done t o the causo of the n o n - p r o l i f o r a t i o n 
of nuclear v/oapons, both i n i t s v o r t i c a J a.nd h o r i s o n t a l aspects, t h a n , the 
a t t i t u d e s a.nd p o l i c i e s of the nuclear-weapon powers themselves. Their stubborn 
r e f u s a l to recognize the genuine i n t e r e s t of the ncn-nuclea.r nations i n v i t a l 
s e c u r i t y masters i a a part o f t h e i r a t t i t u d e s and p o l i c i e s , ^^t the opening 
meeting of t h i s summer session of tho Corj.îittee on Disarnajaent, lira.. Inga. Thorsson 
put the question i n i t s ti-ue perspective wiien she asked the nuolear-v/eapon Pov/ers 
v/hether they v/ere prepaired to accept t h e f u l l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r t h e i r i n a c t i o n 
and i n s e n s i t i v i t y . I t i s a. question t h a t t h e leaders of the nuclea.r-weapon powers 
and p 3 , r t i c u l a r l y tlie two Superpowers, should tliinlc over very c a . r e f u l l y v i t h t h e i r 
s e c u r i t y F.dvisers -and n i l i t a . i - y pla.rners when ta k i n g dacisiens that cannot but 
a f f e c t the s e c u r i t y options of the non-nucloar-v/eapcn na.tions. 

At t h e Generaly Assembly ' s second apecial .session cn diaarma-ment, v/o hca.rd 
some of those loaders, at the l i i ^ i i e s t possible l e v e l , speak on behalf of t h e i r 
Governments, v/iiile on t h e s t r e e t s t h e i r peoples chimted a rather d i f f e r e n t message, 
lío doubt, i n other parts of t h e world, other peoples v/ould send the same sig n a l s 
to t h e i r own loa.ders, i f t h e i r opinions could be f r e o l y exprecsea. In e i t h e r 
case, however, the ears t o v / i i i c h the mosoage wa.s addroused have renainod deaf. 
The s p e c i a l session endoá i n f?aij . 3 t r a . t i c n and v.'eiirincss, by a.ppj.-oving г. l a c k l u s t r e 
document i n v/hich coniiriitmonte a,ccepteá four years a^go, but l i i t h a r t c u n f u l f i l l e d , 
v/ere "solemnl.y" reaffirmed. • But t h e nuclea.r-v/eapon powers' behaviour i n t l i i s 
m u l t i l a t e r a . l forum i s s t i l l i n sta^-'k contratdiction to t h e professed o b j e c t i v e s 
to v/hich they commit ted themselves four years ago and v r f i i c h they reaf firmed l a s t 
J u l y . 

The Committee o n Diaarmamcnt i s K t i l l ba.rred from talcing any concreto s t e p s 

vrith regard to item 2 o f i t s agenda. íiuclear n a t t e r s , v/o ha.vG been t o l d several 
times, are too complex and too s e n s i t i v e to allovr f o r multila^toral treatment. 
A f t e r ailmost f o r t y years of the exiotence of nucleaa- weapons, ciin the nuclear-
v/sa..pon pov/ers point to any exajnple of success i n t h e i r cn-a.gain, o f f - a g a l n 
aittempto to d.iscuss i n closed ciuartora. t h e i r nuclear d i f f e r e n c e s ? .Ha.s t h e i r 
maid race to gain d e c i s i v e m i l i t a j ^ y a.dvantago i n any wa.y been slowed or reversed? 
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For "the" l a s t couple of years, the Group of 21 has ti-ied u n successfully to obtain 
consensus f o r i t s proposal on the esto-llishmont of a working group on item 2, At the 
same time, nevr nuclear niLssiles vrere being deployed i n easterii Europe at the rate of one 
every f i v e days, vrhile the zùval aJ.liance reached a. d e c i s i o n to go ahead with plans to 
repla.ce i t s nuclear forces with a new generation of m i s s i l e s and vrarheads. Doctrines 
predicated on tjie a c t u a l xise of nuclear v/eapons are s t i l l the mainstay of the s t r a t e g i c 
t h i r J i i n g i n both confronting camps. Can t h e nuclear-vreapon povrers and t h e i r a l l i e s 
expect ncn-nuclea.r nations to reriain forever on the s i d e l i n e s , vrhen t h e i r ovrn v i t a l 
s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s are also a.t staJce? 

A nevr proposal has been ta.blod by the delegation of India to e s t a b l i s h a., 
vrorking ¿n̂ oup on tbe prevention o f nuclea.r v/ar. We support the Indian proposal and hope 
that quick agreement can bi: reached on t h e vrording of a mandate. My ovm delegation was 
among; the o r i g i n a l sponsors of r e s o l u t i o n 36/8I B, adopted by consensus, which a„sked the 
nuclear-vreapon povrers to eubmit concrete proposals and suggestions on that question. 
Consideration of the matter of preventing nuclear vrar vras, hovrever, e f f e c t i v e l y blocked 
at the second s p e c i a l session. Som.o nuolear-vrea.pon povrers not only delayed u n t i l the 
l a s t few days of the s p e c i a l session t h e i r ansv/ers to the Secretai.ry-General, but a,lso 
u t i l i z e d procedural rianoeuvres t o mavke sure t l i a t no serious work could be undertalcen on 
that itera. By the sheer d i s p l a y of lack o f i n t e r e s t on arything but the immediate • 
propoga.nda b e n e f i t s , i n one case, or by l i n k i n g the prevention of nuclear vrar to the 
vrider problem of war i t s e l f , i n t h e other case, they i n e f f e c t precluded, f o r a l l 
p r a c t i c a i l purposes, tho consideration of t h e question э:Ь the second speciaJ session; 
moreover, by equating nuclear wair vrith t h e broader question 'of vrar i n general-, they 
f u r t h e r r e i n f o r c e d the concerns t h a t they consider nuclear vreapons as a l e g i t i i n a t e 
means f o r use i n war. 

The prevention of nuclear wa.r can hardly be ararucd as p e r t a i n i n g e x c l u s i v e l y to 'the 
province of the nuclear-weapon power .e ,since,by the very nataiT; of the nuclear weapon, the 
consequences of nuclear vrar v r i l l a f f e c t nuclca.r-vrof.pon and non-nuGleair-vYea,pon nations 
a l i k e . The tv,ro superpcv/ers Iiave, i n tho past, a r r i v e d at a. few agreements on 
precautiona„ry measures t o avoid nuclear vrar by accident or m i s c a l c u l a t i o n , and at the 
second specie.l session one superpov/or amnounced i t s i n t e n t i o n to a.pproach tho other vrith 
fvirther proposals of t h i s k i n d . We hope that negotiautions betvreen them f o r that purpose 
w i l l soon s t a r t . Tha.t should not, however, prevent t h e Committee on Disarmaшent from 
e s t a b l i s h i n g a vrarking g-roup on tho prevention of nucleair vrur. The e x i s t i n g a/^eem-int 
on t l i o matter betvrocn the United Staitos and the USSR on the prevention of nuclear vrar, 
signed a.t Washington on 22 June 1973) and f u r t h e r measures designed to avoid nuclear vrar 
by accident and m i s c a l c u l a t i o n , could provide a sta.rting point f o r f u r t h e r d i s c u s s i o n 
a..nd s o l u t i o n of r e l a t e d problems i n a m i ; l t i l a t e r a l perspective. The aforementioned 1973 
b i l a t e r a l agreement, f o r instance, recognizes thait "nuclear war vrould have dcva.stating 
consequences f o r raa-nlcind". I t seoras otdy natural t h a t the viev's o f those who stand to 
be dGV£|.stated bo considered i n future agreements. In mi t t e r s i n v o l v i n g s u r v i v a l , there 
can Ъо, no appointed t r u s t e e s , 'v/liat'.ever nevr a igrcoLionl/S nay be a,rrived a t , l e t i t be c l e a r 
thiat they cannot and must not be token as a s u b s t i t u t e f o r nuclear disarmament, vrhich i s 
the ultimate e f f e c t i v e guarantee e.gainst tha outbroaJi o f a. nuclear vrar. In reducing 
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the p o s s i b i l i t y of accident от r i s c a l cula,tion, the nuclear-we apon Powers must 
not proceed under the assuinption that the v.dlful use of nuclear weapons i s i n 
any way to be regarded as an e,cceptoble option. 

An important d e c l a r a t i o n regarding the non-first-use of nuclear v/eapons 
v;a.s mai.de at the second s p e c i a l session by the 1-IirJ.ster of Foreign A f f a i r s of 
the Soviet Union. Just before the opening of the зрос1а.1 session, the MTQ meeting 
at the l e v e l of Heads of Sta.te also т аЛо a. far-rea,cblng d e c l a r a t i o n on the 
allia.nce's p o l i c y regarding the use of i t s f o r c e s . Such u n i l a t e r a l ! d e clarations 
should be regarded as statements of i n t e n t i o n , which by t h e i r very nature do 
not have tho sta^tus of contractual o b l i g a t i o n s that can be v e r i f i e d . They should, 
hov/ever, c o n s t i t u t e b u i l d i n g blocks f o r f u r t h e r e f f o r t s o f a binding character 
i n s t e a d of being dismLssed as mere propaganda. The seriousness of the a t t i t u d e 
of the nuclear-v/eapon pov/ers to the objective of preventing nuclear vic-jc must • 
also be moa.sured a^gainst t h e i r v/illingness to explore i n good faáth a l l proirásing'' 
nev; o p p o r t u n i t i e s foi-- prog-ress. A t h i r d nuclear-weapon pov/oi- conmrLtted i t s e l f , 
many years ago, not to be f i r s t to use nuclear weapons. Now, one of the 
superpovvers has followed s u i t . Would t h i s not opon the way f o r a l l f i v e 
nuclear-v/ea,pon powers to engage i n serious e f f o r t s to a.gree on the t o t a l ban of 
the use of nuclear v/03.pons? 

l l a y I talco tiûs opportunity to touc}i b r i e f l y Upon item 1 of our agenda, 
on v/hich my delega.tion reserves i t s r i g h t to intervene a.gcán. The s t a r t of the 
a c t i v i t i e s of the Ad Hoc Woriving Group on a Nuclear Tost Bam l a s t F r i d a y i s a 
landmark i n the h i s t o r y of the m u l t i l a t e r a l effoi-ts i n the f i e l d of disarnajnent. 
My delegation v/elcomes the d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador of Sv/eden to the chairraa.nship 
of the Working Group, and wishes liim success. No one, i n our view, i s b e t t e r 
q u a l i f i e d than Ambassa-d.or Lidgard to lea,d the Workin¿"̂ - Group in-the task f a c i n g i t . 

The f u l f i l m e n t of that task must respond to the w i l l of the intorna„tional . 
comjnunity, so often and so unmistakably oxpi-essed. % delegation can only 
deplore the a t t i t u d e of the delega.tions of China and Fra.nce, which chose to 
ignore t h e i r r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s and tho v/ishes of tho i n t e r n a t i o n a l cormiiunity as 
a whole. I t took almost twenty yea,rs from.the i n c e p t i o n of the Eighteen-Nation 
DisariîiaJiient Comiiiittee f o r China amd Рггшсо to a.bandon t h e i r p o l i c y of aloofness 
v/ith regard to tha.t body and i t s successors. But i t s u f f i c e d that a Working Group 
be e s t a b l s i h e d to deal v/ith some aspects of a nuclear t e s t ba;.n f o r those two 
nations to refuse to lend t h e i r support and co-operation to tho common endea.vours 
of the other members of the Coimrdttee on Disairmament, thus crea,ting a n equivocal 
situa.tion f o r the Corm¡íittoG а.в л v/hole. We f a i l to .understand t h e i i - a t t i t u d e , 
since the mandate of the Working Group c e r t a i n l y creates no b i n d i i i g o b l i g a t i o n 
f o r the cessation of the testing; cn v/hich those two nations continue to engage. 
Another nuclear-weapon Power decided r e c e n t l y that i t s continued t e s t i n g of 
nuclear weapons i s necessary " f o r a long time to come", i n oi-der to continue 
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i n p r o v i n g and developing- i t s arsenals. Can such a stand be considered to he 
compatible w i t h commitments undertaJ:en I n i n t e r n a t i o n a l t r e a t i e s that reqtrlre 
from t h e i r s i g n a t o r i e s the achievement of a complete ba.n on nuclear-weapon 
t e s t i n g ? Yet another nucleaD>-weapon povrer ha.s â.eclared, as v:o тегЛ i n the press, 
that i t "does not necessa„rily agree" with the dec i s i o n talcen by i t s superpower 
a l l y . Should w e dra,v/ the conclusion that the continuation of t e s t i n g i s not 
indispensable f o r the c r e d i b i l i t y of the doctrine c f nuclear deterrence, on which 
both a l l i e s base t h e i r m i l i t a r y posture? 

Only tv/o year-s ago, the t r i l a t e r a l negotictors reported to the Gommátteo 
on Disarmament, a f t e r repeated requests, tha.t they considei-ed such negotiations 
as "the best wa.y for\v% r d " tov/ard the achievenent of a l a s t i n g and comprehensive 
nuclear t o s t ban. Since then, one superpower ajanounced i t s d e c i s i o n not to 
resuine the_ t r i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s , together with i t s i n t e n t i o n to seek the 
review of e x i s t i n g b i l a t e r a l instruments on the ma.tter. ¥e note that the continued 
i n s i s t e n c e of that superpovrer on the exaJxLnation of v e r i f i c a t i o n aspects does 
not preclude, i n i t s view, the Working* Group from dealing w i t h the scope and 
other aspects of the t r e a t y , and vre ao-e confident that i t s delegation v r i l l 
c ontribute c o n s t r u c t i v e l y to the d i s c u s s i o n , even i f i t considers the achievement 
of a CTBT as a "long-term g o a l " . We also figrroe vrith the expressed view that 
a CTBT must be m u l t i l a t e r a l aJid adm at u n i v e r s a l adherence. But i t s contention 
that the time i s not " p r o p i t i o u s " f o r the ncgotation of a test-ban t r e a t y continues 
to elude our understanding. The argument seems too vague and subjective to be 
cr e d i b l e at face value, except by dravring the conclusion that that superpovrer 
has i n fa c t , decided to postpone i n d e f i r t t e l y a.ny c<gree¡;ient on a nuclear t e s t ban. 

Such developments are c e r t a i n l y not good omens f o r the work v̂ e have j u s t 
s t a r t e d on a nuclear t e s t ban. A b e t t e r understajiding of the objective a.nd 
d i r e c t i o n of the exercise we ar-e about to s t a r t , on unaerstanding that ca,n be 
acceptable to a l l , i s a, necessary condition f o r such an exercise to ho.ve алу 
s i g n i f i c a n c e at a l l . For too long now t h i s Committee has been reduced to the r o l e 
of p l a y i n g witness to the.vrhim.s of the nuclea3>-weapon povícrs and seeing the 
fa t e of serious m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiations svray at the mercy of the f l u c t u a t i o n s 
of t h e i r b i l a t e r a l r e l a t i o n s h i p s or of t h e i r s h i f t i n g s t r a t e g i c perceptions. 
We have yet to see one si n g l e instance i n vrhich the narrovr perception of a. 
nuclear^wee.pon povrer gave \¡ay to broader considerations of a gl o b a l nature. 
The 25 years of the h i s t o r y of attempts to reach a CTBT are f u l l of oxajaples of 
the a t t i t u d e s that have contributed to m^aJcing such a t r e a t y l e s s a t t a i n a b l e now 
than i t was i n 19^3> vrhen the three "Origina.l P a r t i e s " to the Moscow Treaty 
Gonmiitted themselves to a,c}rLeving "the discontinuance of a l l t e s t explosions of 
.nuclear vreapons foi- a l l time". A s c e r t a i n i n g the i n t e n t i o n s of the nuclear-woapon 
povrers i s c r u c i a l f o r the signficance of our vrork on t h i s item. 

Whether a d d i t i o n a l nations decide to invoke, i n the pursuit of s e c u r i t y , the 
same arguments so f a r used by the nuclee.r-vroa.pon povrers, o r vrhether, on the contrary 
the i n t e r n a t i o n a l comiinunity can proceed toward a cotxaon o b j e c t i v e of secvirity 
through nuclear disarraament, i s a. choice tha.t depends h e a v i l y on the a t t i t u d e s and 
p o l i c i e s of the nuclear-vreapon povrers themselves. I t i s they who ivlt i m a t e l y must 
accept the f u l l r e s p o n i s i b i l i t y f o r the consequences of t h e i r ovrn choices. 
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Mr» DATcu (Romania) ( t r a n s l a t e d from French); biy i n t e r v e n t i o n today i s 
dedicated to items 1 and 2 of the Committee ' s agenda, the cessation of the nuclear 
arms race and nuclear disarmament and a nuclear t e s t ban. 

On 5 August, the Romanian delegation presented our Government's views and 
p o s i t i o n s of p r i n c i p l e to the Committee, together with a nuinber of proposals 
submitted by our country tc the second s p e c i a l session of the United Nations 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. Today, therefore, I should l i k e to dwell 
on some more s p e c i f i c aspects of these top p r i o r i t y items on our agenda. 

We f u l l y share the concluc-iion cf the comprehensive study on nuclear weapons 
published by the United Nations that nuclear weapons con s t i t u t e the most serious 
threat to n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y . One of the reasons i s that henceforward nuclear 
arsenals w i l l exert a d e c i s i v e influence on the course of p o l i t i c s and i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
r e l a t i o n s . A serious accident or even a devastating war could be ceiused by nuclear 
weapons systems themselves a.nd the tangible throat that they represent f o r each 
other. In an extremely tense s i t u a t i o n i n p a r t i c u l a r , such a war could be triggered 
by a preventive s t r i k e or by an e s c a l a t i o n of conventional to nuclear warfare. 
I t i s imperative, therefore, f o r Governments and respcnsible c i r c l e s to make ever;>" 
e f f o r t to a t t a i n the fundamental obj(;ctive of h a l t i n g the nuclear arms race and 
p u t t i n g i n t o e f f e c t a s aeon as p o s s i b l e concrete measures of nucleai-" disarmament. 
As ray country has emphasized i n i t s statements .in the United Nations General Assembly, 
i n t h i s Committee, i n other forwas, and j u s t r e c e n t l y i n the working paper issued as 
document CD/296 of 28 J u l y of t h i s year, nuclear problems an.a whole must be approached 
by measures designed t c ; p r o h i b i t the u s e of nuclear weapons; h a l t t h e i r development 
and t e s t i n g ; h a l t the production o f nuclear weapons and of f i s s i o n a b l e materials f o r 
m i l i t a r y purposes; gradually reduce and u l t i t a a t e l y eliniinate a l l nuclaar weapons 
and t h e i r d e l i v e r y v e h i c l e s , and l a s t l y , outlaw nuclear weai,pons. This set of 
successive measures could, ve b e l i e v e , form the elements of an authentic strategy 
f o r p u t t i n g a stop to the nuclear arms race. 

The e x c e l l e n t study published thie year by Т Ж Ш Ш , '"Risks of u n i n t e n t i o n a l 
nuclear war", reveals the huge and t e r r i f y i n g dangers represented by an u n i n t e n t i o n a l 
nuclear war, as regards i t s causes and o r i g i n s a n d i n p a r t i c u l a r the e m u l a t i v e r i s k , 
v/hich should be given very serious consideration. I should l i k e to quote the 
f o l l o w i n g passage; 

"By contrast to the us-'ual aacjmption that tv/o riskf.. are twice- as dangvrous 
as one r i s k and three r i s k s are three times a s dangerous, the l o g i c a l s t i T i c t \ i r e 
of cumulative r i s k s , upon a c l o s e r examination based on p r o b a b i l i t y theory, 
r a t h e r suggests that a sequence of r i s k s unexpectedly p i l e s up a deadly threat." 

The r e a l r i a k implied by the existence of g i g a n t i c nuclear arsenals and the 
d i s t u r b i n g development of s t r a t e g i c doctrines has provoked a more and more marked 
trend i n favour of urgent measures to p r o h i b i t the use of nuclear weapons — that i s 
to say, to p r o h i b i t the use of force i n i t s most b r u t a l and murder-,DUs form. In t h e 
study "Nuclear v/eapons and tho A t l a n t i c A l l i a n c e " , published by McGeorge Bundy, 
George P. Kennan, Robert S. MoNamara and Gerard Smith i n Foreign A f f a i r s t h i s year, 
the conclusion of the authors, a l l w e l l —•Known ЗП d highly respected fox t h e i r 
a c t i v i t i e s and competence i n t h i s f i e l d , w a s as f o l l o w s ; 
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"Given the a p p a l l i n g consequences of even the most l i m i t e d use of nuclear 
weapons and the t o t a l i m p o s a i h i l i t y f o r hoth sides of any guarantee against 
u n l i m i t e d e s c a l a t i o n , there must be the gravest doubt about the wisdom of a 
p o l i c y which asse r t s the e f f e c t i v e n e s s of any f i r s t use of nuclear weapons 
by e i t h e r side. So i t seems timely to consider the p o s s i b i l i t i e s , the 
requirements, the d i f f i c u l t i e s and the advantages of a p o l i c y of n o - f i r s t - u s e " . 

We b e l i e v e that any other approach, envisaging the use of nuclear weapons, not 
only i m p l i e s the gravest r e s p o n s i b i l i t y as regards the possible d e s t r u c t i o n of 
humanity but i n a d d i t i o n i s contrary to i n t e r n a t i o n a l law. For, i n i t s 
1961 D e c l a r a t i o n ( r e s o l u t i o n 165З of 24 November I961), the General Assembly of 
the United Nations r u l e d that "The use of nuclear and thermo-nuclear weapons i s 
contrary to the s p i r i t , l e t t e r and aims of the United Nations and, as such, a d i r e c t 
v i o l a t i o n of the Charter of the United Nations", and, a l i t t l e fur-ther on, that 
"Any State u s i n g nuclear and thermo-nuclear weapons i s to be considered as a c t i n g 
contrary to the lavis of humanity and as committing a crime against mankind and 
c i v i l i z a t i o n " . 

While, of course, being conscious of the immense complexity of the problem and 
the m u l t i p l i c i t y of f a c t o r s involved, we wish to emphasize the over-widening 
acceptance of the idea that a c t i o n must be taken as soon as possible to avert the 
growing threat of a devastating nuclear war. At the second s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, several praiseworthy i n i t i a t i v e s were taken. 
The Soviet delegation, f o r example, presented the very important pledge by the USSR 
"not to be the f i r s t to use nuclear weapons", . S i m i l a r l y , the People's Republic cf 
China, i n i t s proposals on the e s s e n t i a l measures f o r an immediate h a l t to the arms 
race and f o r disarmament, proposed that a l l the nuclear-weapon States should 
undertake "not to be the f i r s t to use nuclear weapons against each other at any time 
or under any circimistances". To these should be added the favourable r e p l i e s of 
other States to the request of the United Nations Secretary-General on the basis of 
r e s o l u t i o n 36/8I B, In t h i s context, the Indian delegation's proposal concerning 
the mandate of an ad hoc working group on the prevention of nuclear war 
(document CD/3O9) has my delegation's f u l l support. 

Of course, the adoption by the Committee of a d e c i s i o n to set up such a working 
group should not prejudice the widely recognized need f o r a structure f o r dea l i n g 
with a l l the problems connected with the h a l t i n g of the nuclear arms race. The 
f a c t that we now have the impressive number of more than 3ОО s p e c i f i c proposals on 
nuclear disarmament, as can be seen i n docment CD/293 whioh was compiled by the 
s e c r e t a r i a t , c l e a r l y proves both the complexity of t h i s f i e l d and the i n t e r e s t that 
States a t t a c h to t h i s top p r i o r i t y question, I should l i k e to mention j u s t a few 
of these ideas, such as the h a l t i n g of the production of nuclear weapons and 
f i s s i o n a b l e m a t e r i a l s f o r m i l i t a r y purposes, the p r o h i b i t i o n of the neutron bomb, a 
mutual freeze on nuclear arsenals, and so f o r t h . That i s why ray delegation 
considers i t more than ever necessary f o r the Committee to embark on the negotiation 
process with respect to nuclear disarmament, s t a r t i n g with the d i s c u s s i o n stage and 
proceeding to a c t u a l n e g o t i a t i o n s . The proposals made i n t h i s connection by the 
Group of 21 i n document CD/I8O are s t i l l e n t i r e l y v a l i d , 

Romania welcomed the agreement of the Soviet Union and the United States of America 
to s t a r t negotiations on s t r a t e g i c nuclear arms problemas. V/e s i n c e r e l y hope that, 
despite the d i f f e r e n c e s between the proposals put forward, the negotiations w i l l lead 
to an agreement i n the i n t e r e s t of a l l peoples. At the same time, i n view of c e r t a i n 
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ideas expressed here, we wish to repeat today Romania's p o s i t i o n of p r i n c i p l e , namely 
that i t i s the duty of a l l States to make a c o n t r i b u t i o n to the fundamental 
objective of p u t t i n g a stop to the nuclear arms race. They a l l have t h i s duty and 
t h i s r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . This b e l i e f of my delegation, of my country, i s based on the 
f a c t that i n present circumstances we are a l l objects of the d i r e c t and devastating 
threat of nuclear weapons, and while some countries possess these weapons, the r e s t 
are i n danger of becoming nuclearized as the p o t e n t i a l and innocent v i c t i m s of a 
thermo-nuclear c o n f l i c t i n which there w i l l be n e i t h e r v i c t o r s nor vanquished. 
That i s why the Romanian delegation attaches such great importance to tho establishment 
of a s u b s i d i a i y body on item 2 of the agenda. We think the time has come to tackle 
nuclear problems i n t h i s Committee i n a structured and organized way. Although I 
do not want to dwell on t h i s subject any longer 1 should, nevertheless, l i k e to say, 
as our colleague the Ambassador of B r a z i l d i d a few minutes ago, that we are opposed 
to any theory tending to endorse here the supposed exclusiveness of the competence 
of c e r t a i n powers. Such theories are t o t a l l y unacceptable to us, i f only because 
they are t o t a l l y contrary to the basic p r i n c i p l e s of the United Nations Charter as 
regards the duties and o b l i g a t i o n s of a l l nations, which should negotiate here on a 
f o o t i n g of e q u a l i t y . 

I should now l i k e to pass on to the subject of the p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear t e s t s , 
f o r which we now have an Ad hoc Working Group imder the chairmanship of the 
di s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Sweden, Arabassador Curt Lidgard. 

The Romanian delegation believes that, despite tho l i m i t e d mandate i t was 
poss i b l e to agree on, the discussions i n t h i s Group should be such as to f a c i l i t a t e 
the i n i t i a t i o n of negotiations on the subject of nuclear t e s t s . We share the view 
that a broad understanding on the scope of the p r o h i b i t i o n i s needed before we can 
begin d i s c u s s i n g questions of v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

With regard to the discussions on v e r i f i c a t i o n , we should l i k e to make the 
f o l l o w i n g observations: 

F i r s t , ovir discussions should concentrate on undergroimd t e s t s , since a 
p r o h i b i t i o n has been i n operation i n the other areas since 1963 without any complaints 
being foiraulated, so f a r as I know. 

Secondly, we b e l i e v e i t has already been proved that i t i s t e c h n i c a l l y p o s s i b l e 
to e s t a b l i s h an e f f e c t i v e monitoring system f o r d e t e c t i n g p o s s i b l e v i o l a t i o n s of an 
agreement banning nuclear weapons t e s t s throughout the world. The methods f o r the 
det e c t i o n of nuclear explosions that now e x i s t , namely, the c o l l e c t i o n of samples of 
r a d i o a c t i v e waste, the recording of seismic, acoustic and hydro-acoustic waves and 
the r a d i o s i g n a l method, together with recoiirse, i f necessary, to on-site i n s p e c t i o n s , 
are e n t i r e l y adequate f o r the detection and i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of nuclear explosions. 

The t h i r d observation I should l i k e to make concerns the s u b s t a n t i a l amount of 
work that has already been done i n the f i e l d of v e r i f i c a t i o n . S t a r t i n g with the 
1958 Conference of Experts to study the p o s s i b i l i t y of d e t e c t i n g v i o l a t i o n s of a 
pos s i b l e agreement on suspension of nuclear t e s t s , up to the l a s t report of the 
Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts on Seismic Events, there i s a goodly number of 
te c h n i c a l and s c i e n t i f i c studies a v a i l a b l e to us. 
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Por a l l these reasons, we are i n c l i n e d to consider that the Ad Eoc.VJorking Group 
on a Nuclear Test Ban should not' s t a r t from, the beginning again and rediscover things 
that have already long since been discovered. I t ought rather to review the 
a c t i v i t i e s that have been c a r r i e d out and decide whether, at t h i s stage, we have 
a v a i l a b l e what i s needed to set up a system f o r the v e r i f i c a t i o n of comipliance with 
an agreement on the h a l t i n g of nuclear t e s t s , taking acccunb of i t s f i e l d of 
a p p l i c a t i o n . Vfe believe that the delegations of the nuclear-weapon States taking 
part i n the Group's work should play not only an important but also a very a c t i v e 
r o l e i n t h i s process, given t h e i r technological capacity and t h e i r experience. 

L a s t l y , we should perhaps remind ourselves that while we are t a l k i n g , an ever 
more powerful and threatening i n f e r n a l war machine i s f u n c t i o n i n g e f f i c i e n t l y at the 
same tim.e, adding day by day and minute by minute to the monstrous e d i f i c e of t e r r o r 
and d e s t r u c t i o n . I t i s v i t a l f o r us to respond to these dangers i n a more tangible 
and urgent fashion and v/ith .greater s o l i d a r i t y . I.n the face of the r e a l i t y of the 
production of ever more e f f i c i e n t means of d e s t n i c t i o n , t h i s Commiittee seemis to be 
making no headway — engaging i n debates rather than i n r e a l negotiations. We should 
remember that a new nuclear weapon i s being produced i n the vrorld every three minutes. 
The g u l f between the r e s u l t s of our d e l i b e r a t i o n s and the ever-increasing magnitude of 
the arms race becom.es d a i l y .more alarmdng, m.cre i n e x p l i c a b l e . In these days of 
grave dangers, the time has perhaps com.e f o r us a l l to set our watches r i g h t — f o r 
the hour i s already l a t e . ' 

Mr. RODRIGUES NAYAIIRO (Venezuela) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Spanish); Ых, Chairman, 
allow me to begin .my statement by saying how pleased my delegation i s to see you 
p r e s i d i n g over the Coiimiittee on Disar.mam:ent d.uring the month of August. We are 
confident that your wise judgement v / i l l be of great b e n e f i t to us i n our work. 

I should l i k e a l s o to express my gratitude to Afiibassador Okawa of Japan f o r the 
s k i l f u l and e f f i c i e n t viay i n which he c a r r i e d out h i s work during the f i n a l stage of 
the s p r i i i g session. I should l i k e to o f f e r a warm welcome to A.mbas3ador Datcu of 
Romania who has joined the Gonmîittee. 

delegation v/ould a l s o l i k e to express i t s gratitude tc Am.bassadors Yu Peiv/en 
of China, V a l d i v i e s o of Peru and Venkateswaran of India f o r t h e i r very p o s i t i v e 
c o n t r i b u t i c n s tc the work of t h i s com.plex and demanding body, and to wish them success 
i n t h e i r new a c t i v i t i e s . 

The second s p e c i a l session of the United Nations General Assem.blj- devoted to 
disarmament held the a t t e n t i o n of the world from the s t a r t and a l l the peoples of the 
viorld, without d i s t i n c t i o n - a s to race, b e l i e f s or c u l t u r e , placed great hopes i n i t 
because they r e a l i z e d that i t represented one of the most important e f f o r t s ever m.ade 
i n the sphere of disarmiament. 

That i s reason enough not to overlook or ignore the s i g n i f i c a n c e of the event and 
therefore to m.ake a b r i e f comment on i t . 

http://becom.es
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As my country stated at the plenaryшееting held on 9 June 1982: "The"second 
s p e c i a l session devoted to disarmament i s held at a time when the c r i t i c a l 
tensions of recent times make even more acute the need to continue e x p l o r i n g ways 
i n which to achieve concrete r e s u l t s i n the negotiations and to conclude s p e c i f i c 
agreements on p r i o r i t y matters." 

We stressed that "the General Assembly's p r i n c i p a l task i s to adopt a 
comprehensive programme of disarmament. Moreover, i t must examine and evaluate 
the implementation of the recoiîimendatiens and decisions adopted at the f i r s t 
s p e c i a l 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 w i l l s of peoples and 
Governiaents gathered together here, towards the goal of global disarmament on 
conditions and terms proposed i n response to the general p r i n c i p l e of achieving 
general and complete disarmament under e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l . " 

I t was my Government's view that the programme should provide the necessary 
framework f o r the .conduct of substantive negotiations on disarmament, with a view 
to ac h i e v i n g the implementation of a balanced and ordered set of as many concrete 
disarmament measures as possible to be c a r r i e d out i n a number of stages. These 
measures should remain i n t e r r e l a t e d and should be c a r r i e d out i n such a way as to 
guarantee the s e c u r i t y of a l l States, 

unfortunately, the hopes of the majoritj- of countries f o r an instrument of 
a kind which would imply a solemn and, i f p o s s i b l e , binding coinmitment were 
disappointed. • That was due not to any lack of e f f o r t on the part of the developing 
countries and other n e u t r a l States which do not belong to any m i l i t a r y a l l i a n c e 
and of c e r t a i n w e l l - i n t e n t i o n e d developed countries, but to the unwillingness of 
c e r t a i n nuclear powers to make c e r t a i n p a r t i c u l a r concessions and adopt a f l e x i b l e 
approach which would make i t p o s s i b l e to ensure permanent s u r v i v a l f o r a l l mankind. 

I t i s with t h i s reasonable o b j e c t i v e i n view that paragraph 65 of the 
P i n a l Document of the l a s t s p e c i a l session states that the d r a f t comprehensive 
programme of disarmament should be returned to the Committee on Disarmament, 
together with the views expressed and the progress achieved on the item. 
Furthermore, the Conmiittee i s requested tc submit a r e v i s e d version of the 
comprehensive programme of disarmament to the General Assembly at i t s 
t h i r t y - e i g h t h session. 

Fortunately, i t has already been decided to r e - e s t a b l i s h the Ad Hoc Working 
Group on a Comprehensive Prograinme of Disarmament, so that i t can s t a r t i t s work 
at the beginning of next year. We are pleased to know that i t v ; i l l again be 
presided over by Ambassador Garcia Robles of Mexico, who has a l l the q u a l i t i e s 
needed f o r the accomplishment of t h i s d i f f i c u l t task, namely, knowledge, experience 
and patience. 
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We hope that the r e s u l t s of t h i s new stage w i l l exceed expectations, to the 
b e n e f i t of a l l . 

Agenda itec; 4> e n t i t l e d "Chemical voapons", i s another of the topics to which 
we should give s p e c i a l a t t e n t i o n during t h i s short summer session. 

The Working Group on Chemical Weapons, which has been meeting since 20 J u l y , 
o f f e r s f a i r l y encouraging prospects since a miniraimi degree of consensus has been 
reached on some points on which there were d i v e r g i n g views. 

Working document CD/220, submitted by the Chairman of the Group, has given 
r i s e to comments and s p e c i f i c proposals from countries which are a c t i v e i n the 
discussions on the r e v i s i o n of the Elements (document СБ/Су//да.ЗЗ). 

This stage i s a p o s i t i v e one i n the preparation of a d r a f t convention on the 
p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons. However, i n that connection, i t must be borne 
i n mind that the future convention should not merely be a tenuous supplement to 
the Geneva Protocol of 1? June 1925> but an instrument which extends the scope of 
i t s content and eradicates once and f o r a l l the inhuman use of such weapons. At 
the same time, i t should be an agreement which p r o h i b i t s the development, 
production, s t o c k p i l i n g and/or t r a n s f e r of chemical products f o r m i l i t a r y purposes. 
In a d d i t i o n , i t must provide e f f e c t i v e machinery f o r the e l i m i n a t i o n of e x i s t i n g 
stocks and i n s t a l l a t i o n s f o r non-peaceful purposes. 

With regard to the c o n t r o v e r s i a l aspect of v e r i f i c a t i o n of the implementation 
of the p r o v i s i o n s of the future convention and subsequent compliance with i t s 
p r o v i s i o n s , my country considers i t appropriate to provide adequate means f o r 
n a t i o n a l measures of v e r i f i c a t i o n using modern methods selected by the sovereign 
State, P r o v i s i o n should be made f o r s c i e n t i f i c i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n where 
necessary, provided that t h i s does not prejudice the s e c u r i t y of any State and 
that i t forms an element of i n t e r n a t i o n a l a i d and co-operation i n ensuring s t r i c t 
compliance with the convention by the nations which adhere to i t , i n the cause of 
peace. 

At t h i s c r u c i a l and d i f f i c u l t stage of the work of the Ad Hoc Group on 
Chemical Weapons, we must not allow any d i l u t i o n of the r e s u l t s already achieved 
and, more important, p o l i t i c a l w i l l must not be allowed to be conspicuous by i t s 
absence i n these d e c i s i v e discussions. 

Another area of concern to my countiy i s the m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer space 
and the p l a c i n g of s a t e l l i t e s i n synchronous geostationary o r b i t , to the point of. 
s a t u r a t i o n , f o r purposes that are not exactly peaceful. This d i r e c t l y a f f e c t s 
the s e c u r i t y of a l l countries and p a r t i c u l a r l y that of the e q u a t o r i a l countries. 
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In t h i s connection, i t should Ъе s a i d that the world i s w e l l aware of the 
enonnous advantages of those countries which have advanced space technologies 
and which, without considering i n e q u a l i t i e s , use s a t e l l i t e s f o r m i l i t a r y purposes 
i n t h e i r disputes with other nations. They thus give free r e i n to t h e i r 
s t r a t e g i e s , paying no heed to the t r a g i c consequences r e s u l t i n g from t h e i r use of 
s a t e l l i t e s . In t h i s context, i t i s s u f f i c i e n t to r e c a l l what happened r e c e n t l y 
i n the..south A t l a n t i c i n order to draw o b j e c t i v e conclusions on the matter. 

Цу country shares the views of those delegations which consider i t appropriate 
to e s t a b l i s h an ad hoc working group on outer space to i d e n t i f y and consider the 
problems of i t s m i l i t a r i z a t i o n and thereby e s t a b l i s h the competence of the Committee 
on Disarmament i n t h i s area. 

Agenda item 1 , e n t i t l e d "Nuclear t e s t ban", i s also a matter of concern to my 
country, the more as, despite the f a c t that almost 2 0 years have passed since the 
p a r t i a l test-ban t r e a t y was signed and.this very important i n t e r n a t i o n a l l e g a l 
instrument i s therefore i n f o r c e , nuclear explosions have increased i n i n t e n s i t y 
and magnitude, with the r e s u l t that f u l f i l m e n t of the commitment by the p a r t i e s 
to negotiate and conclude an agreement on the complete p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear t e s t s 
i e becoming i n c r e a s i n g l y u n l i k e l y . 

As f o r the arguments i n support of the various opinions concerning 
v e r i f i c a t i o n , we have to admit that they are very weak and i n s u b s t a n t i a l i n t h e i r 
content, 

As my delegation has stated on an e a r l i e r occasion, v e r i f i c a t i o n and confidence 
are not the same t h i n g ; the f i r s t i s mechanical whereas the second i s human. 
But confidence has the valuable property of being able to achieve — to create i f 
you l i k e — the desired s o l u t i o n s , which cannot be p a r t i a l s o l u t i o n s because that 
would imply not so much progress as r e s t r i c t i o n s on the scope of progress^ which 
would needlessly c o n f l i c t with the demands of reason. 

That i s why, as we see i t , the present mandate of the .--.d Hoc Working Group 
on a Nuclear Test Ban i s b a s i c a l l y u n s a t i s f a c t o r y to the Group of 2 1 , which would 
l i k e to see a mandate that would peirait the d r a f t i n g of a t r e a t y p r o h i b i t i n g a l l 
nuclear t e s t s , which would mean o b l i g a t i o n s and r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s on the part both 
of nuclear-weapon States and of non-nuclear-weapon States, 

I s h a l l conclude by repeating that the best defence of the peoples of the 
world w i l l be one that i s b u i l t by the leaders, statesmen and s c i e n t i s t s of the 
nations, on the basis of a healthy conscience combined with an a l t r u i s t i c p o l i t i c a l 
w i l l , d i r e c t e d towards peace and freedom f o r a l l , equally. 
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The СНА1ИУ1А1Т; I thank the representative of Venezuela f o r h i s statement and 
f o r the k i n d remarks that he has addressed to the Chair. I now give the f l o o r to 
the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of I n d i a , His Excellency Ambassador Venkateswaran. 

I l r . VEMKATESWAHAN ( I n d i a ) ; Mr. Chairman, as diplomats we ought to be immune 
to the f a c t of transience which r u l e s our l i v e s . For no sooner does a glimmer of 
understanding begin to davm concerning the subject-matter of one's assignment, no 
sooner does one begin to enjoy close and personal rapport with one's colleagues 
than i t i s time to b i d f a r e w e l l . Work r e l a t i n g to t h i s Committee has been only a 
p a r t of my r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s here as Permanent Representative of I n d i a . However, I 
have a l l along entertained a deep and a^biding i n t e r e s t i n the a c t i v i t i e s of the 
Committee on Disarmament and l e a r n t to respect and admire the diplomatic s k i l l s and 
personal q u a l i t i e s of a l l the representatives whom I have had the good fortune to 
work w i t h during my a l l too short assignment i n Geneva. 

This Committee i s a unique body. I t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s are immense. But what 
i s encouraging to us a l l i s the t a l e n t and dedication with which the cause of 
disarmament i s being pursued w i t h i n t h i s Chsunber. In the f i n a l a n a l y s i s , we are a l l 
constrained by the p o l i c i e s of our respective Governments. But we, too, have an 
i n f l u e n c e on those p o l i c i e s . We, too, contribute to that o v e r - a l l perspective 
w i t h i n which our own n a t i o n a l p o l i c i e s are framed. The intimate web of close and 
personal r e l a t i o n s h i p s which t i e us together here without regard to our p o l i t i c a l 
persuasions or i d e o l o g i e s i s the best guarantee f o r success i n our common 
endeavours. On the eve of my departure from Geneva, may I wish a l l my close 
f r i e n d s and-colleagues round t h i s table great success i n those endeavours. I s h a l l 
carry w i t h me to my next post fond memories of our a s s o c i a t i o n and a continuing 
preoccupation with the tasks that we have laboured together to accomplish i n the 
past two years i May I a l s o express my gratitude to those who have expressed t h e i r 
good wishes f o r success i n my new assignment as India's envoy to China. 

Since I spoke l a s t , several delegates have r e f e r r e d to the r e s u l t s , or should 
I say l a c k of r e s u l t s , from the r e c e n t l y concluded second s p e c i a l session of the 
General Assembly uevoted to disarmament. Some of our colleagues have t r i e d to 
minimize the grave i m p l i c a t i o n s of the f a i l u r e of that session. I t has been 
suggested that perhaps we went to that session v&h f a r too many expectations and 
that the f a i l u r e to l i v e up to those expectations need not be assessed as being i n 
any sense evidence of the f a i l u r e of the m u l t i l a t e r a l process. Once again, we 
have heard members c a l l i n g upon us to be r e a l i s t i c and pragmatic. We are 
admonished to avoid r h e t o r i c and ringing'appeals. Instead we are asked to 
concentrate on what i s p r i i c t i c a l and f e a s i b l e . 

In the past my delegation, al'ong v/ith many others, has had occasion to 
question the s o - c a l l e d realism and pragmatism which are e x t o l l e d by some members 
here as v i r t u e s e s s e n t i a l to success i n disarmament e f f o r t s . V/e have a l l heard 
of the phenomenon r e f e r r e d to as the r e v o l u t i o n of r i s i n g expectations. In the 
l a s t 20 years, the cause of disarma/nent has i n f a c t witnessed what may be c a l l e d 
a v e r i t a b l e r e v o l u t i o n of d e c l i n i n g expectations. In 1962, the great povjers 
themselves v/ere ne g o t i a t i n g t r e a t i e s on general and complete disarmament whi«h 
would have r e s u l t e d i n the t o t a l e l i m i n a t i o n of armaments and armed forces w i t h i n 
a p e r i o d not exceeding 10 to 12 years. In contrast, v/e are t o l d today that to 
attempt to draw up a comprehensive programme of disarmament as even a mere 
framework f o r disaxmanent negotiations i s too ambitious a task. Representatives . 
of the same delegations were arguing i n the e a r l y 1960s that i t was p r e c i s e l y 
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because of the continuing s t r e s s and s t r a i n i n the i n t e r n a t i o n a l ' s i t u a t i o n that i t 
was necessary to engage in- i n t e n s i v e disarmament neg o t i a t i o n s . Today, they are 
again the ones who c a l l us u n r e a l i s t i c because i n the face of a tense i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
s i t u a t i o n we c a l l f o r the only r a t i o n a l course of a c t i o n a v a i l a b l e , that i s , the 
path of dialogue and n e g o t i a t i o n . 

I vjould l i k e to ask a fundamental question. Who determines what i s r e a l i s t i c 
and p r a c t i c a b l e ? For the m a j o r i t y of delegations represented i n t h i s room, i t i s 
the r e a l i t y of the continuing threat of a nuclear holocaust vjhich needs to be given 
the most p r i o r i t y a t t e n t i o n . Again, f o r an overwhelming number of delegations here, 
i t i s nuclear disarmament which ought to be the focus of our c o l l e c t i v e n egotiating 
e f f o r t . This r e a l i z a t i o n stems from the indisputable f a c t that nuclear weapons are 
weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n whose use would have devastating consequences f o r the 
whole of mankind and threaten our very s u r v i v a l . How, then, can we be accused of 
being u n r e a l i s t i c or i m p r a c t i c a l ? The t r u t h of the matter i s that i t i s the great 
powers supported by t h e i r a l l i e s vjho are attempting to reserve to themselves the 
e x c l u s i v e p r i v i l e g e of determining what i s r e a l i s t i c and what i s p r a c t i c a l . Any 
delegation which expresses a viewpoint that i s d i f f e r e n t i s immediately branded as 
being u n r e a l i s t i c or worse, as engaging i n r h e t o r i c . As the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
Ambassador of S r i Lanka pointed out i n h i s thought-provoking statement of 
5 August 1982: 

"This a t t i t u d e of some powers, i n our view, stems from t h e i r 
c o n v i c t i o n that disarmament, p a r t i c u l a r l y work on nuclear disarmament, 
i s best r e s t r i c t e d to b i l a t e r a l or at most t r i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s . 
I t s i g n i f i e s t h e i r determination to t r e a t States that are not m i l i t a r i l y 
s i g n i f i c a n t as of marginal value, at best, i n disarmament negotiations. 
Their a t t i t u d e stems from a mistaken notion that the w i e l d i n g of nuclear 
weapons povjer gives them an exclusive r i g h t to determine how, when, 
where and to what extent disarmament w i l l be negotiated." 

This, I submit, i s r e a l l y the crux of the problem we face today here i n t h i s 
Committee. 

Several delegations have emphasized the importance of b u i l d i n g confidence and 
mutual t r u s t among States as the b a s i s f o r progress i n disarmament. There i s an 
aspect of confidence, however, which needs to be c l a r i f i e d here. To us, i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
confidence implies a c e r t a i n consistency and p r e d i c t a b i l i t y i n the approach which 
States take on the question of disarmament. We have been t o l d time and again that 
disarmament i s a complex business which w i l l take a long time to achieve. This i s 
a l l the more reason why we need to have confidence that a c e r t a i n strategy adopted 
by consensus by the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community w i l l continue to hold good over a period 
of time. This i s not to argue f o r a s t a t i c concept of disarmament; ra t h e r i t i s to 
argue f o r a m u l t i l a t e r a l approach which would ensure that any changes i n the 
strategy are. the r e s u l t of p r i o r and mutual consultations among Stat e s . 

This i s not merely an academic question. In the e a r l y 1960s, a c e r t a i n 
unambiguous approach to disarmament, i n p a r t i c u l a r nuclear disarmamei^ was put 
forward by some of the nuclear-weapon States and t h e i r a l l i e s . This approach 
consisted of f r e e z i n g the a c t u a l armament s i t u a t i o n as i t stood at a p a r t i c u l a r 
point i n time and then gradually working tovjards zero armaments. In p u t t i n g 
forvjard t h i s philosophy the United States delegate i n the Eighteen-Nation ' 
Disarmament Committee stated i n 19б2: 
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"Fundamentally, i t i s that the nations of the v/orld should seize a 
moment i n time to stop the arms race, to freeze the m i l i t a r y s i t u a t i o n as 
i t then appears and to shrink i t p r o g r e s s i v e l y to zero, always keeping the 
r e l a t i v e m i l i t a r y p o s i t i o n s of the p a r t i e s to the treatjr as near as 
p o s s i b l e to v y h a t i t was at the beginning." (EINIDC/FV.25) 

Many agreed with t h i s approach. I t was f e l t that while we are engaged i n 
negotiations on disarmeiment, the problem i t s e l f should not be allowed to become 
more complicated. In a s p i r i t of serving the l a r g e r good and the i n t e r e s t s of the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l community, many countries accepted r e s t r a i n t s vrhich were 
d i s c r i m i n a t o r y and unequal. In f a c t , Indáa i t s e l f put forward as e a r l y as I964 
a proposal f o r the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear weapons. V/e sto.ted that the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l community should immiodiately adopt as an urgent measure an agreement 
vrhich vrould, pending the achievement of nuclear disarmament, prevent the f u r t h e r 
spread of nuclear vreapons to a d d i t i o n a l countries, but at the same time freeze the 
arsenals of nuclear weapons of the e x i s t i n g nuclear-weapon States. This would s t i l l 
have l e f t the nuclear-weapon States i n possession of enormous q u a n t i t i e s of 
nuclear weapons vrhich would be capable of destroying mankind several times over. 
V/e vrere, hovrever, prepared to accept such a s i t u a t i o n i n the hope of g i v i n g an 
impetus to the process of nuclear disarmament. But t h i s was not to be.- Why? 
Because some of the nuclea.r-weapon States and t h e i r a l l i e s i n t e r p r e t e d 
n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n as implying a freeze only on those vrho had no nuclear vreapons to 
s t a r t w i t h , vrithout accepting any corresponding o b l i g a t i o n s or r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s on 
the part of those who did possess such weapons. 

I t was the same approach to disarmament which had e a r l i e r l e d to widespread 
support f o r concepts such as the s e t t i n g up of nuclear-weapon-free zones i n various 
regions of the world. Here again, i t was ai-guod that the process of nuclear 
disarmament by nuclear-weapon States v;ould somehow bo a s s i s t e d by agreements aimong 
States i n those regions of the world v-rhere there arc no such weapons at present not 
to acc.uire or accumul.vte nuclear v.'oapons. 

This approach could be summed up i n a graiphic manner by quoting what vras said 
by the representative of Canaida i n a statement to the Eighteen-Nation Disarmament 
Committees 

"Between the phase of the b u i l d i n g up of avrmaments and the hoped-for 
phase of reducing armaments, there has to be -a point of time at vrhich you 
stop — l i k e changing the movemaent of a motor-car from forward to 
bacfarard". 

The i n t e r n a i t i o n a l community was persuaded that t h i s wais the correct approach 
to disarmament. Several a"'.groements were .accordingly concluded on the basis of 
t h i s general philoscpliy of a freeze. One wonders what happened to the 
e n t h u s i a s t i c espousaO. of freeze proposals which were made i n the 1960s. Is that 
e a r l i e r enthusiasm to be explained by the f a c t that the freeze aipproach, as 
aipplied by i t s o r i g i n a l aidvccotes, would confirm and perpetuate the d i v i s i o n 
between a handful of m i l i t a r i l y powei-ful States on the one hand and the r e s t of 
the world on the other? Have oar fears been confirmed that the m i l i t a r i l y 
powerful States and t h e i r a l l i e s i n s i s t on ono set of I'ules f o r themselves aind 
another f o r the r e s t of us? 
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The freeze approach i s a l o g i c a l one. but i t has been applied s e l e c t i v e l y to 
ensure that l i m i t a t i o n s ;азр1у only to those vmo do not possess s i g n i f i c a n t m i l i t a r y 
potentia..!. 'Over the l a s t tv;o decades, t ' l e nuci.ear-veapon s t a t e s ana t h e i r a l l i e s 
have accepted no r e s t r a i n t s on t h e i r o-m m i l i t a r y p o t e n t i a l . Ivhile tho vast 
rnagcrity of the countries of the v;orld havs e i t h e r signed tho iiPT or u n i l a t e r a l l y 
dGcla.red that they \ / i l l not manufacture c r acc;uiro nuclear weapons, t h i s has not-
led to any l i m i t a t i o n or reduction i n the nuclear arsenals i n the possession of the 
nuclear-v/eaipon States. S i m i l a r l y , tho creation of more naclear-woapon~free 
zones i s being a c t i v e l y encouraged, while i n Europe, where the highest concentration 
'•'f both nuclear and conventional weapons e x i s t s , the accumulation of nuclea^r arms 
continues at an accelerated pace. I f I may caote a d i s t i n g u i s h e d predecessor of 
mine, the e f f o r t s of the major powers so f a r have been i m i n l y d i r e c t e d at 
disairming the unarmed without accepting any r e s t r a i n t s on themselves. 

I t was the same philosophy of fr e e z i n g the e x i s t i n g s i t u a t i o n before t a c k l i n g 
the question of -the reduction and e l i m i n a t i o n of weapons that l e d to the question 
of a nuclear t e s t ban being accorded the highest p r i o r i t y i n -disarmament 
nego t i a t i o n s . India was i t s e l f an e a r l y and consistent advocate of the e a r l y 
conclusion of a t r e a t y on a nuclear test ban. I t was the l a t e Prime M i n i s t e r of 
In d i a , Mr. Jawaharlal Nehru v;ho c a l l e d f o r a s t a n d - s t i l l agreement on nuclear 
t e s t i n g by the nuclear-weaepon States as e a r l y as 1954» '-'/e recognize that the 
conclusion of a tr e a t y on a nuclear t e s t ban w i l l not r e s u l t i n any reduction i n 
the e x i s t i n g arsenals of nuclear wea.pons. I t may not oven r e s u l t i n the slowing 
dovjn of the accumulation of nuclear .-firmaments. However, i n l i n e vjith -the general 
philosophy -that 'the internation-al community has accepted concerning i t s approach 
to disarmajiient, we consider a nuclear t e s t ban desirable because i t \-юи1а b r i n g 
to a h a l t the f u r t h e r q u a l i t a t i v e improvement of nuclear weapons and at the same 
t i n e serve the important purpose c f preventing the h o r i z o n t a l spreatd of nuclear 
weapons. The unequal s i t u a t i o n which i s inherent i n the present d i v i s i o n of the 
world between -a handful of nucleavr-weapon States possessing the means of global 
d e s t r u c t i o n on the one hand â nd the non-nuclear r e s t of the world on the other, 
would neverthelesa remadn. Me have been prepared to accept t h i s s i t u a t i o n on the 
assumption that t i d s w i l l be only a temporarj'- state of a f f a i r s before the 
cichievement of nuclear disa.rmament a.nd eventually the cherished goal of general 
f̂ nd complete disarmament under e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l . 

In the l i g h t of these s e l f - s a i m e considerations, we als o welcomed the 
conclusion of the p a r t i a l test-ban Treaty i n 19б5> even though i t was l i m i t e d i n 
i t s a p p l i c a t i o n . 

I t i s strange therefore that todciy e f f o r t s are being made to r e j e c t t h i s 
consistent approach to disarmament o u t l i n e d i n the ca.rlier part of my statement 
p r e c i s e l y by those who haive been i t s most e n t h u s i a s t i c advocates over the past 
two decades. The United States, f o r example, has announced that i t no longer 
considers a nuclear t e s t ban as a } x i o r i t y issue but regards the conclusion of a 
t r e a t y on a_ nuclear t o s t ban as a long-term object.ive u'hich nust be part and 
par c e l of •-the process of achieving nuclear disarmanent. France amd China have 
als o regretta'.bly expressed the view that a nuclear t e s t ban can only be achieved 
w i t h i n Э.П integrated px'Ogramm.c of nucleai'' disarmament and, more s p e c i f i c a l l y , only 
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a f t e r s u b s t a n t i a l reductions have been achieved i n the e x i s t i n g nuclear weapon 
arsenals of the two major nuclear-vjeapon States. V / h i l e vie welcome the s e t t i n g up 
of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban w i t h i n the Committee on 
Disarmament, we cannot f a i l to point out the inherent l i m i t a t i o n on our work i n 
t h i s regard i n vievj of t h i s negative approach that i s being taken by the 
United States of America and by France and China. I t i s a matter of p a r t i c u l a r 
r egret to us that the delegations of France and China are not prepared even to 
p a r t i c i p a t e i n the work of t h i s Ad Hoc Working Group despite the f a c t i t has such 
an anaemic and l i m i t e d mandate. The arguments that they have put forvjard are 
not convincing and our delegation agrees v/ith the view expressed by the 
Netherlands Ambassador i n h i s statement of 17 August v;hen he said s 

"We are f u l l y aware of the argument advanced by Chine, and by France 
that the.envisaged СТБ Treaty would tend to freeze the s i t u a t i o n i n 

. favour of the two nuclear-weapon States possessing the l a r g e s t nuclear 
arseiîals. We do not contest i t . But v/e should l i k e to point out 
that t h i s argument a p p l i e s even more pointedly to the non-nuclear-weapon 
States possessing the i n d u s t r i a l ¿md s c i e n t i f i c c a p a b i l i t y of p r o v i d i n g 
themselves with a nuclear airaoury. The danger of nuclear weapons i s 
such that \i/e have d i f f i c u l t y i n accepting the t h e s i s that f o r some 
St a t e s , f u r t h e r t e s t i n g to enhance t h e i r nuclear c a p a b i l i t y remains 
necessary before a h a l t can be considered." 

S i m i l a r arguments have been put forv-jaru concerning the process of nuclear 
disarmament. To our mind, the i n t e r n a t i o n a l coramunity had accepted by consensus 
that the process of nuclear disarmament must be car r i e d out i n stages v/hich 
correspond to a c e r t a i n l o g i c a l sequence. This l o g i c a l sequence i s set f o r t h 
i n paragraph 50 of the F i n a l Document. I t a l s o i n c i d e n t a l l y corresponds to the 
philosophy of disarmament espoused by the delegations of the United States and i t s 
a l l i e s i n the e a r l y 1960s, namely, that there has to be a cessation of the 
nuclear arms race follov/ed by a process of reduction and eventual e l i m i n a t i o n of 
nuclear Vie.apons. I t v;as on t h i s b a s i s , f o r exeonple, that the United States 
proposed a freeze on s t r a t e g i c nuclear d e l i v e r y v e h i c l e s i n I964. During the 
n e g o t i a t i o n s on a comiprehensive programme of disarmament, hovjever, and l a t e r , 
at the second s p e c i a l session i t s e l f , i t became c l e a r that f o r the United States 
and some of i t s a l l i e s t h i s approach v;as no longer v a l i d . M e were i n f a c t t o l d 
that s i g n i f i c a n t reductions i n nuclear-weapon s t o c k p i l e s should come f i r s t . M e 
Viere a l s o informed that a freeze on e x i s t i n g l e v e l s of nuclear weapon arsenals 
could not be accepted because t h i s might r e s u l t i n a freeze on e x i s t i n g m i l i t a r y 
imbalances which must be r e c t i f i e d before disarmament could be contemplated. 

The question a r i s e s then as to v;hat are the i m p l i c a t i o n s of t h i s new 
approach to questions of nuclear disarmament. I f a l l Sta.tes followed the 
same l o g i c inherent i n the approach put fonrard by the United States and that 
declared by France tvnd China, then disarm.ament would no longer be a. c r e d i b l e 
g o a l . Each one of us could then i n s i s t to the extent p o s s i b l e on a c q u i r i n g 
m i l i t a r y pov.'er at lee^st as awesome as the most pov/erful amongst us before 
embarking upon the course of disarmament. My country does not accept t h i s 
l o g i c and would urge others, too, to r e j e c t t h i s approach as untenable and to 
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r e t u r n tc the only sane and r a t i o n a l coarse possihlo i n the circumstances, namely, 
that which looks upon the ach.ievame-nt of di3arm;ament i n wsll-conceived phases and 
which must coramen -e b a s i c a l l y with f r e e z i i g the s i t u a t i o n ao i t e x i s t s today with 
respect to nuclear weapons. 

I f a few countries are not w i l l i n g to accept what they regard as the 
freez i n g , o f perceived i n e q u a l i t i e s , then tho r e s t of the countries of the world 
would need to review v/hether there i s any point i n t h e i r accepting the present 
i n e q u a l i t i e s - \.'hich apply to them f o r tho sake of an e l u s i v e goal of disarmanent. 
The acceptance of the present i n e q i i a l i t y i s rendered t o l e r a b l e only and only i f the 
goal of nuclear disarmament and of general ami complete disarmament continue to be 
a c r e d i b l e one. 

This b r i n g me back to the point A/ith v;hich T began the argument — the issue of 
confidence. Today we are faced w i t h a s i t u a t i o n where the most powerful States 
think nothing of changing the terms of reference wi-thin which m u l t i l a t e r a l 
disarmament negotiations must be pursued. By making u n i l a t e r a l and d r a s t i c 
a l t e r a t i o n s i n . t h e i r approach to the most urgent and s e n s i t i v e issue of 
disarmament, they undermine the very basis of confidence among States. I f we 
cannot have any degree of c e r t a i n t y concerning the parameters v/ithin which we 
pursue disarmament, how can nations accept rcny r e s t r a i n t s on t h e i r decisions 
concerning armaments? Each one of us i n that case would be obliged to plan our 
s e c u r i t y on the basis of m u l t i p l y i n g m i s t r u s t of the i n t e n t i o n s of other States; 
and the r e s u l t would c e r t a i n l y not be conducive to the achievement of disarmament. 

I would now l i k e to turn to the v i t a l issue of the prevention of nuclear war. 
V/e have been g r a t i f i e d by the p o s i t i v e response from several delegations to our 
proposal f o r the s e t t i n g up of an ad hoc working group on the prevention of 
nuclear v/ar. Indeed, t h i s i s a matter v/hich deserves our close and urgent 
a t t e n t i o n . The dis t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador of I t a l y , i n h i s statement at the plenary 
meeting of our Committee-on Tuesday, 17 August, while r e f e r r i n g to our proposal, 
underlined the need f o r preventing a l l wa-"s,- whether nuclea-- or conventional. 
He a l s o argued that, i n many cases, convencional wars could escalate to a nuclear 
threshold and therefore v/e must take t h i s i n t o account i n dealing w i t h the problen 
of preventing a nuclear war. 

To c a l l , f o r p r a c t i c a l measures to prevent the outbreak of nuclear war i s not 
tantamount to encouraging wars using conventional weapons. C e r t a i n l y , ray 
delegation has never suggested that measures to prevent a nuclear war should 
somehovj transcend the p r o h i b i t i o n on the use of force contained i n the 
United Nations Charter. Poes a p r o h i b i t i o n on chemical weapons, w h i A we are a l l 
t r y i n g to achieve agreement upon, imply that the use of ;\11 other weapons i s 
somehov/ legitimtate? bo the p r o h i b i t i o n s accepted by the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community 
on the use. of c e r t a i n inhumane conventional v/eapons imply that the uso of other 
v/eapons i s thereby sanctioned? No. I am a f r a i d that those v-iho use such 
arguments against g i v i n g adequate consideration to measures f o r the prevention of 
nuclear war are being both i n c o n s i s t e n t and contr a d i c t o r y . 

The Ambassador of I t a l y r e f e r r e d to conventional armed c o n f l i c t s that could 
escalate i n t o nuclear v/ar. We share h i s concern. Let us discuss the problem. 
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I t has c o n s i s t e n t l y Ъееп our view that the respective r o l e s of nuclear-weapon and 
non-nuclear-weapon States i n t h i s regard need to he c l a r i f i e d . C o n f l i c t s i n 
the developing world could be avoided and contained i f the great powers r e s i s t e d 
the temptation to use the developing countries as pawns i n t h e i r power game. 
Eq u a l l y , developing countries need to steer c l e a r of great power r i v a l r y and 
confrontation. A l l t h i s may be relevant to the prevention of nuclear war and 
v/e, f o r our part, are w i l l i n g to discuss the problem i n i t s e n t i r e t y . V/e do 
have the impression, however, that some of our colleagues seem a l l e r g i c to the 
very mention of the prevention of nuclear \;ar. Each time we speeik of the dangers 
of nuclear war, they counter with a s s e r t i o n s that conventional wars are also 
t e r r i b l e . Did we evei- claim that conventional v;ars are not t e r r i b l e ? Did any 
one of us here say that the prevention of nuclear war gives a l i c e n c e to engage 
i n conventional wars? However, cne t e r r o r i s not cancelled out by another. 
Nuclear v;ar i s not l e s s t e r r i f y i n g because conventional wars are a l s o t e r r i f y i n g . 
Nucleai- war i s not l e s s of a threat to the s u r v i v a l of manlcind merely because 
conventional wars he^ve been more frequent i n the recent past. Try as we may, 
we cannot get away from the simple and stark r e a l i t y that any use of nuclear 
v;eapons viould probably mean the end of humanity and c i v i l i z a t i o n as we knovr i t . 
V/hat we are therefore asking t h i s Committee to do, i s to face up to t h i s r e a l i t y 
and come up, hopefully, with some p r a c t i c a l remedies. To those who would accuse us 
of being i m p r a c t i c a l and u n r e a l i s t i c i n making proposals tha,t could contribute 
to the cause of the s u r v i v a l of mankind, we would answer by r e f e r r i n g to 
Ambassador Okawa's statement of 5 August 1982, i n which he s a i d : 

"My delegation, and I hope many other delegations, l i s t e n e d 
c a r e f u l l y to the fervent pleas of the Japanese NGO representatives who 
spoke from t h e i r personal experiences i n the atomiic bombings of 1945• 
I t r u s t that t h e i r simple and stark messages were r e g i s t e r e d deeply 
i n the minds of t h e i r audience. 

Surely these appeals should be constantly borne i n mind by us, 
as members of the Committee on Disarmament, when we pursue our duty of 
accomplishing ... e f f e c t i v e disarmament measures — notably nuclear 
disarmament measures — and we must endeavour to achieve what progress 
v;e can during t h i s short session i n moving forward i n that 
d i r e c t i o n . " 

No one can doubt the extreme urgency of dealing vrith t h i s problem. Just 
a couple of dcvys r̂ go vre l e a r n t that at l e a s t one nuclear-weapon State i s reportedly 
planning to be prepared to f i g h t and vrin a so-called protracted nuclear vrar. 
That nuclear-weapon State may draw up such doomsday s t r a t e g i e s e x c l u s i v e l y i n the 
context of i t s r i v a l r j " - w i t h i t s perceived nuclear adversary. But i t i s a l l of 
us a l s o who w i l l p e r i s h i f a f a l l - s c a l e nuclear war breaks out. Do the 
p o t e n t i a l v i c t i m s have no say at a l l i n t h i s matter? I n d i a i s a country of 
700 m i l l i o n people. Vie have a democratic system, of Government with a Parliament 
of f r e e l y elected representatives. Supposing tomorrow a representative asks the 
Government vrhat steps i t has taken to ensure the safety and s u r v i v a l of the Indian 
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people i n case a nucle-.г v/ar creaks out; what should the response of my 
4?;overnment he? Are we to s t a r t digging tunnels at t h i s stage to s h e l t e r 
700 m i l l i o n people i n case a nuclear W£ir oreaks out? Or sl.ould we al s o 
acquire a s o - c a l l ad deóee.-encs. eapajity io xi;reaten others with a n n i h i l a t i o n 
i n an i l l u s o r y p u r s u i t of our own securit y ? I ask those who oppose our 
proposal tc set up an ..-.d hoc" working group on the p?-eyention of nuclear war, 
to t a l l us what answero they expect our Crovernm-ent to provide to our elected 
representatives- A f t e r a l l , they too have democratically elected Governments 
end should thus be i n . i p o s i t i o n tc appreciate our dilemjSii. I t i s i n t o l e r a b l e 
t h a t our s u r v i v a l should be hostage to the whims of hiandful of pov/eríul 
States. And yet i t i Î the democracies c f the world \;hich deny us the 
•opportunity to determi.'o our own d e s t i n i e s — which I was taught to believe was 
and i s a fundamental p..án'ciple of democracy. 

We are glad, therefore, that t h i s afternoon these and other matters w i l l be 
discussed i n an informal meeting of t h i s Committee, I t i s my ho-pe that the 
considerations I luive put forv-iard i n a l l s i n c e r i t y and frankness w i l l permit us 
to reach a quick agreei.:ent on a procedure to. deal \?ith t h i s v i t a l and urgent 
i s s u e . A p o s i t i v e d e c i s i o n on our proposal to set up an ad hoc working group, to 
negotiate p r a c t i c a l EIS .suras f o r the prevention of nuclear war would be cl e a r 
evidence of the r^leva-ce of -this Committee as a m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body i n 
the f i e l d of disarmame 1, I t would r e - e s t a b l i s h the Commiittee's c r e d i b i l i t y i n 
the eyes of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community. 

Before I conclude I would l i k e to j o i n other speakers i n t h i s Chamiber who 
l:.xve condemned Israel'о b r u t a l aggression against Lebanon. There can be no 
conceivable j u s t i f i c a t . . o n f o r the a p p a l l i n g l o s s of l i v e s of innocent men, vjomen 
and,children caused by the i n d i s c r i m i n a t e use of m i l i t a r y power by I s r a e l i n 
.Lebanon, Those vjho ho.'e c o n s i s t e n t l y c a l l e d f o r a s t r i c t observance of tiie 
p r i n c i p l e of tbe non-u.-..; c f force enshrined i n the united Nations Charter as a 
precondition f o r progrf га i n disarmament sce.m to make a .glaring exception i n the 
case of the I s r a e l i tc:Mrorist adventurism i n Lebanon. Indi •. j o i n s others i n 
c a l l i n g f o r an immediaio end unconditional end to I s r a e l i aggression i n I.eba.non 
and the e a r l y r e s t o r a t i o n of tho i n a l i e n a b l e r i g h t to nationhood of the 
Palestinio.n people. 

Mr. Chairmcin, the time comes novj f o r me to b i d f a r e v i e l l to you and through 
you to a l l the di s t i n g u i s h e d representatives round t h i s t a b l e . I t hris been both 
an honour and a p r i v i l e g e to serve as part of t h i s august body a.nd I have been 
fortunate to enjoy the best of r e l a t i o n s with - r l l my colleagues here. I would i n 
p a r t i c u l a r l i k e to express my deep gratitude to Ambassador Jaipa.1, Personal 
Representative of the í ncxetary-General and Secretary to t h i s Committee, f o r h i s 
valuable i\dvice and guidance. I hope that the Committee w i l l continue to 
be n e f i t from h i s vast experience and diplomatic s k i l l s i n the f u l f i l m e n t of the 
c r u c i a l tasks that l i e ahead. 

In saying f a r e w e l l , I miust a l s o express my warm, app r e c i a t i o n to members of 
ti'.e Centre f o r Bisarmai-ient \.'ho have been alvrays ready to provide support and 
assistance whenever rec;uired. I -am sure my successor w i l l continue to enjoy the 
same e x c e l l e n t r e l a t i o n s with a l l our colleagues i n t h i s Committee -and the members 
of the s e c r e t a r i a t t h a t I have myself been fortunate enough to enjoy. 
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Hhe СНАШМАЖ; I thank the representative of India f o r h i s statement and kind 
words addressed to the Chair. I \mderstand that Ambassador Venkateswaran has 
addressed the Committee today-fbr the l a s t time, before l e a v i n g us f o r a new and 
very important assignment. I wish him, on my own behalf and, I am sure» that of 
the whole Committee, a very successful m.ission, and a l l the best i n h i s personal 
l i f e . We have a l l appreciated h i s outstanding human and p r o f e s s i o n a l q u a l i t i e s 
and we w i l l c e r t a i n l y miss them both i n our midst. He has played a major r o l e i n 
t h i s Committee representing h i s great country. T h i s - i s perhaps the best compliment 
that a diplomat may r e c e i v e . We are sorry to see him leave but we are equally 
happy i n l e a r n i n g that h i s Government i s g i v i n g him a p o s i t i o n of p a r t i c u l a r 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . 

I now give the f l o o r to the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Cuba, 
His Excellency Ambassador Sola V i l a , 

Mr. SOLA VILA. (Cuba) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Spanish); Ш. Chairman, i t i s a pleasure 
f o r nçr delegation to congratulate you,' on seeing you p r e s i d i n g over the work of 
the Committee on Disarmament during the opening month of our згштег session of 
t h i s year. I t has f a l l e n to your l o t , Ambassador Gatere Maina, to d i r e c t the work of 
t h i s n e g o t i a t i n g body on matters of disarmament j u s t a f t e r the conclusion of the 
second s p e c i a l session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to t h i s 
subject, and I should l i k e to assvire you that you can at a l l times count on my 
delegation's support. 

I should a l s o l i k e to congratulate уогдг predecessor i n the Chair, 
Ambassador Okawa of Japan, on the outstanding way i n which he guided the Committee 
on Disarmament during the c l o s i n g phase of the l a s t session, and f o r the important 
decisions adopted under h i s chairmanship, as w e l l as h i s personal e f f o r t s f o r the 
success of our work. 

I sho\ild l i k e to welcome Ambassador Datcu of Romania, and b i d f a r e w e l l to 
those colleagues who have already l e f t or w i l l be doing so s h o r t l y , 
Ambassadors Yu Peiwen of China, V a l d i v i e s o of Peru and Venkateswaran of I n d i a , 
w i t h whom we have worked i n close co-operation over the l a s t few years. 

Bearing i n mind that only two of the Committee's working groups are meeting 
at present, those on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons and a nuclear t e s t ban, 
I s h a l l make a few b r i e f comments on the various items on otir agenda. 

In t h e i r statements at e a r l i e r plenary meetings, a mrnber of speakers r e f e r r e d 
to the r e c e n t l y concluded second s p e c i a l session of the United Nations 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, I do not intend, f o r my p a r t , to make 
an assessment here of the r e s u l t s of that session because I d i d so i n my l a s t 
i n t e r v e n t i o n i n New York, l a s t J u l y . Moreover, h i s t o r y has given i t s own 
assessment. When I l e f t the United Nations b u i l d i n g i n New York, on the c l o s i n g 
day of the second s p e c i a l session devoted to disarmament, on the Plaza i n f r o n t 
of the b u i l d i n g , many c i t i z e n s from a l l over the world were seated beside l i t 
candles, keeping v i g i l a t the b u r i a l of the hopes of mankind f o r concrete measures 
of disarmament. We can but hope that no one one day w i l l have to keep v i g i l a t 
the b u r i a l of mankind because of the a t t i t u d e of maniac xsiarmongers. 

I wish simply to say that the s p e c i a l session was not able even to reach 
the l e v e l of the p r o v i s i o n s of the P i n a l Document adopted by consensus i n 1978. 
We cannot say that i t d i d not go f u r t h e r . I t d i d not even get as f a r as the 
P i n a l Docment because there were delegations which t r i e d to r e v i s e , d i s c a r d and 
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d i s t o r t the p r i n c i p l e s , p r i o r i t i e s and objectives which had been c l e a r l y l a i d 
down f o r the disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s , thus proving, despite t h e i r l a t e r 
d i s c l a i m e r s , that they d i d not share the views enshrined i n that important 
document. 

The Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons has speeded up i t s work and 
seems l i k e l y \mder the s k i l f u l guidance of i t s Chairman, Ambassador Sujka of Poland, 
to give us concrete r e s u l t s . 

We must remember, however, that there are s t i l l important issues on which i t 
has not been p o s s i b l e to r e c o n c i l e opposing views, i n p a r t i c u l a r the scope of the 
p r o h i b i t i o n and questions of v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

I t may be r e c a l l e d , i n order to have a c l e a r e r p i c t u r e of r e a l i t i e s and the 
present s i t u a t i o n , that the Working Group on Chomical Weapons began i t s work w i t h 
an inadeqviate mandate, Vihen a t l a s t those States vrhich had opposed the broadening 
of i t s mandate- agreed to i t s reformulation, there came the d e c i s i o n to s t a r t 
manufacturing new chemical v/eapons systems, which placed a new obstacle i n the 
way of negotiations on t h i s important t o p i c and jeopardized a l l that had been 
achieved i n e a r l i e r years. 

I t must be recognized that the advent of binary weapons, as many experts i n 
the various groups of States have s a i d , p a r t i c u l a r l y complicates the two aspects 
of determination of t o x i c i t y and v e r i f i c a t i o n , which must be de a l t w i t h i n any 
agreement. 

As f a r as v e r i f i c a t i o n i s concerned i t i s obvious t h a t , i n the f i r s t p lace, 
i t cannot be ta l k e d about i n general and abstract terms. I t must n e c e s s a r i l y be 
l i n k e d to the scope of any p r o h i b i t i o n . In the case of chemical weapons, the 
p r o h i b i t i o n must be broad enough to take i n t o accoimt the enormous range of l e t h a l 
and supertoxic chemical substances, as w e l l as other harmful substances and t h e i r 
precursors,the range of which has been considerably expanded w i t h the advent of 
binary weapons. 

S i m i l a r l y , we must not allow ourselves to be d i s t r a c t e d by the s t e r i l e debate 
which opposes n a t i o n a l means and i n t e r n a t i o n a l forms of v e r i f i c a t i o n . Every 
v e r i f i c a t i o n measure app l i e s to a concrete agreement, and both n a t i o n a l means of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n and the i n t e r n a t i o n a l system of v e r i f i c a t i o n that i s to be established 
should be taken i n f o acco\mt. The two things should be i n t e r r e l a t e d , and t h i s idea 
must be accepted i f we are r e a l l y i n t e r e s t e d i n making progress i n our work. 

The s i t u a t i o n w i t h regard to a nuclear t e s t ban i s i n some respects s i m i l a r . 

From 1979 onwards, the Committee on Disarmament was unable to e s t a b l i s h a 
working group to deal w i t h the f i r s t item on i t s agenda because two States 
(the United States and the United Kingdom) v;ere opposed to i t s doing so. 

When i t f i n a l l y succeeded i n e s t a b l i s h i n g a vrorking group, and a l l the 
i n d i c a t i o n s were that we were about to begin consideration of t h i s item, i t was 
suddenly claimed that negotiations could not be i n i t i a t e d f o r the time being, 
thus removing a l l c r e d i b i l i t y and eff e c t i v e n e s s from the Group's work. 

Moreover, i t should a l s o be r e c a l l e d that the Group of 21 accepted the 
present mandate only c o n d i t i o n a l l y , and that i t s viev-rs as to the best way of 
d e a l i n g w i t h the item are set f o r t h i n document CD/I8I. While we are disappointed 
i n the present mandate, we should a l s o be d i s s a t i s f i e d w i t h any other a c t i o n short 
of n e g o t i a t i o n s . 
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At t h i s moment, one nuclear-weapon State has affirmed that there w i l l he no 
negotiations on a nuclear t e s t ban f o r the time being, and another two have declared 
that they w i l l not take part i n the work of the \/orking Group that has been set up. 
This undoubtedly creates an unprecedented s i t u a t i o n i n t h i s Committee's V70"rk and 
jeopardizes the attainment of tangible r e s u l t s and t h e i r u n i v e r s a l a p p l i c a t i o n . 

On t h i s item, too, the problem of v e r i f i c a t i o n a r i s e s ; and here again, 
v e r i f i c a t i o n must be seen i n r e l a t i o n to the scope of the p r o h i b i t i o n , and n a t i o n a l 
means of v e r i f i c a t i o n and an i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n system must be i n t e r r e l a t e d . 
I t must be recognized, however, that there i s a danger that when we are a l l ready to 
embark on a c t u a l negotiations on a nuclear t e s t ban, we must have"to reconsider 
everything that has already been achieved w i t h respect to v e r i f i c a t i o n because we 
are confronted w i t h new techniques that are d i f f e r e n t l y a p p l i e d . Hence the 
a b s u r d i t y of t a l k i n g s o l e l y about v e r i f i c a t i o n instead of s e r i o u s l y considering 
the r e a l measures of disarmament that the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community demands. 

Tuiming to•the other items on our agenda, on which no working group i s i n 
existence f o r the tim.e being, I should l i k e to r e f e r to the question of the 
s o - c a l l e d "negative s e c u r i t y assurances". 

In a recent docment, GD/280, the Group of 21 stated that the declarations 
made i n t h i s connection by c e r t a i n nuclear-weapon States contained l i m i t a t i o n s , 
c o n ditions and exceptions which r e f l e c t e d t h e i r subjective approach and that they 
were based on the doctrine of n u c l ar deterrence. 

In the same docment, the Group of 21 urged the nuclear-weapon States concerned 
to review t h e i r p o l i c i e s and to present r e v i s e d p o s i t i o n s on the subject to' the 
second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

An a n a l y s i s of what happened at the second s p e c i a l session increases our 
disappointment s t i l l f u r t h e r . 

Par from r e v i s i n g t h e i r p o l i c i e s , these States added s t i l l more subjective 
elements concerning a p o s s i b l e use of nuclear weapons; i n f a c t , they " s a n c t i f i e d " 
nuclear deterrence thereby g r e a t l y i n c r e a s i n g the danger of the use of nuclear 
weapons and the outbreak of nuclear v/ar. In connection w i t h t h i s item, my 
delegation welcomes the u n i l a t e r a l d e c l a r a t i o n of the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t 
Republics that i t w i l l not be the f i r s t to use nuclear weapons,' This d e c l a r a t i o n 
and the s i m i l a r d e c l a r a t i o n made by tho People's Republic of China are regarded by 
my delegation as strengthening the s o - c a l l e d "negative s e c u r i t y assurances", and 
i f t h i s course was followed by a l l nuclear-weapon States the p r o h i b i t i o n of these 
weapons would be considerably f a c i l i t a t e d . 

-As regards the question of the p r o h i b i t i o n of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, i t would 
appear that the V/orking Group set up on that item i s f o r the moment at an impasse 
because of d i f f e r e n c e s of viev/s on some important questions. 

Me have noted w i t h s a t i s f a c t i o n that the Chairman of the V/orking Group, 
Ambassador Wegener of the Federal Republic of Germany, has s t a r t e d consultations 
w i t h a l l delegations i n order to f i n d an acceptable s o l u t i o n which w i l l enable us 
to complete our v/ork i n t h i s f i e l d s u c c e s s f u l l y . In my delegation ' s opinion, the 
present s i t u a t i o n should not prevent the reaching of an agreement on the s o - c a l l e d 
" t r a d i t i o n a l " aspect of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. One s o l u t i o n might be f o r the 
Convention on r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons to provide e x p l i c i t l y f o r tlie i n i t i a t i o n of urgent 
negotiations on the p r o h i b i t i o n of attacks on miclear i n s t a l l a t i o n s f o r peaceful 
purposes. That would be w e l l received by the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community and would 
open up new p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r t h i s Corranitteo's work. 
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With regard to the-elaboration of a comprehensive programme of disarmament, the 
d e c i s i o n has already been taken to r e - e s t a b l i s h the Group under the s k i l f u l 
chairmanship of Ambassador Garcia Robles, and i t w i l l begin working next year. 

We wish merely to r e a f f i r m our p o s i t i o n of p r i n c i p l e that, i n order to a t t a i n 
i t s o b j e c t i v e , the programme to be adopted should c o n s t i t u t e a set of s p e c i f i c 
disarmament measures, l o g i c a l l y i n t e r r e l a t e d , to be applied i n successive phases 
over a s p e c i f i e d period of time. 'These phases, as the members of the Group of 21 
have pointed out, should be f l e x i b l e i n order to take i n t o account new s i t u a t i o n s 
which may a r i s e . 

I should l i k e to say t h a t , i n oux view, the reasons why i t did not prove 
p o s s i b l e to adopt the comprehensive programme of disarmament i n New York l a s t 
month were the same as those which caused the f a i l i i r e of the s p e c i a l session: 
quite simply, the attempt to repudiate the p r i n c i p l e s , p r i o r i t i e s and objectives 
established f o r negotiations on disarmament, by consensus, i n 1978. 

Such behaviour i s l o g i c a l only i n those who are u n w i l l i n g to enter i n t o serious 
negotiations on disaraament and are therefore opposed to a programme which would l a y 
down the g u i d e l i n e s f o r i t ; thus, i f we want to make progress i n t h i s area, we must 
f i r s t of a l l r e a f f i r m not only w i t h words but a l s o w i t h deeds the v a l i d i t y of the 
F i n a l Document of 1978. This i s the lesson that should be borne i n mind next year. 

Since the l a s t session of the Coiranittee on Disarmament we have been considering 
the item on the prevention of the arms race i n outer space. The time has come to set 
up a working group on t h i s subject so that i t can be guaranteed that no type of 
weapon, however i t may be c a l l e d , w i l l be i n s t a l l e d i n outer space. 

My delegation supports the proposal made i n the Committee concerning the 
s e t t i n g up of such a working group and considers that any mandate f o r the group 
should recognize that outer space i s part of the heritage of mankind and must be 
used s o l e l y f o r peaceful purposes, and that the i n t r o d u c t i o n of weapons i n t o that 
region and i t s m i l i t a r i z a t i o n must be prevented. 

In conclusion, i t remains only f o r me to support the establishment of a vrorking 
group to consider item 2 of our agenda, on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and 
nuclear disarmament. At the l a s t s p e c i a l session on disarmament, s p e c i f i c proposals 
were made i n t h i s connection, among which the most important v,rere the f r e e z i n g of 
weapons at present l e v e l s and the e l a b o r a t i o n and implementation of a nuclear 
disarmament programme. In my delegation's opinion, we should proceed to the 
establishment of the working group without f u r t h e r delay.. 

S i m i l a r l y , my delegation supports the Indian proposal, i n document (Л)/309, on 
the establishment of a vrorking group on the subject of the prevention of nuclear war. 

At the M i n i s t e r i a l 'Meeting of the Co-ordinating Bureau of the Non-aligned 
Countries, held i n Havana some days before the s t a r t of the second s p e c i a l session 
on disarmament, the General Assembly was urged, at the s p e c i a l session, to adopt 
concrete meas\rres f o r the prevention of nuclear war. This appeal was the outcome 
of an o b j e c t i v e a n a l y s i s of the present s i t u a t i o n . We have before us a challenge 
to s t a r t urgent negotiations i n t h i s Committee to prevent nuclear war, and we cannot 
ignore i t . U n o f f i c i a l exchanges and informal meetings are not enotigh, f o r they are 
only d e l a y i n g measures. 

In -view of the urgency of the matter, i t i s e s s e n t i a l f o r us to take a d e c i s i o n 
at a plenary meeting of the Committee and to adopt concrete measures as soon as 
p o s s i b l e . 



CD/'PV.IOO 
35 

(Mr. Sola V i l a . Cuba) 

A t t h i s moment, there i s being h e l d , at the request of the movement of 
non-aligned c o u n t r i e s , a s p e c i a l session of the United Nations General Assembly 
on P a l e s t i n e . Once again, the State of I s r a e l , w i t h the support and c o m p l i c i t y 
of the United States, i ^ engaged i n aggression against the Arab world and i n 
p a r t i c u l a r against the Lebanese and P a l e s t i n i a n peoples. A l l e f f o r t s i n the 
f i e l d of disarmament and peace w i l l be i n vain i f there i s no appropriate 
response to the I s r a e l i aggression. Hither the United Nations must play i t s 
fundamental r o l e of preserving peace and preventing war, or the law of the 
jungle w i l l p r e v a i l i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s . Our Committee must v/ork out 
and negotiate concrete measures of disarmament v;hich w i l l allow us to contemplate 
a world of peace and progress f o r a l l . 

The CHAIRMAN; We have exhausted the time a v a i l a b l e to us d\n:ing the morning. 
Consequently, I suggest that we suspend the plenary meeting now and resume i t t h i s 
afternoon at З.ЗО p.m. A f t e r l i s t e n i n g to those speakers who are l i s t e d to make 
t h e i r statements a t t h i s plenary meeting, we s h a l l then move to the informal 
meeting that the Committee agreed to hold today on proposals tabled under items 2 
and 7 of the agenda. I f there i s no o b j e c t i o n , I w i l l suspend the plenary meeting. 

The plenary meeting i s suspended. 

The meeting was suspended at 1.10 p.m. and resumed at З.ЗО n.m. 

The CHAIRMAN; The 180th plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament i s 
resumed. 

I now give the f l o o r to the d i s t i n g u i s h e d i-epresentative of Mexico, " 
His Excellency Ambassador Garcia Robles. 

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Spanish); According to the 
programme of work we have approved f o r t h i s week, the subject to be discussed 
at today's meeting i s one of the tvio h i g h e s t - p r i o r i t y items on our agenda: 
"Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament". 

From the outset, the Mexican delegation has given t h i s item a l l the a t t e n t i o n 
and i n t e r e s t i t m e r i t s . S u f f i c e i t to r e c a l l that between 1979 and the present 
date we have devoted many statements to i t , the l a s t of them on 4 March of t h i s 
year. 
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Although i t in v o l v e s r e p e t i t i o n , I b e l i e v e i t i s necessary to s t r e s s once a^gain 
since t h i s i s e s s e n t i a l to a correct a,pproach to t h i s subject, that, as i s stated i n 
the report-of the Secretary-General e n t i t l e d ''Comprehensive study on nuclear weapons": 

" I t i s inadmissible that the prospect of the a n n i h i l a t i o n of human 
c i v i l i z a t i o n i s used by some States to promote t h e i r s e c u r i t y . The future 
of majikind i s then made hostage to the perceived s e c u r i t y of a few 
nuclee.r-weapon States and most notably that of the two stiperpowers." 

This i s something that must alv/ays be borne i n mind i n considering the question I 
am r e f e r r i n g t o . This was made c l e a r by the Group of 21 when, i n i t s important 
working paper document 'JD/100, which vas c i r c u l a t e d more than a year ago, i t stated 
emphatically : 

"The competitive accumulation of nucleai' arms by the nuclear-weapon States 
cannot be condoned on grounds that i t i s indispensable to t h e i r s e c u r i t y . 
Such an argument i s patently f a l s e considering that the increase i n nuclear 
arsenals, f a r from c o n t r i b u t i n g to the strengthening of the s e c u r i t y of a l l 

' States, on the contrary, weakens i t , auid increases the danger of the outbreak 
of a nuclear war. Moreover, the Group of 21 r e j e c t s as p o l i t i c a l l y and morally 
u n j u s t i f i a b l e that the s e c u r i t y of the whole vjorld should be made to depend on 
the state of r e l a t i o n s e x i s t i n g among nuclear-weapon States." 

Thus, the peoples of the e n t i r e world, whose v i t a l i n t e r e s t s are at stake, have 
long been hoping f o r e f f e c t i v e measures that w i l l ensure the attainjnent of what i s 
proclaimed i n t h i s agenda item, and the e l i m i n a t i o n once f o r a l l of the threat of 
nuclear war. The recipe f o r t h i s , i t seems to us, i s very simple: a l l that i s 
necessary i s to take s e r i o u s l y the p r o v i s i o n s adopted by consensus i n 1978 and embodied 
i n the F i n a l Docvument of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament, that document vrhich the General Assembly i t s e l f , f a i l i n g anything b e t t e r , 
"unanimously and o a t e g o r i c a l l y reaffirmed" at the second s p e c i a l session on 
disarmament held r e c e n t l y * 

I f we had to choose out of the many p r o v i s i o n s of the F i n a l Document those which 
are the most relevant i n t h i s case, vre vrould without h e s i t a t i o n p i c k the well-known 
pr o v i s i o n s of paragraphs 47 and 50. To contribute to t h e i r implementation, the 
delegation of Mexico submitted to the General Assembly at i t s second s p e c i a l session 
on disarmament a d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n , co-sponsored by the delegation of Svreden, i n which, 
as a p r a c t i c a l procedure f o r p u t t i n g i n t o e f f e c t vrithout delay the system, provided f o r 
i n paragraph 50 of the F i n a l Document, i t was proposed that the United States of 
iimerica and the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics, as the tv;o major nuclear-weapon 
States, should be urged to proclaim, e i t h e r through simultaneous u n i l a t e r a J 
d e c l a r a t i o n s or through a j o i n t d e c l a r a t i o n , an immediate nuclear arms freeze which 
would be a f i r s t step towards nuclear disarmament. The free'/.e would include a 
comprehensive t e s t ban of nuclear weapons and of t h e i r d e l i v e r y v e h i c l e s , the complete 
cessation of the manufacture of nuclear weapons and of t h e i r d e l i v e r y v e h i c l e s and of 
the production of f i s s i o n a b l e m a t e r i a l f o r weapon purposes, and, f i n a l l y , a ban on a l l 
f u r t h e r deployment of nuclear weapons and t h e i r d e l i v e r y v e h i c l e s . The freeze i n 
question vrould be subject to a l l the relevant procedures and measures of v e r i f i c a t i o n 
already agreed upon by the p a r t i e s i n the oasen of tlie SALT I and SALT I I T r e a t i e s , as 
w e l l as those accepted i n p r i n c i p l e by them during the t r i l a t e r a l n egotiations held i n 
Geneva from 1977 to I98O. 
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N a t u r a l l y , t h i s f r e e z e , as i s expressly stated i n the preamble to the d r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n , should not be regarded as an end i n i t s e l f but rather as an e f f e c t i v e means 
of c r e a t i n g a favourable environment f o r the conduct of negotiations on the reduction 
of nuclear arsenals, while at the same time preventing, the continued increase i n and 
q u a l i t a t i v e improvement of the vast array of nuclear weaponry already e x i s t i n g , during 
the period i n which the negotiations were taki n g place. 

The document also drew a t t e n t i o n to the present p r o p i t i o u s conditions f o r p u t t i n g 
the proposed freeze i n t o e f f e c t , since the United States and the Soviet Union are now 
equivalent i n nuclear m i l i t a r y pov/er. The " s u p e r i o r i t y " a l l e g e d l y enjoyed by one of 
the superpowers, which i s the pretext most frequently used to oppose a freeze, i s an 
argument that to any o b j e c t i v e observer i s t o t a l l y l a c k i n g i n v a l i d i t y . This was 
noted at the 51st Pugviash Conference held i n Banff, Canada, l a s t October, v/hich said 
that " i n general there i s p a r i t y between the two superpowers as regards nuclear 
m i l i t a r y c a p a c i t y " ; i t was repeated by the Palme Commission i n an i d e n t i c a l conclusion 
included i n the report that was unanimously adopted i n Stockholm on 25 A p r i l 1992; i t 
was a l s o maintained by L e s l i e H. Gelb — who from January 1977 to J u l y 1979 was i n 
charge of the Bureau of P o l i t i c a l and M i l i t a r y A f f a i r s of the State Department — who 
s a i d , on 27 June l a s t , i n the New York. Times, a f t e r a d e t a i l e d comparison of the land, 
sea and a i r nuclear v/eapons of the tv/o superpowers, and t h e i r respective systems of 
command, c o n t r o l , communication and i n t e l l i g e n c e , that, and I quote h i s own vrords, 
"the conclusion of the experts who analyse a l l these f a c t o r s i s that there i s a draw" 
betv/een the United States and the Soviet Union as regards nuclear f o r c e s . I t v/as also 
explained v/ith a multitude of i r r e f u t a b l e data and arguments by Professor Hans H. Bethe 
i n h i s testimony before the Foreign Relations Committee of the United States Senate, 
on 15 May 1982. 

This d i s t i n g u i s h e d academic began by summarizing h i s curriculum v i t a e , v/hich seems 
to me impressive and which I should l i k e to quote verbatim,'as I s h a l l also some of the 
most important paragraphs of h i s testimony. This i s the зглшпагу I referred t o : 

" I have been a professor of physics at C o r n e l l U n i v e r s i t y since 1935* 
In 1967 I v/as awarded the Nobel P r i z e f o r studies of nuclear r e a c t i o n s i n the 
s t a r s . - I was leader of the T h e o r e t i c a l D i v i s i o n of the Los Alamos S c i e n t i f i c 
Laboratory from I945 to I945 when that laboratory developed the f i r s t atomic 
bomb. I have consulted f o r the Los Alamos Laboratozy at l e a s t once a year. 
I was a member of.the President's Science Advisory Committee from 1957 to I96O, 
and remained a member of i t s S t r a t e g i c M i l i t a r y Panel u n t i l I969 when the 
panel was d i s s o l v e d . In 195S> I p a r t i c i p a t e d i n the Experts Conference i n 
Geneva which discussed the v e r i f i c a t i o n of a ban on nuclear v/eapons t e s t s , and 
l e d to the P a r t i a l Test Ban Treaty i n I965. I am t e s t i f y i n g on behalf of the 
Union of Concerned S c i e n t i s t s of Cambridge, Massachusetts, but the ideas 
expressed i n my testimony are my own." 

The f i r s t paragraphs of the testimony ran as f o l l o w s : 

"Several members of the Government have stated repeatedly that we.are 
i n f e r i o r to the Soviet Union i n s t r a t e g i c weapons, and that v/e need to b u i l d 
up our v/eapons. In my opinion, there i s no such i n f e r i o r i t y . V/e have 
more nuclear warheads than the Russians, and I consider t h i s to be the most 
important measure of r e l a t i v e strength. In a d d i t i o n , as Dr. K i s s i n g e r 
stressed many years ago, at the present l e v e l of s t r a t e g i c armaments, 
s u p e r i o r i t y i n number or megatons has no meaning. 
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"We are t o l d that there i s a windov/ of v u l n e r a b i l i t y because the Russians 
might use t h e i r large ICBMs to destroy our land-based ICBMs. I t i s generally 
agreed that t h i s i s not p o s s i b l e now, but with the improving accuracy of 
Russian m i s s i l e s i t might become possible i n a few years. Leaving the 
question of the t e c h n i c a l f e a s i b i l i t y aside, I claim tha,t such a f i r s t s t r i k e 
would give no s i g n i f i c a n t m i l i t a r y advantage to the Russiêins. 

"The reason i s that ICBiis make up only one-fourth of our s t r a t e g i c 
nuclear f o r c e s , as measuured by the rnomber of warheads. One-half of our force 
i s on invulnerable nuclear-powered subm.arines,. and another one-fourth i s on 
bombers, many of v/hich can taJce o f f from t h e i r г/idely dispersed a i r f i e l d s i n 
case of an a l e r t . V/e \,'ould therefore have ample s t r i k i n g force l e f t even i f 
a l l our ICBMs v i e r e destroyed." 

Further on, Professor Bethe continued h i s e x p o s i t i o n as f o l l o w s ; 

" I t i s also often claimed tha.t the Russians have introduced many new 
v/eapons of great power, such as the SS-18, S&-19 and S3-20, while we have done 
nothing. The l a t t e r statement i s not, t r u e . ^-Aiile the outer envelope of our-
Minuteman ICBM has remained the same, we have progressed from Minuteman 1 to 
2. to 3, and i n the l a t t e r we,ha.ve introduced MIRV, a development which the • 
Russians i m i t a t e d , and v/hich led them to t h e i r grea.t s t r i k i n g caupability. 
More important, on our submarines we have progressed from the P o l a r i s warhead 
to.the Poseidon, and then to Trident I . The l a t t e r represents very 
s i g n i f i c a n t progress. The range of Trident I i s 4,000 males, compared to 
about 2,000 f o r Poseidon. This permits our .submarines to operate over most 
of the North A t l a n t i c , and to s t i l l h i t Russia. Submarines at sea are very 
d i f f i c u l t to f i n d , Nov/ that they ..can roam over such a vast axrea of осссхг., 
they are f a r more e l u s i v e . This g r e a t l y enhances t h e i r i n v u l n e r a i b i l i t y , 
The US has not stood s t i l l i n nuclear v/eajions depl.oyment, 

"The most important a d d i t i o n to our arsenal i s the cruise m i s s i l e , v/hich 
i s being deployed on our Б-52 bombers. The cruise m i s s i l e can penetrate 
i n t o the Soviet Union. No defense .system against i t e x i s t s . The elaborate 
and c o s t l y Russian a i r defense system has been made obsolete by the cruise 
m i s s i l e , 3>0û0 of which are to be i n s t a l l e d on our bombers. In short we • 
have, and will continue to have i n t o the foreseeable f u t u r e , two completely 
independent and e s s e n t i a l l y invulnerable s t r a t e g i c f o r c e s , " 

As a conclusion to the foregoing arguments, and others v/hich I am, o m i t t i n g i n 
order not to take up too much time, the d i s t i n g u i s h e d s c i e n t i s t v/hom I have been 
quoting said quite unequivrooally, and I r e t u r n here to h i s ovm words2;, 

"We are not i n f e r i o r to the Russians i n s t r a t e g i c armaments. But v;e, 
the Russians and Western Europe" — and here l e t me make an a d d i t i o n to v/hat 
Professor Bethe said ; I think he should have added "and the r e s t of the 
v/or.ld". I continue with whait he said — "are severely threatened by the 
p o s s i b i l i t y that the enormous, arsenal of nuclear weapons on both sides may 
some day be used ..,, , 
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"To summarize: 

- Our s t r a t e g i c forces are, i f anything, superior to the Soviets' ; 

- Our n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y , and that of our a l l i e s , i s most threatened by 
the grotesque s i z e and continuing growth of both nuclear arsenals. 

"These are the basic f a c t s . Once they are r e c o g n i z e d t h e e s s e n t i a l 
features of a sound n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y p o l i c y become apparent." 

That i s a l l I intend to quote from Professor Bethe, vjho was awarded among other 
d i s t i n c t i o n s the Ifobel P r i z e . 

Returning to the d r a f t resolutioia co-sponsored by Mexico and Sweden'I refe r r e d to 
a moment ago, I should add that at the request of i t s sponsors i t has been transmitted 
by the United Nations Secretary-General to the General Assembly f o r consideration at 
i t s t h i r t y - s e v e n t h session. V/e are convinced that i t s approval by the 
General Assembly and the implementation of the freese proposed i n i t \-'ould help the 
Disarmament Committee i n the f u l f i l m e n t of those tasks which, as the sole m u l t i l a t e r a l 
disarmament n e g o t i a t i n g body, i t should carry out with respect to the cessation of the 
nuclear, arms race and nuclear disarmament, v.'hich form item 2 of i t s agenda. 

We are l i k e w i s e s t i l l convinced that f o r t h i s purpose i t i s becoming d a i l y more 
urgent to set up an ad hoc vrorking group to undertake the necessary n e g o t i a t i o n s , as 
the Group of 21 has been suggesting f o r the past two years. V/e also support the 
Indian proposal, f o r the establislment of an ad hoc working group which, as i s stated 
i n document CD/509 of 11 August 1982, \J0uld be responsible f o r undertaking 
"negotiations on appropriate and p r a c t i c a l measures f o r the prevention of nuclear war". 

I cannot conclude a statement such as t h i s , devoted to the cessation of the 
nuclear arms race and nuclea.r disarmament, without s t r e s s i n g the surprise I f e l t on 
reading the a r t i c l e published three days ago i n the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Herald Tribune under 
the t i t l e , "Pentagon Plan Methods of V/inning Protracted Nuclear War", vrhich s t a t e s , 
among ether things: 

"Administration i n s i d e r s report that the new s t r a t e g i c master plan i s 
more, d e t a i l e d i n i t s advocacy of nuclear warfare than the annual Defense 
Department g u i d e l i n e . More s i g n i f i c a n t l y , i t would carry the imprimatur 
of the President and h i s National Security C o u n c i l , whereas the annual 
guidance plan i s an i n t e r n a l Pentagon document." 

This a r t i c l e i n the Herald Tribune r e f e r s also to another a r t i c l e . This other 
a r t i c l e , which I read some time ago, was published i n the simmier of 1980 — 1 may say 
i n passing that i t v/as i n the review Foreign P o l i c y and not Foreign A f f a i r s , as 
erroneously stated i n the Herald Tribune. I t was published i n t h i s review, I repeat, 
by two members of the s t a f f of the Hudson I n s t i t u t e . I read i t without attaching 
more importance to i t than to any other of the dozens of "scenarios" that the 
so-called "think-tanks" of the United States are so f r u i t f u l and imaginative i n 
producing. But I confess that I should be deeply alarmed i f , as seems to emerge 
from the newspaper a r t i c l e .1 quoted, there should now be a tendency to convert such 
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t h e o r i e s , t h a t a r e a s d a n g e r o u s a s t h e y a r e u n f o u n d e d , i n t o a p r i m e e l e m e n t i n t h e 
n u c l e a r p o l i c y o f n o n e o t h e r t h a n o n e o f t h e two a u p o r p o w o r s . We v e n t u r e t o h o p e 
t h a t t h i s i s n o t t h e c a s e , a n d t h a t we s h - 1 1 s o o n h e a r i n t h i s room, a s t a t e m e n t b y 
t h a t c o x m t r y ' s d e l e g a t i o n t h a t •.:±11 a l l ^ y n u r f e a r s . 

F o r my d e l e g a t i o n i s f i r m l y c o n v i n c e d t h a t , a s i s s t e . t e d i n t h e l a s t r e p o r t o f 
t h e S e c r e t a r y - G e n e r a l o n n u c l e a r w e a p o n s • ./hich I h a v e a l r e a d y q u o t e d , a n u c l e a r '..-ar 
w o u l d r e p r e s e n t — i n t h e i - o r d s o f t h e r e p o r t — ' ' t h e h i g h e s t l e v e l o f h u m a n m a d n e s s " , 
a n d t h a t a l l t h e c a l c u l a t i o n s a n d f o r e c a s t s made i n t h a t r e s p e c t s h o u l d h a v e a s t h e i r 
s o l e i n s p i r a t i o n t h a t — a s t h e S e c r e t a r y - G e n e r a l a .aid — " t h e r e s h o u l d n e v e r b e a 
n u c l e a r w a r " . 

M r . SUTRESi ' lA ( I n d o n e s i a ) ; M r . C h a i r m a n , a s y o u a r e a w a r e , t h e I n d o n e s i a n 
d e l e g a t i o n h a s o n p r e v i o u s C'^ a s i o n s s t a t f - d i t s p o s i t i o n r e g a r d i n g c h e m i c a l w e a p o n s . 
H o v r e v e r , i n v i e w o f t h e i m p o r t a j i o e I n d o n e s i a a t t a c h e s t o t h e i t e m , said a f t e r l i s t e n i n g 
t o t h e s t a t e m e n t a made o n t h i s i t e m , i n t h e p l e n a r y i n t h e l a s t f e w d a y s , my d e l e g a t i o n 
w i s h e s t o e x p r e s s i t s v i e ' ; s o n c e r t a i n i m p o r t a n t a s p e c t s o f t h e p r o b l e m o f c h e m i c a l 
w e a p o n s . 

P i r s t o f a l l , my d e l e g a t i o n s h a r e s t h e v i e w s e x p r e s s e d b y many d e l e g a t i o n s t h a t 
t h e C o m m i t t e e s h o u l d g i v e p r i o r i t y t o t h i s i t e m a n d t h a t f u r t h e r s e r i o u s e f f o r t s s h o u l d 
b e m a d e i n o r d e r t h a t t h e c o m m i t t e e j a n maho s u b s t a n t i a l p r o g r e s s i n e l a b o r a t i n g a 
c o n v e n t i o n o n c h e m i c a l w e a p o n s . I t i s n e e d l e s s t o e m p h a s i s e t h e m a g n i t u d e o f t h e 
d e v a s t a t i o n a n d h a r m f u l e f f e c t s c a u s e d b y t h e u s e o f e h e m . i c a l w e a p o n s , a s h i s t o r y h a s 
c l e a r l y i n d i c a t e d . I t i s a l l t h e m o r e s o i f we t a l c e i n t o a c c o u n t , a n d a d d , t h e i m p a '' 
o f t e c h j i o l o g i c a l a d v a n c e t c t h a t m a g n i t u d e . T h e a l l e g e d u s e o f c h e m i c a l w e a p o n s i n 
a r m e d c o n f l i c t s i n c e r t a i n p a r t s o f t h e w o r l d h a v e f u r t h e r g e n e r a t e d s e r i o u s c o n c e r n 
i n my c o u n t r y . T h e m^agni tude o f t h e d e v a s t a t i o n a n d d a m a g e t h e s e w e a p o n s i n f l i c t e d 
o n h u m a n b e i n g s a n d o t h e r e l e m e n t s o f t h e l i v i n g i - o r l d h a s s t r e n g t h e n e d my d e l e g a t i o n ' s 
c o n v i c t i o n t h a t t h e C o m m i t t e e • • i l l m a k e a n i n v a i u a . b l e c o n t i ú b u t t o n t o m a n k i n d i f i t 
c o u l d m a k e s u b s t a n t i a l p r o g r e s s i n t h e e l a b o r a t i o n o f a c o n v e n t i o n o n c h e m i c a l 
w e a p o n s . I n t h i " c o n n e c t i o n I s h o u l d l i k e t o e x p r e s s o u r - - p p r e c i a t i o n t o t h e 
d e l e g a t i o n o f t h e S o v i e t U n i o n f o r h a v i n g p r e s e n t e d a p r o p o s a l o n t h e b a s i c p r o v i s i o n ' ^ 
o f a c h e m i c a l w e a p o n s c o n v e n t i o n • m i c h w i l l b e u s e f u l t o o u r j o i n t e f f o r t s . 

A s r e g a r d s t h e g e n e r a l e l e m e n t s o f t h e c o n v e n t i o n , we t a k e t h e v i e w t h a t 
d o c u m e n t s C p / 2 2 0 and С р / С У Д Ф . 3 5 c o n s t i t u t e s o u j i d b a s e s f o r o u r f u r t h e r e f f o r t s . I n 
t h e p l e n a r y \ie h a v e e x p r e s s p d o u r vie-.. 's " i t h r e g a r d t o t h e m e t h o d o f w o r k f o r d e a l i n g 
w i t h t h o s e e l e m e n t s a n d my d e l e g a t i o n h a s made s e r i o u s a t t e m p t s t o m a k e t h e n e c e s s a r y 
c o n t r i b u t i o n s i n v a r i o u s ' ' h o m e w o r k g r o u p s " . I w i s t : t o t a k e t h i s o p p o r t u n i t y t o 
e x p r e s s o u r v i e w s o n c e r t a i n e l e m e n t s o f t h e c o n v e n t i o n . F r a n k l y , I w a s s u r p r i s e d 
w h e n I l i s t e n e d t o t h e s t a t e m e n t s ma..de b y a f e w d e l e g a ^ x i c n s i n t h i s p l e n a r y , n o t o n l y 
q u e s t i o n i n g , a t t h i s s t a g e o f o u r " c r k , t h e v a l i d i t y o r t h e l e g i t i m a c y o f t h e 
a r g u m e n t s i n f e r v o u r o f t h e i n c l u s i o n o f a p r o v i s i o n i n t h e s c o p e p r o h i b i t i n g t h e u s e 
o f c h e m i c a l ' ./eapons b u t a l s o s a y i n g c h a t t h o e f f o r t t o i n c l u d e s u c h p r o v i s i o n w i l l 
c o m p l i c a t e r e a . e h i n g a g r e e m . e n t . To s u p p o r t t h e i r v i e s , t h e y h a v e c o n t e n d e d t h a t 
s i n c e t h e c o n v e n t i o n " i l l p r o h i b i t t h e d e v e l o p m e n t , p r o d u c t i o n , a c q u i s i t i o n , 
s t o c k p i l i n g , r e t e n t i o n a n d t r a n s f e r o f c h e m i c a l w e a p o n s a n d t h e m e a n s o f p r o d u c t i o n o f 
s u c h w e a p o n s , t h e n t h e p r o p o s a l t o i n c l u d e a p r o h i b i t i o n o f u s e i s b a s e l e s s a n d 
t j i n n e c e s s a r y . T h e y h a v e c o n t e n d e d f u r t h e r t h a t s u c h i n c l u s i o n w i l l u n d e r m i n e t h e 
1925 G e n e v a P r o t o c o l . 



CD/PV.ISO 
41 

('ñr. Sutresna., Indonesia) 

Other delegations, including.my ovm, ha.ve put forward v a l i d arguments i n 
favour of the i n c l u s i o n of the p r o h i b i t i o n of use i n the convention. For t h i s 
rea.son, I do not want to go through those arguments again. I b e l i e v e , however, 
that i t i s of grea.t importance f o r t h i s Committee to ncte that there i s no l o g i c 
i n the argument that since the development a.nd production of chemical wea.pons a.re 
to be p r o h i b i t e d by the convention, i t v / i l l not be necessary to p r o h i b i t t h e i r use. 
Sta.tements ma.de i n t h i s Conmiittee a.t previous sessions as w e l l a.s at t h i s session 
have c l e a r l y i n d i c a t e d the inadequacy of the 1925 Geneva P r o t o c o l , ca.used a.mong 
other things by i t s l i m i t e d scope of a p p l i c a t i o n , the l a c k of a v e r i f i c a t i o n régime 
and the- apparent b u i l t - i n mechanism v/hich renders the use of conventional weapons 
a. p o s s i b i l i t y . Those wealoiesses were i n fa ct and i n pa.rt due to the rapi d 
development i n technology T(?hich now has confronted us v;ith nev/ imperatives, and had 
nothing to do v/ith the goodwill of the p a r t i e s concluding the P r o t o c o l . And i t 
i s p r e c i s e l y because of those shortcomings that v/e are attempting to elabora.te a 
comprehensive convention on chemica.l v/eapons. As to the contention that a. 
p r o h i b i t i o n to develop, produce and s t o c k p i l e w i l l subsume a p r o h i b i t i o n to use, 
my delegation would l i k e humbly to submit the f o l l o w i n g . F i r s t , the Convention 
v/e a r e ela.borating v / i l l c e r t a i n l y not be a.pplied i n a vacuumi. I t v / i l l be a.pplied 
i n 3. s i t u a t i o n where some countries v / i l l a.lrea.dy have s t o c k p i l e s and arsena.ls of 
chemical wea.pons. Under t h i s circimstance, before a State pa.rty could destroy 
such chemical weapons, f o r pra.ctical reasons, there w i l l be a time lapse during 
which that State, f o r reasons of n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y , co\iId prcba.bly use the chemical 
wea.pons at i t s disposal lega.lly, simply beca.use there i s no p r o v i s i o n i n the 
convention which bans or p r o h i b i t s t h e i r use hence the 1925 Geneva. Protocol 
mechanism w i l l opera.te. This i s a l e g a l la.cuna. v/hich we v/ant to avoid and overcome. 
Secondly, since i t i s general l y a.greed that the scope would include a. p r o h i b i t i o n 
to a.cquire chemical v/ea.pons, and since a.ctually i t could also be sa.id that 
p r o h i b i t i o n to develop', produce and s t o c k p i l e chemica.l wea.pons v / i l l subsume the 
p r o h i b i t i o n to acquire, m.y delega.tion can not unde,rst8.nd why c e r t a i n delegations 
trea.t the question ^ f non-use d i f f e r e n t l y from the question of non - a c q u i s i t i o n 
by opposing the i n c l u s i o n of non-use. On the r e l a t i o n s betv/een the proposal to 
include p r o h i b i t i o n of use i n the scope a.nd the 1925 Geneva P r o t o c o l , v/e would l i k e 
to take t h i s opportunity to assure those delega.tions that we have no i n t e n t i o n 
whatsoever to undermine the 1925 Geneva P r o t o c o l , to v/lùch Indonesia i t s e l f i s a. 
pa.rty. 

My delega.tion has in d i c a t e d i n i t s statem.ent i n plenary of i t s a.pprecia.tion 
of the developments i n the inform;3l consultations concerning vi.rious elements 
of the convention, i n c l u d i n g the scope, оЪИе we are ta k i n g a. f i r m p o s i t i o n i n 
favour of the i n c l u s i o n of the p r o h i b i t i o n of use i n the scope, v/e are prepared t c 
study a l t e r n a t i v e approaches v/hich coi-ild generate a consensus. In t h i s connection, 
we are a.lso prepa.red to include i n the "pa.cka.ge s o l u t i o n " a p r o v i s i o n i n the 
convention which w i l l ensure tha.t a. convention which includes a. p r o v i s i o n on the 
p r o h i b i t i o n of use v / i l l not undermine the 1925 Geneva P r o t o c o l . Our p o s i t i o n 
on the question c f non-use i s motiva.ted simply by f e a r and anxiety created by 
the d e s t r u c t i v e e f f e c t s of chemical v/eapcns on l i v i n g s t r a c t u r e s as well as by the 
fa.ct that modern technology/ has been developing i n such a. v/ay tha.t i t ha.s lov/ered 
the threshold f o r the pi-odiuction and use cf chemical wea.pons. 

Another iííiporta.nt element of the convention i s d e f i n i t i o n , Уe .take note c f the 
p o s i t i v e developments reported i n f o r m a l l y to the V/orking Group on Chemica.l l/ea.pons 
on the progress of informal consultation's on t l i s m.a.tter. I t i s my delegation's 
viev/ that we should v/ork out a comprehensive d e f i n i t i o n of chemica.l vrea.pons v/hich 
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w i l l best serve the basic purpose oj? the convention, namely, a t o t a l ban of 
chemical vreapons i n a l l t h e i r forms and methods of uae. I t i s necessary, 
therefore, that the d e f i n i t i o n should include envircnmental warfare agents, 
i n c l u d i n g herbic.i. .l,?s. Indonesia- i a a. d-velaping country v .ose economy dependo 
p r i m a r i l y on a.gricixlture. The use cf such ciiemical agents vrould no doubt 
adversely a.ffect our livelihooâ a.s vrell a.s the e c o l o g i c a l balance. 

UsefrJ. informal ccnsuuLtaticns have alao been ca-rried out on another element 
of the convention, namely, the element concerning destruction, d i v e r s i o n , 
dism.antling and convez'sion. General understanding seems to be developing on 
various aspects cf the element. I t i s not my i n t e n t i o n , of course, to prejudge 
ths i^eport on thene informal consijl tot ions yet t c bp. m.a.de. I vrould simply l i k e 
to reitera.te the need to separa.te the o b l i g a t i o n t ^ destroy cJiemica.l vrea.pons from 
the p o s s i b i l i t y of d i v e r s i o n f o r pea.ceful u-'i-es. I t is a.lsc important to stress 
that internationa.l co-operation vrovild bs required f o r f i n d i n g .sim.ple d e s t r u c t i o n 
methods to be ивее not only f o r deetrcying chemical vrarfa.re agents but a.lso f o r 
destroying i n d u s t r i a l Vv-aster; vrhich have i n c r e a s i n g l y i n f l i c t e d ha.rmful e f f e c t s on 
the environment, especi-a.ily i n developing countries. 

I t i s g e n e r a l l y agreed that a.ny convention p r o h i b i t i n g chemical weapons w i l l 
not achieve the desired e f f e c t i f i t unes not contain adequa.te pr o v i s i o n s on 
v e r i f i c a . t i o n . consider that the v o r i i i c a . t i o n regime c o n s t i t u t e s one of the 
most e s s e n t i a l elements cf the convention. I t i s our duty to elabora.te a. regime 
vrhich v r i l l i nclude a. v i a b l e a.nd e f f e c t i v e v e r i f i c a . t i o n system and mechanism.' 
They should r e f l e c t a balance betvreen na.tional and i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a . t i o n . 
The v e r i f i c a . t i o n regime should a l s o include a. v e r i f i c a t i o n m.echa-nism¡ f o r every 
importa.nt stage of im.plemerita.tion of the c b l i g a t i c n s under the convention, i n c l u d i n g 
the v e r i f i c a t i o n of decla.rations of possession or non-possesaion of chemica.l 
wea.pons a.s w e l l as the v e r i f i c a . t i o n of non-use. 

F i n a l l y , a.s time does not permit me to expre.;;s my delegation's vievis on a l l 
the other elementa of the convention, my d-Qegation reserve.^ i t s r i g h t to sta.te i t s 
vievrs on those elemftnta i f and vrnen i t d эта i t appropria.tt,, 

Mr. FIELDS (united States of America): l i r . Chairman, I ta.ke the f l o o r today f o r 
personal — yet relevant — reasons. Cur plenary meeting today i s a. nosta.lgic one 
f o r us a l l , f o r i t i s the l a s t one vrhich we s h a l l aha.^e with our d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
collea.gue and esteemed f r i e n d , ilmba-ssador Ven.ka.tesvrara.n, vrho nov-r depa.rts from our 
midst f o r new diplomatic vi,îtas. 

He represents з country noted f o r , among' ether things, gurua a.nd has, i n ma.ny 
respects, been e guru to v..s. Although, he modestly shuns tha.t t i t l e , 
Amba.ssador Venka.tesvra.rsn ha.s d i l i g e n t l y scught t c l e a d us tovrard vrorthy goa.ls. He 
has i n j e c t e d i n t o a l l of our d e l i b e r a t i o n s , a.s w e l l a.s i n our persona.l and socia.l 
contacts, that i n f i n i t e wisdom u s u a l l y associated w i t h Indian guinis. Centuries 
of i n t e l l e c t u a l and c i o l t u r a l development form the v r e l l - s p r i n g of h i s sa.ga.city. 
We have a l l been enriched by h i s ccntributions__, a.nd w i l l be diminished by M s 
departure. Tc h i s vrisdom, he a.dded the sparkle of h i s w i t . A s t o r y t e l l e r i n 
the great t r a d i t i o n of h i s c u l t u r a l hei-ita.ge, he has erilivened our debates, as 
vrell a.s our socia.l contacts. I f I m.ay compa.re him to a. wellknovm philosopher 
from my country, Amba.ssador Venlva.tesvíaran i s India's dix^lcmatic a.nawer to 
V / i l l Rogers — a. man w i t h a ra.re g i f t of rela.ting t r u t h and wisdom through humour. 
Indeed, the l o s s of h i s humour w i l l leave us a. more sombre a.nd unleavened body. 
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Cert:a.inly, my delegation has ha.d frequent^ and significa,nt, differences w i t h 
our d i s t i n g u i s h e d India.n collea.gue, hut we ha.ve never had any rea.son to doubt .his 
s i n c e r i t y or commitment to tho causes \íhich he so eloquently cha.mpioned here. 
Differences w i l l alwa.ys l i n e our pa.th along the thorny roa,d we trea.d. His wit 
a.nd v;isdom have helped us avoid somio of the brambles, a.nü the rose-coloured glasses 
which he f r e q u e n t l y wea.rs have made him impervious to ma.ny of the'brambles which 
rem.a.in i n the pa.th. He ha.s accepted our differences w i t h grace a.nd f r e q u e n t l y 

. w i t h understanding ~ a tra.it which i s becom.ing i n a. diploma.t and bea.rs-emula.tion. 

. Thus, we r e l u c t a n t l y r e l i n q u i s l i the bonds vrhich ha.ve lini:ed us to our departing 
collea.gue but v/e v/ish to remind him that those bonds forged by our o f f i c i a . l 
rela.tions w i l l s u r e l y remain i n d e f i n i t e l y i n our personal regard. 

We a l l v/ish him Godspeed a.nd success i n h i s nev/ post, an im.porta.nt and 
cha.llenging one. Moreover, че send v/ith him our a.ffection, respect a.nd a.3sura.nces 
of the bonds of f r i e n d s h i p v/hich v/e have formed i n our b r i e f time together. 

Mr. SABAN ( I n d i a ) : Mr. Cha.irma.n, I thinlv Ambassa.dor Venl<:a.tesv\ra.ra.n w i l l net 
be able to f o r g i v e himself v/jien I t e l l him about the very wa.rm a.nd f l a . t t e r i n g 
t r i b u t e s vi/hich ha.ve been paid to him. by Ambassador F i e l d s ; I think he would ha.ve 
enjoyed the p r i v i l e g e of being here i n person tc l i s t e n to these very v/arm. • 
sentiments. Hov/ever. I thinic I v/ould be i n t e r p r e t i n g h i s f e e l i n g s a c c u r a t e l y i f 
I extended to Ambassa.dor F i e l d s our very, deep ap p r e c i a t i o n and v/a.m gra.titude f o r 
the generous t r i b u t e that he has paid to the head of our delega.tion a.nd the very 
k i n d rema.rks that lie has mode .about оггг count.ry. 

The СЫАИШН; I tha.nlc the representative of India f o r h i s .sta.tement. 

Mem.bers w i l l reca.ll that I announced at оггг plena.ry meeting la.st Tuesda.y my 
i n t e n t i o n to put before the Commiittee today a. d r a f t d e c i s i o n concerning a request 
by Senega.l t o participa.te i n the work o f the Committee. Tha.t dra f t d e c i s i o n i s 
conta.ined i n Working Paper Ho. 72. !_/ I t follov/s the pra.ctice adopted i n the 
Committee i n the pa.st i n the ca.se of previous reqггests. I f there i s no o b j e c t i o n , 
I v\rill consider that the Committee a.dopts tJie d r a f t d e c i s i o n . 

I t was so decided. 

The CHA.IP114N; I have requested the secretaria.t to circiiLa.te today an informa.l 
pa.per conta,ining a. timetable foi- m.eetingo to be held by the Committee and i t s 
Working Group on Chemica.l V/ea.pons during the coming week. I have been informed 
by the Chairm.a.n of the Ad Hoc V/orking Group on a. Nviclear Test Ba.n that the 
Working Grout! w i l l meet tomorrov/ a.t 5 p.m. liere i n the Council Chamber and tha.t, 
on that cccasion, he intends to consult v/ith the V/orking Group on i t s progra.rame 

l / "In response t c tiie reqtiest of Senega.l (CD/317) and i n accorda.nce w i t h 
r u l e s 35 to 35 of i t s .rules of procedure, the Committee decides to i n v i t e the 
representative of Senegal to p a r t i c i p a t e during 1982 i n the discussions on the 
3 u b s t a.ntive items on the a.genda at pleiiery and informal meetings of the Committee, 
as w e l l as i n the meetings of the ÜCL.ÍLCÍC working groups e s t a b l i s h e d f o r the 
1982 s e s s i o n . 

"V/ith reference to the agenda of tho Cormtittee f o r the 1982 session and the 
progra.mme of v/ork f o r the second pa.rt of i t s session, the representative of Senegal 
i s i n v i t e d to i n d i c a t e i n due covirse the p a r t i c u l a r concerns of Senegal". 
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cf meetings f o r the coming week. As usual, the time-table i s simply .indicative a.nd 
we w i l l a.djustit a.s we proceed, i f necessa.ry. I f there i s no objection, I w i l l 
ta.ke i t that the Committee adopts the time-table. 

I t was so decided. 

The СНАНиШ^; Distinguished delegates, you w i l l t h i s morning have received 
a. copy of a. book published by the United Na.tions I n s t i t u t e f o r Disarmament Research 
which i s c i r c u l a t e d to the members of the Committee as a. courtesy from that 
I n s t i t u t e . I wish, on your behalf, to thank i t s D i r e c t o r f o r making a.vailable to 
UE the r e s u l t s o i the work done on the important questions dealt with by that group. 
I thought i t would be u s e f u l to recognize what they have done i n circiola-ting that 
book. 

Before I a.djoum t h i s plena.ry meeting m.a.y I r e c a l l t h a t , as agreed by the 
Committee at our la.st plenary meeting, vre w i l l held an informal meeting t h i s 
a.fterncon to continue our consideration of proposa.ls submitted under items 2 a.nd 7 
of the .Committee's agenda.. 

The next plena.ry meeting of the Committee on Disarmament w i l l be held on 
Tuesday, 24 August, at 10.JO a.m. 

The plenary m.eeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 4.40 P.m. 
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The СНй.ШЖг1; I declsi-e open the 1 8 l 3 t plenary meeting of the Committee on 
Diearmam.ent, 

The Comjriittee s t a r t s today i t s consideration of item 1 of i t s agenda, "Nuclear 
t e s t ban". In acccrdanco v;ith r u l e 30 of the r i i l e s of procedure-, members'vishing tc 
do so may make statencnts on an-y ot.her. subject relevant to the work of the Com;7iittee. 

In connection with item 1 cf the Sgenôa, may 1 draw the a t t e n t i o n of the 
Committee to docijuient CD/518, e n t i t l e d , "Progress report to the Committee on 
Disarmament on the fourteenth session of the Ad Hoc G-roup of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to 
Consider I n t e r n a t i o n a l Co-operative îieasures to Detect and I d e n t i f y Seismic Events", 
which has been c i r c u l a t e d today f o r consiue-raticn by the Ccimnittee, In 'addition to 
tbe statements that members night,wish to make on the report, i t i s the p r a c t i c e of 
the Commiittee to make some time a v a i l a b l e f o r questions which members wish to address 
to the Chairman of the Gro-ap, Dr. U l f Ericsson of Sweden, I w i l l 'bherefore i n v i t e 
Dr, Ericsson at the end. of t h i s plenary meeting to answer any questions addressed to 
him i n connection with the pi'-ogress report. 

Before we s t a r t our business f o r t h i s plenary meeting, I wish to note that we 
need to continue o-ur consideration of proposals made under itemiS 2 and 7 of thé agenda 
of the Committee, Members w i l l r e c a l l that we started our d i s c u s s i o n on those 
proposals at our informal meeting on Thursday l a s t . In accordance with the programme 
of work f o r the present week, we reserved t h i s afternoon f o r an. inform.al meeting. 
We should therefore continue our exchange of views t h i s afternoon at an informal 
meeting. In connection with the time reserved f o r an informal meeting on Thursday 
afternoon, m.ay I suggest that we devote that meeting tc the question of the improved 
and e f f e c t i v e f u n c t i o n i n g of the Committee. We w i l l proceed accordingly, i f - t h e r e 
i s no o b j e c t i o n , 

I have on my l i s t of speakers f o r today the representatives of Yugoslavia, the 
Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Piep-ablics,' Mexico, Sweden, Japan, A u s t r a l i a and Senegal, 

I now give the f l o o r to the f i r s t speaker on my l i s t , the distinguished, 
representative of Yugoslavia, Aitfoassador Vrhunec, 

Mr, VEHUNEC (Yugoslavia); Ш, СЬа1гт,ап, i t i s a p a r t i c u l a r pleasure to greet 
you, the representative of a non-aligned, f r i e n d l y A f r i c a n country as Chairman of the 
Committee on Disarm.amient and to assure you that my delegation w i l l do i t s utmost to 
f a c i l i t a t e the d i f f i c u l t task t h a t stands before you. 

I would also l i k e to express our gratitude to Ambassador Okawa of Japan who had 
the p a r t i c u l a r l y d e l i c a t e and d i f f i c u l t task of concluding the session of the 
Committee on the eve of the second s p e c i a l session, 

I would also l i k e to a v a i l myself of t h i s opportunity to greet the new 
representative of f r i e n d l y and neighbouring Romania, Ambassador Datcu, whose 
experience w i l l be important f o r the work of our Committee, and to wish mmch success 
i n t h e i r f u t ure duties to our colleagues who have l e f t us, Ambassadors Yu Peiwen of 
China,. V a l d i v i e s o of Peru and Venl-cateswaran of I n d i a , 
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Our summer se s s i o n i s taking place under the d i r e c t impact of the unsuccessful 
conclusion of the second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament. Many previous speakers have spoken about t h i s , g i v i n g various 
assessments as to the causes of such a conclusion. We share the views of the great 
m a j o r i t y who have said that the f a i l u r e of the s p e c i a l session must be placed, i n the 
perspective of the p e r s i s t e n t d e t e r i o r a t i o n i n the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n during the 
past f o u r years. However, d i f f e r e n c e s a l s o e x i s t with regard to the causes that 
have l e d to such a d e t e r i o r a t i o n i n the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n , and there are even 
greater d i f f e r e n c e s w i t h respect to t h ^ way out of the present d i f f i c u l t s i t u a t i o n . 

The continuation of the arms race, which i s i r r e c o n c i l a b l e with the goals and 
p r i n c i p l e s of the United Hâtions, i s surely the main cause and consequence of such a 
st a t e of a f f a i r s . 

The theoiy and p r a c t i c e which aspire to present the appearance of new weapons 
as an imperative of n a t i o n a l defence i n t e r e s t s and a way to seek p o l i t i c a l and 
m i l i t a r y balance, i n r e a l i t y represent an attempt to j u s t i f y the arms race and as 
such are unacceptable, both from the standpoint of world peace and i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
co-operation as w e l l as from the standpoint of the n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y of any State, 
The arms race' i s i n e v i t a b l y the consequence of power p o l i t i c s , the ex e r c i s e of 
pressure, i n t e r f e r e n c e i n the i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s of countries and. the expansion of 
spheres of i n t e r e s t . A l l t h i s generates d i s t r u s t , i n s e c u r i t y and i n s t a b i l i t y , which 
l e a d to a constant d e t e r i o r a t i o n i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s and c o n s t i t u t e the most 
concrete and most dangerous threat to peace and the s e c u r i t y of countries and hinder 
socio-economic-development i n the world. Such э s i t u a t i o n has unfortunately been 
going on f o r too long a time. I t s harshest aspect i s the i n c r e a s i n g l y frequent 
aggressions against non-aligned countries of which the most recent example i n such a 
s e r i e s of events i s the genocide c a r r i e d out against the unarmed c i v i l i a n population 
of the Lebanese and P a l e s t i n i a n peoples on the part of the exc e p t i o n a l l y aggressive 
I s r a e l i war machine. I t i s p a r t i c u l a r l y d i s q u i e t i n g that the I s r a e l i aggression, 
which equals i n i t s a t r o c i t i e s the one to which the populations of many coimtries were 
exposed during the Second World War, i n c l u d i n g the I s r a e l i people themselves, i s 
tak i n g place without p a r t i c u l a r p rotest from many countries which otherwise f o l l o w 
very c l o s e l y and with considerable p u b l i c i t y the v i o l a t i o n of i n d i v i d u a l human r i g h t s 
i n some countries. 

We consider that the way out of the present s i t u a t i o n must only be sought i n the 
c r e a t i o n of a new system of i n t e r n a t i o n a l p o l i t i c a l and economic r e l a t i o n s . As 
regards p o l i t i c s i n p a r t i c u l a r , a change i n tho i n t e r n a t i o n a l behaviour of the 
b i g Powers must be sought, while they must bear the f u l l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y i n a l l t h i s 
f o r the state of i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s as w e l l as f o r t h e i r own concrete behaviour. 
P a r a l l e l to t h i s , negotiations should be conducted on the settlem.ent of the most 
urgent issues. The t h e s i s that the precondition f o r disarmament negotiations i s 
the improvement of the p o l i t i c a l climate and, i n that connection, the r e s o l v i n g of 
p o l i t i c a l hotbeds of c r i s i s and other problems i n general, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the 
r e l a t i o n s between the b i g Powers, i s not convincing. For us, i t has only r e l a t i v e 
s i g n i f i c a n c e , a l l the more so since the arms race i t s e l f i s the source and 
consequence of m i s t r u s t and c r i s i s i n r e l a t i o n s . In .other words, the overcoming of 
the present unfavourable i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s can only be achieved through p a r a l l e l 
e f f o r t s i n the p o l i t i c a l , m i l i t a r y and economic spheres. Only p o l i t i c a l means can ' 
e f f i c i e n t l y pave the л-íay f o r disarmament, j u s t as p r a c t i c a l disarmament measures, as 
modest as they i n i t i a l l y may be, can contribute s u b s t a n t i v e l y to the promotion of the 
p o l i t i c a l climate and to confidence i n the success of the peaceful settlement of 
disputes. 



CD/PV.181 
8 

(Mr. Vrhunec. Yugoslavia) 

•The existence of mutual confidence would, no doubt, lead to the strengthening of 
p o l i t i c a l w i l l which, i n turn, proceeding from the existence of g l o b a l and approximate 
p a r i t y of power, could c a l l f o r p r a c t i c a l measures of m i l i t a r y disengagement and the 
reduction of armed forces and annaments, V/hen s t r e s s i n g that the r e q u i s i t e 
c o n d i t i o n f o r peace, s e c u r i t y and confidence i n the world i s the existence of a balance 
between the b i g m i l i t a r y Powers, i t i s o f t e n overlooked that the process of the arms 
race only worsens even more the e x i s t i n g l a c k of balance between the b i g Powers and the 
r e s t of the world, e s p e c i a l l y to the detriment of the countries which do not belong 
to .any a l l i a n c e s and p r i m a r i l y small countries. The i n t e r e s t of these countries, 
among which Yugoslavia also f i n d s i t s e l f , i s therefore geared towards a.taking of 
measures as urgently as p o s s i b l e to reduce the l e v e l of armaments, i n order to ensure 
the r i g h t of every State to s e c u r i t y . 

In such a s i t u a t i o n the Committee on Disarmament, as the s i n g l e m u l t i l a t e r a l 
n e g o t i a t i n g body, i s the most appropriate forum which should make p a r t i c u l a r e f f o r t s 
to attenuate the unfavourable s i t u a t i o n i n the f i e l d of disarmament. We share the 
opinion of a l l those who have assessed the Committee as being capable of achieving i f 
even an i n s i g n i f i c a n t degree of success i n i t s v/ork. Of course, any success w i l l 
depend both on reinforced e f f o r t s and even more on the resoluteness, i . e . the p o l i t i c a l 
w i l l to achieve i t . The programme of work we have adopted o f f e r s such p o s s i b i l i t i e s , 
e s p e c i a l l y i n connection v/ith some p r i o r i t y issues on the agenda, I s h a l l dv/ell very 
b r i e f l y on the work of some working groups and, i n that respect, the problems that we 
must solve. 

F i r s t , my delegation considers that one of the most mature issues i s the ban on 
chemical vreapons. In the course of a decade of the Coimnittee's work on t h i s i s s u e , 
much has indeed been done to b r i n g neor tho completion of the text of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
convention. Yugoslavia has always accorded the greatest a t t e n t i o n to the p r o h i b i t i o n 
of t h i s type of weapons of moss d e s t r u c t i o n and w i l l continue to give i t s c o n t r i b u t i o n 
through the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of i t s experts. So f a r , Yugoslavia has' submitted several 
working papers r e l a t i n g to p a r t i c u l a r elements of the convention such as v e r i f i c a t i o n , 
the d e f i n i t i o n of chemical warfare agents, medical p r o t e c t i o n against nerve gas 
poisoning and i n r e l a t i o n to the destr\яction, d i v e r s i o n , dismantling and conversion of 
warfare agents and t h e i r means of production. We b e l i e v e that the Ad Hoc Working 
Group can make f u r t h e r s i g n i f i c a n t progress i n t h i s year's work and can embark next 
year upon the el a b o r a t i o n of the f i n a l d r a f t of tho convention. 

Secondly, even a f t e r four years the Committee on Disarmament i s s t i l l not 
conducting negotiations on nuclear disarmament which i s the f i r s t p r i o r i t y adopted by 
consensus on the part of a l l States at the General Assembly's f i r s t s p e c i a l session on 
disarmament and confirmed again at the second s p e c i a l session held i n J u l y t h i s year. 
The many people who r i g h t f u l l y demonstrate i n the s t r e e t s of.many c i t i e s , c a l l i n g f o r 
the prevention of the nuclear t h r e a t , probably do not know that t h i s Committee has 
never even started to negotiate about these weapons with which only a few States keep 
the e n t i r e vjorld hostage. To be t r u t h f u l , i t i s p o s s i b l e to d e l i v e r speeches on 
nuclear weapons i n t h i s Committee every day and o c c a s i o n a l l y obtain a response from 
some of the nuclear-weapon Powers as to why i t i s " u n r e a l i s t i c " to negotiate i n the 
Committee and outside i t as w e l l . However, instead of n e g o t i a t i o n s , the utmost i s 
being done to convince the r e s t of the world how imperative i t i s to h a l t the 
p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear weapons, as t h i s can load to an uncontrolled s i t u a t i o n and . 
possible-use of nuclear weapons by " i r r e s p o n s i b l e " countries. At the same time, 
these very countries are r e i n f o r c i n g t h e i r own nuclear 'armament " i n order .to res"tore 
the disrupted balance", and the l i k e , as i f the present f r i g h t e n i n g s i t u a t i o n i n which 
one learns d a i l y of new plans to win a protracted nuclear war were not enough. 
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My delegation, which has p e r s i s t e n t l y teen asking that the Committee on 
Disarmament s t a r t negotiating on nuclear disarmament, deems p o s i t i v e the proposal 
of India to e s t a b l i s h a working group on the prevention of nuclear war. This 
could be a s i g n i f i c a n t c o n t r i b u t i o n i n the framewc^k of the complex consideration 
of issues r e l a t i n g to the p r o h i b i t i o n of use of nuclear v;eapons and nuclear 
disarmament. The s t a r t i n g basis f o r the consideration of t h i s issue i n ths 
Committee could be the e x i s t i n g agreement between the United States and the USSR 
on the prevention of nuclear war signed i n Washington on 22 June 1973* 

In t h i s connection, we assess as a p o s i t i v e c o n t r i b u t i o n the d e c l a r a t i o n 
regarding the n o n - f i r s t - u s e of nuclear weapons made at the second s p e c i a l session 
on disarmament by the M i n i s t e r f o r Foreign A f f a i r s 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 nuclear-weapon Powers w i l l a lso f o l l o w s u i t , which would be 
the best proof that they r e a l l y want to prevent a nuclear holocaust i n an 
e f f i c i e n t manner. 

T h i r d l y , my delegation thinks that i t i s of outstanding importance that, 
a f t e r long-standing requests, the Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban has been 
created by the Committee. We would l i k e to extend a p a r t i c u l a r greeting to i t s 
Chairman, the d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador Mr. Lidgard of Sweden, a long-standing 
and consistent champion of general and complete disarmament who we know w i l l 
s u c c e s s f u l l y lead t h i s Group. Although t h i s Group s t a r t s to work with a l i m i t e d 
mandate that s a t i s f i e s us only i n part, we consider that the present mandate 
could s t i l l allow f o r the consideration of a programme of work which should not 
be too narrow and l i m i t i n g i n nature. A good basis f o r such consideration IS 
contained both i n the d r a f t o u t l i n e of the work of thé Ad Hoc Working Group 
on a Nuclear Test Ban submitted by i t s Chairman and that submitted by the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador Herder of the German Democratic Republic. VJhat i s 
important at t h i s stage i s to make as c l e a r g u i d e l i n e s as p o s s i b l e , leading to 
the f i n a l g o a l , that of a t r e a t y on a nuclear t e s t ban. My delegation considers 
that auch a t r e a t y should p r o h i b i t a l l nuclear t e s t explosions i n a l l environments 
f o r a l l times by a l l States and should be based on a v e r i f i c a t i o n system that i s 
non-discriminatory and u n i v e r s a l i n nature, which would guarantee equal access 
f o r a l l States and would a t t r a c t u n i v e r s a l adherence to the t r e a t y . 

I t i s with regret that my delegation learned that the delegations of the 
People's Republic of China and France w i l l not take part i n the work of t h i s 
Group. We, l i k e other non-aligned c o u n t r i e s , have always maintained that a l l 
nuclear-weapon States must p a r t i c i p a t e equitably i n the e n t i r e work of t h i s 
Committee and have s i n c e r e l y welcomed t h i s when i t came as the r e s u l t of the 
f i r s t s p e c i a l session. I t i s our c o n v i c t i o n that a l l States, and e s p e c i a l l y 
the nuclear-weapon States, have r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s with regard to the consideration 
and-contribution they ought to give i n the area of nuclear disarmament. No one 
i s b e t t e r capable of g i v i n g proposals on the p r o h i b i t i o n of p a r t i c u l a r types 
of weapons or can better understand the value of s i m i l a r proposals by the other 
party than the one who possesses t h i s type of weapons himself. I t i s d i f f i c u l t 
f o r non-nuclear-weapon States, and p a r t i c u l a r l y the non-aligned c o u n t r i e s , to 
p a r t i c i p a t e f u l l y i n the e f f o r t s to progress towards nuclear disarmament i f a l l 
the nuclear-weapon Powers do not make an a c t i v e c o n t r i b u t i o n to that e f f e c t , 
a l l the more so since p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the work of the Group does not impose 
any u n i l a t e r a l binding o b l i g a t i o n s . My delegation expresses the hope that the 
delegations of the People's Republic of China and France w i l l reconsider t h e i r 
d e c i s i o n s and take part i n the Group's work as soon as p o s s i b l e . 
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Fourthly, our ComiTiittee has before i t the proposal f o r the c r e a t i o n of a 
working group on the prevention of an arms race i n outer space and the 
p r o h i b i t i o n of a n t i = s a t e l l i t e systems, based on two r e s o l u t i o n s tabled at the 
t h i r t y - s i x t h session of the United riations General Assembly to the e f f e c t that 
i t i s imperative to take timely steps to prevent the possible taking of such 
a c t i o n s . We have l i s t e n e d to the arguments presented by some States which 
consider that there i s no room f o r the c r e a t i o n of t h i s group before many 
un c e r t a i n t i e s have f i r s t been el u c i d a t e d , since only two States are so f a r 
capable of t r a n s f e r r i n g the arras race i n t o outer space and that many members 
of the working group would be incapable of understanding the t e c h n i c a l aspect 
of the problem. Admitting to a c e r t a i n extent the v a l i d i t y of these arguments, 
we think that we are p r i m a r i l y dealing with a p o l i t i c a l issue and the d e c i s i o n 
to adopt an i n t e r n a t i o n a l instrument that v j i l l prevent c e r t a i n a c t i v i t i e s i n 
outer space, without entering i n t o complicated t e c h n i c a l d e t a i l s at a l l . 

F i f t h l y , for reasons that were c i t e d i n t h i s Committee, my delegation 
accepts that the work of the working groups on negative s e c u r i t y assurances, 
r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons and the comprehensive programme of disarmament remain i n 
abeyance u n t i l the end of t h i s year. Nevertheless, we think that t h i s short 
period of r e s t should be used not only f o r informal consultations but also to 
make the most s o l i d preparations possible for the continuation of the work of 
these groups. 

For anyone who p a r t i c i p a t e s i n the work of t h i s Committee and follows i t s 
a c t i v i t i e s f o r a longer period of time i t becomes i n c r e a s i n g l y c l e a r how complex 
the issues i t faces are and how i t i s i n c r e a s i n g l y d i f f i c u l t f o r i t to f u l f i l 
i t s voluminous programme of work. This gives r i s e to the need to p e r i o d i c a l l y 
re-examine the organization of i t s -work as w e l l . The task with which the Committee 
i s faced now i s not easy i n t h i s respect, since i t also encompasses the issue 
of a possible extension of i t s membership, on which there are d i f f e r e n c e s of 
opinion i n the Committee. In view of the f a c t that t h i s i s the s i n g l e 
m u l t i l a t e r a l n egotiating body whose importance i s growing by the day, we consider 
that any premature s o l u t i o n could bring more harm than b e n e f i t . In order to 
ensure a broader and more thorough exchange of views, one that would a l s o include 
other members of the United Nations, we think that consultations should be 
continued during the General Assembly as w e l l and appropriate s o l u t i o n s be 
proposed only a f t e r s o l i d preparations have taken place. I would l i k e to point 
out that we view sympathetically the increased i n t e r e s t of States i n a c t i v e l y 
p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the work of the Committee. This i s a p o s i t i v e sign that there 
are more and more countries that wish to take part i n s o l v i n g disarmament problems, 
'•'e think f i r s t of a l l that.the e x i s t i n g rules of procedure of the Committee 
should be adjusted i n such a way as to accord a l l Members of the United Nations 
the automatic r i g h t to speak i n the Committee and submit appropriate proposals. 

As my leaving Geneva also brings my mandate as head of the Yugoslav 
delegation to the Committee on Disarmament to an end, permit me to express i n 
conclusion some of my personal impressions. 

Ulien the Committee on Disarmament was created a f t e r the f i r s t s p e c i a l session, 
Yugoslavia, the non-aligned movement and many other countries as w e l l as the 
world p u b l i c as a whole, saw i n i t a new, big chance. The increasing threat 
to peace and s e c u r i t y and the i n c r e a s i n g l y d i f f i c u l t problems of socio-economic 
development i n the world i n e v i t a b l y c a l l f o r thé a r r i v a l at l a s t of that 
h i s t o r i c a l turning" point when the arms race w i l l stop and a genuine'process of 
disarmament w i l l begin. No such r e v e r s a l has been produced during the past 
four years. On the contrary, a l l hopes have been betrayed. The big Powers, 
the blocs and even the r e s t of the world have f u r t h e r strengthened and added 
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to t h e i r armaments. This i s happening i n a s i t u a t i o n when the world has never 
wanted peace and needed co-operation more but has never been more divided and 
threatened; when d i f f e r e n c e s between the r i c h , developed and poor, underdeveloped 
v/orld i n which m i l l i o n s of people a'"e hungry every 'lz:j have never been so great; 
when, the world was never so interdependent ^nd aware of the need f o r peace and 
development, while at the same tiine being so armed and d i r e c t l y threatened by 
the danger of t o t a l nuclear d e s t r u c t i o n . These dilem.raas have no a l t e r n a t i v e . 
The world can only survive i n peaceful coexistence that should proceed from 
general and complete disarmament and u n i v e r s a l i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operation f o r 
the development of a l l c o u n t r i e s . 

Although we a l l agree on t h i s i n theory, vie do not, however, implement 
i t i n p r a c t i c e . I am deeply convinced that the s o l u t i o n f o r the way out of the 
present dangerous s i t u a t i o n can only be found i n the sustained support by a l l 
c o u n t r i e s and on every occasion of the fundamental p r i n c i p l e s of peaceful 
coexistence, c o l l e c t i v e security'and equitable co-operation which are embodied 
i n the United Nations Charter and f o r which the non-aligned movement i s whole­
heartedly s t r i v i n g . I t i s only i n the genuine r e a l i z a t i o n of these p r i n c i p l e s 
that every country can f i n d i t s place under the sun, ensure i t s s e c u r i t y , 
freedom, independence, human r i g h t s and development. This i s the only way to 
overcome r e l a t i o n s based on povier p o l i t i c s , domination and hegemony, to prevent 
the j e o p a r d i z i n g of independence by'spheres of i n t e r e s t and interference i n the 
i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s of p a r t i c u l a r countries V'/hich alone have the r i g h t to decide 
about the form and way of t h e i r l i f e . Only through equitable i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
r e l a t i o n s and the establishment of the Mew I n t e r n a t i o n a l Economic Order i s i t 
possible to b u i l d a world of confidence, peace and f r i e n d s h i p betvieen a l l 
peoples and States of the world. 

Such a general p o l i t i c a l climate must a l s o be m.aintained by the 
Committee on Disarmament i n order that i t may accomplish i t s important tasks. 
Uithout t h i s , the Committee w i l l aontinua to mark time, l i s t e n to c a l l s being 
repeated and to r h e t o r i c a l speeches, hold innumerable meetings with no r e s u l t s 
at a time when the world has an i n c r e a s i n g number of problems, c o n f l i c t s and 
weapons every day. I t s work v / i l l continue to y i e l d uo r e s u l t s i f vie are not 
capable of c r e a t i n g conditions that w i l l ensure that the Committee on Disarmament, 
as the s i n g l e m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiating body, becomes the true forum f o r 
negotiations on disarmament. The work of the Committee has always encouraged 
me because of the p r e v a i l i n g s p i r i t of co-operation, t o l e r a n t d i s c u s s i o n , 
equitable r e l a t i o n s and a generally e x i s t i n g a s p i r a t i o n to progress and f u l f i l 
the task before us. I think that t h i s s p i r i t should today be preserved so that 
tomorrow, when common sense, confidence and p o l i t i c a l w i l l f i n a l l y p r e v a i l , 
these conditions w i l l ensure genuine, productive and successful work by the 
Committee on Disarmament. I regret that I have not witnessed that "tomorrow"; 
however, I am deeply convinced of i t . And not only because of the s p i r i t that 
p r e v a i l s here but also because v/e have no other a l t e r n a t i v e . 

I can assure you that my country, continuing Tito's p o l i c y , w i l l always do 
a l l t hat i s i n i t s power to support the Committee on Disarmament i n continuing i t s 
work i n t h i s s p i r i t and to f u l f i l the h i s t o r i c a l tasks f o r which i t has been 
created. 

I would l i k e to thank a l l delegations f o r t h e i r a c t i v e , c o n s t r u c t i v e and 
f r i e n d l y • c o - o p e r a t i o n and the s e c r e t a r i a t and p a r t i c u l a r l y Ambassador J a i p a l , 
for t h e i r h i g h l y p r o f e s s i o n a l work. I v-zish f o r a l l of you that you may a r r i v e 
as soon as possible at that h i s t o r i c a l t urning point from armament to disarmament, 
which i s 30 eagerly awaited by the great majority of mankind and v/hich would pave 
the way f o r a new era of freedom, prosperity and well-being f o r a l l . 
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The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Yugoslavia f o r h i s statement and 
f o r the kind words that he has addressed to the Chair. 

I am sure that a l l members of the Committee share my f e e l i n g s i n l e a r n i n g 
that Ambassador Vrhunec w i l l be leaving us soon. He has contributed much to the 
work of the Committee with h i s outstanding diplomatic s k i l l and h i s t a c t and 
wisdom. I wish him. success i n h i s new assignment where, I am sure, he w i l l 
continue to serve h i s great country with d i s t i n c t i o n . 

I now give the f l o o r to the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of the Union of 
Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics, His Excellency Ambassador I s s r a e l y a n . 

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Russian): 
Mr. Chairman, our statement today w i l l be devoted to the questions of the cessation 
of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament and the p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear 
t e s t s . 

I t i s not by chance that these questions are the f i r s t on the Committee's 
agenda. They are i n t r u t h the main, the c e n t r a l issues i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l l i f e . 

F'urthermore, there i s every reason f o r saying that they are becoming more and 
more urgent and acute. This stems from the f a c t that the United States i s 
i n t e n s i f y i n g , on a growing s c a l e , i t s m a t e r i a l and t e c h n i c a l preparations i n the 
nuclear sphere, as also the aggressiveness of i t s m i l i t a r y and s t r a t e g i c concepts. 
A nuclear war i s now viev/ed by the United States as possible and, i n c e r t a i n 
circumstances, expedient, and p r a c t i c a l preparations f o r i t are under way with the 
aim of winning a v i c t o r y . Hence p a r t i c u l a r emphasis i s placed on c r e a t i n g a 
f i r s t - s t r i k e p o t e n t i a l , on reducing the s t r i k i n g distance, on e f f o r t s to move the 
nuclear menace created by such a o o l i c y as f a r away from United States t e r r i t o r y 
as p o s s i b l e . A l l t h i s leads to a sharo d e s t a b i l i z a t i o n o f the s t r a t e g i c s i t u a t i o n 
i n the world. 

Following upon these d o c t r i n e s , based on the a d m i s s i b i l i t y and even 
a c c e p t a b i l i t y of a nuclear c o n f l i c t , we learned l i t e r a l l y a few days ago that the 
Pentagon had completed a " s t r a t e g i c master plan'' which i s to provide the 
united States, according to the press, with 'the c a p a b i l i t y of winning a 
protracted nuclear war with the Soviet Union". 

I do not think that i t i s necessary to explain i n d e t a i l to such a competent 
and q u a l i f i e d body as our Committee to what extent tho c a l c u l a t i o n s about winning 
a v i c t o r y i n a nuclear viar are insane. The Soviet Union, l i k e the overwhelming 
majority of States, bases i t s approach on the indisputable f a c t , d e c i s i v e i n the 
present i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n , that should a nuclear war begin i t could mean the 
d e s t r u c t i o n of human c i v i l i z a t i o n and perhaps an end to l i f e i t s e l f on earth. 

This view i s a l s o shared by the majority of m i l i t a r y experts. I t i s shared 
i n p a r t i c u l a r by such a high-ranking American m i l i t a r y leader as General D. Jones, 
who has j u s t r e t i r e d as Chairman of the United States J o i n t Chiefs of S t a f f . 
He i s reported to have warned that preparations f o r f i g h t i n g e i t h e r a l i m i t e d or a 
protracted nuclear war would be throwing money i n t o a "bottomless pit''. "I see 
great d i f f i c u l t y " , he s a i d , "'in keeping any k i n d " I would emphasize, any 
kind "of nuclear exchange between the Soviet Union and the United States from 
escalating.'' 
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As f a r as the Soviet Union i s concerned, Soviet leaders have repeatedly 
stressed that our m i l i t a r y doctrine i s purely defensive i n character. This general 
defensive o r i e n t a t i o n of Soviet doctrine has been and s t i l l i s r e f l e c t e d i n the 
m i l i t a r y - t e c h n i c a l p o l i c y of our State. I should l i k e to s t r e s s t h i s f a c t . 

. F a i t h f u l to the p r i n c i p l e s of i t s nuclear p o l i c y , the Soviet Union has taken 
the unprecedented step of g i v i n g a u n i l a t e r a l pledge that i t i ^ i l l not be the f i r s t 
to use nuclear weapons. This pledge, which became e f f e c t i v e at the moment v;hen 
the message from the head of the Soviet State, Leonid Brezhnev, was read out from 
the rostrum of the second s p e c i a l session of the United Nations General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament, i s our concrete c o n t r i b u t i o n to the e f f o r t s of the i n t e r n a t i o n e l 
community to avert a nuclear war and to curb the nuclear arms race. 

At the request of the Soviet delegation, 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 
s p e c i a l session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament has 
been c i r c u l a t e d as an o f f i c i a l document of the Committee, 

Vie wish to s t r e s s that the Soviet u n i l a t e r a l pledge not to be the f i r s t to 
use nuclear weapons means i n p r a c t i c e that the task of preventing a m i l i t a r y 
c o n f l i c t from developing i n t o a nuclear one w i l l be given even greater a t t e n t i o n i n 
the t r a i n i n g of Soviet armed force s , and t h i s task i n a l l i t s complexity i s becoming 
a permit part of our m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t i e s . As was stated by Marshal D.F. Ustinov, 
M i n i s t e r of Defence of the Soviet Union, t h i s imposes an even s t r i c t e r framework on 
troops and s t a f f t r a i n i n g and the determination of the v/eapons complement, and 
requires the o r g a n i z a t i o n of oven more r i g i d c o n t r o l i n order to r u l e out r e l i a b l y 
the p o s s i b i l i t y of any unauthorized launching of nuclear weapons, both t a c t i c a l and 
s t r a t e g i c . 

Attempts to b e l i t t l e the importance of t h i s Soviet a c t i o n by l a b e l l i n g i t 
"propagandistic", " d e c l a r a t i v e " and so on, are not l i k e l y to convince many people, 
and w i l l c e r t a i n l y not be successful here i n t h i s Committee whose members are 
experts i n disarmament matters. he are g r a t e f u l to the distinguished representatives 
of f r a t e r n a l s o c i a l i s t countries members of the Committee, as v/ell as to the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d representatives of Pakistan, B r a z i l , Yugoslavia and other countries, 
who have praised the Soviet i n i t i a t i q u e . 

The peoples of the world have the r i g h t to expect that the i n i t i a t i v e of the 
Soviet Union w i l l be followed by r e c i p r o c a l steps on the part of the other nuclear-
weapon States. I f the other nuclear-weapon Powers al s o undertaice an eoually 
precise and c l e a r o b l i g a t i o n not to be the f i r s t to use nuclear weapons, that would 
be tantamount i n p r a c t i c e to a ban on the use of nuclear weapons altogether, v/hich 
i s v-jhat the oven/helming majority of the countries of the world demand. 

Questions r e l a t i n g to the oroblem of the prevention of nuclear v/ar should be 
considered by our Committee as a matter of p r i o r i t y , and we support the Indian 
proposal that negotiations should be undertaken on ''appropriate and p r a c t i c a l 
measures f o r the prevention of nuclear war". Ue would r e c a l l that i t was on the 
i n i t i a t i v e of the Soviet Union that the United Nations General Assembly at i t s 
t h i r t y = s i x t h session adopted the Declaration on the Prevention of Nuclear Catastrophe, 
which has won hifjh moral and p o l i t i c a l r e c o g n i t i o n . 
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P a r a l l e l to urgent measures to.avert the growing nuclear threat i t i s 
e s s e n t i a l f o r the Committee to proceed to the elaboration of measures which would 
r e a l l y b r i n g the nuclear arms race to a h a l t and lead to nuclear disarmament. 

The Soviet delegation would l i k e at t h i s point to st r e s s p r i m a r i l y our p o s i t i v e 
a t t i t u d e to the idea of a mutual freeze on nuclear arsenals as a f i r s t step towards 
t h e i r reduction and, f i n a l l y , to t h e i r complete e l i m i n a t i o n . This has been 
declared from the rostrum of the second s p e c i a l session of the United Nations 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

The problem of the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament 
i s a g l o b a l one, and we are i n agreement with, the great majority of delegations 
which have offered an a n a l y s i s of t h i s problem. While we attach great importance 
to the present negotiations between the USSR and the United States of America on 
the l i m i t a t i o n and reduction of s t r a t e g i c arms and on the l i m i t a t i o n of nuclear 
weapons i n Europe, and while we express the hope that these negotiations w i l l lead 
to speedy and p o s i t i v e r e s u l t s , we would l i k e at the same time to s t r e s s with the 
utmost firmness that the problem of nuclear disarmament should be considered i n 
a l l i t s scope by the Committee and that the Committee as the s i n g l e m u l t i l a t e r a l 
disarmament n e g o t i a t i n g organ should concretely and productively contribute to 
the s o l u t i o n of t h i s problem. 

Nuclear war, i f i t should break out, w i l l spare no one.; i t w i l l a f f e c t every 
State on ear t h . That i s why a l l States, i n c l u d i n g , c e r t a i n l y , the non-nuclear-
weapon States, have not only the r i g h t but the duty before humanity to do everything 
i n t h e i r power to help solve the problem of nuclear disarmament. 

S t r i v i n g , f o r i t s part, to contribute c o n s t r u c t i v e l y to the achiavment of 
t h i s aim the Soviet Union, i n i t s memorandum on "Averting the groviing nuclear 
t h r e a t and curbing the arms race", submitted at the second s p e c i a l session of the 
United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament, advocated tne e l a b o r a t i o n , 
adoption and stage-by-stage implementation of a nuclear disarmament programme, and 
proposed concrete parameters f o r t h i s programme on the basis of paragraph .50 of 
the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session. 

I t i s our view that such a programme could include the f o l l o w i n g ; 

Cessation of the development of new systems of nuclear weapons 

Cessation of the production of f i s s i o n a b l e materials f o r the purpose of 
manufacturing various types of nuclear weapons ; 

Cessation of the production of a l l types of nuclear munitions and of t h e i r 
d e l i v e r y v e h i c l e s ; 

Gradual reduction of accumulated s t o c k p i l e s of nuclear weapons, i n c l u d i n g t h e i r 
d e l i v e r y v e h i c l e s -

Total e l i m i n a t i o n of nuclear weapons. 

Nuclear arms l i m i t a t i o n and reduction should include a l l nuclear means, and 
p r i m a r i l y s t r a t e g i c armaments and medium-range weapons. 
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As can be seen from our l i s t of possible nuclear disarmament measures, one 
of the f i r s t stages of the programme could ba the cessation of the production of 
f i s s i o n a b l e materials f o r the manufacture of various types of nuclear weapons —~ 
something which very many other countries a l s o have advocated. The Soviet Union 
i s ready to examine t h i s matter i n the o v e r - a l l context of the l i m i t a t i o n and 
cass a t i o n of the nuclear arms race. 

I t goes without saying that during the elaboration of nuclear disarmament 
measures i t w i l l be necessary to agree upon appropriate methods and forms of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n which would s a t i s f y a l l p a r t i e s concerned and promote the e f f e c t i v e 
implementation of the agreements reached. 

\/e would p a r t i c u l a r l y s t r e s s that the resources released at each stage as a 
r e s u l t of nuclear disarmament would be t o t a l l y a l l o c a t e d to peacaful purposes, 
i n c l u d i n g the p r o v i s i o n of assistance to developing c o u n t r i e s , excluding, i n other 
words, the r e a l l o c a t i o n of those resources to the production of what are known as 
conventional armaments. 

The Soviet Union i s prepared to take part i n a l l t h i s work. I t i s novj the 
turn of the other nuclear-weapon Powers and i n p a r t i c u l a r of the United States, to 
st a t e t h e i r p o s i t i o n . 

The USSR memorandum has been c i r c u l a t e d today at the request of our delegation 
as an o f f i c i a l document of the Committee, and we hope that i t w i l l help us i n our 
work. 

The Committee on Disarmament i s the most appropriate forum f o r the conduct of 
negotiations on the question of the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disarmament, and we consider that i t i s extremely important f o r the Committee to 
set up immediately an ad hoc working group on t h i s item. 

That i s the p o s i t i o n of the Soviet Union on the questions of the prevention 
of nuclear v/ar and the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. 
In t h i s connection I should l i k e to say f r a n k l y that the statements made by c e r t a i n 
delegations i n the Committee cause us, to say the l e a s t , p e r p l e x i t y , f o r by putt i n g 
the blame f o r the deadlock i n the negotiations on these p r i o r i t y issues on the 
s o - c a l l e d ''superpowers", lumped together, they do not perceive, or do not want to 
perceive that the p o s i t i o n s of tha Soviet Union and the United States d i f f e r i n 
p r i n c i p l e . This a p p l i e s i n p a r t i c u l a r to the delegation which.on the one hand 
constantly r e i t e r a t e s i t s support f o r the po s i t i o n s of the developing countries 
and on the other hand, by i t s r e f u s a l to p a r t i c i p a t e i n the Working Group on a 
Nuclear Test Ban, has set i t s e l f up i n opposition to the majority of the Committee. 
Such c o n t r a d i c t i o n s , vjhether d e l i b e r a t e l y or not, mislead p u b l i c opinion and can 
only damage negotiations on disarmament. Ue appeal to these delegations to adopt 
a c o r r e c t approach to the p o s i t i o n of the USSR, i n p a r t i c u l a r on the basis of the 
documents which have been d i s t r i b u t e d . 

I should now l i k e to speak about the question of the p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear 
weapon t e s t s . 

Although the v i t a l importance of t h i s problem i s widely admitted, i n view of 
recent United States Administration decisions i n t h i s sphere which deny the 
pri m o r d i a l importance of t h i s i s s u e , I wish b r i e f l y to ex p l a i n here tha Soviet 
approach of p r i n c i p l e to the problem of nuclear t e s t s . 
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The conçlete and comprehensive p r c h i h i t i o n of nuclear weapon t e s t s i s one of 
the most important problems i n the general complex of measures aimed at a v e r t i n g 
the threat of nuclear war. I t s s o l u t i o n wctdd mean s e t t i n g up a r e a l obstacle 
i n the way of the f u r t h e r improvement of nuclear weapons - and-.the development of new 
types and systems of such weapons. I t . i s known, too, that t e s t s are used f o r 
v e r i f y i n g cnmbat readiness and f o r i n c r e a s i n g the e f f i c i e n c y of e x i s t i n g nuclear 
munitions. The cessation of f i j r t h e r t e s t s would impede t h i s process and thus 
r e a l l y contribute to a lowering of the m i l i t a r y e f f i c i e n c y cf nuclear weapons, 
which would lead to a decline in'the danger cf the outbreak of a nuclear war and 
an increase i n the s t a b i l i t y of the s t r a t e g i c s i t u a t i o n both on a r e g i o n a l and on 
a g l o b a l s c a l e , 

\ve are glad that many delegations .share t h i s point of Л'-iew, As - the 
representative of the Netherlands r i g h t l y put i t at the Committee's meeting on 
17 August, ''A comprehensive t e s t ban would strengthen the s e c u r i t y of a l l States, 
create conditions f o r a gradual de-emphasis of the r o l e of nuclear weapons and 
draw c l o s e r the goal of undiminished s e c u r i t y at a progressively lower l e v e l of 
armaments. Moreover, a -oniversal agreem.ent to cease nuclear t e s t i n g would erJiance 
confidence between States' . 

Bearing a l l t h i s i n mind, we th.ink that the conclusion of a comprehensive t e s t -
ban t r e a t y would be an important measure f o r the l i m i t a t i o n of the nuclear arms race. 
I t would, at the same time, strengthen the nuclear wea.pone n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n regime 
since i t would deprive States .seeking to possess nucle.ar v/eapons of 'the p o s s i b i l i t y 
of c a r r y i n g cut t e s t s , which i s an indispon.sa.ble stage .in the production of such 
weapons. 

A c t i n g i n accordance with t h i s a-pproach, the Soviet ilnion has c o n s i s t e n t l y 
made e f f o r t s — and w i l l continue tc do sc i n the future no l e s s p e r s i s t e n t l y , i n 
s p i t e of the endless zigzags i n the p o s i t i o n s of the united States and c e r t a i n 
other nuclear-weaxon-Powers — to seciore ti.e conclusion '^f a. CTBT. That i.-? our 
steadfast p o s i t i o n . I believe that the consistency of our approa.ch and our 
numerous constriactive i n i t i a t i v e s and. proposals on thi.-; ri^oblem are obviou.4 to 
ever'/one. 

The President of tho United States r e c e n t l y a.nnouriced h i s d e c i s i o n not to 
resume the t r i l a t e r a l t a l k s on the complete p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear t e s t s between 
tho ;ioviet Uñicn, the united States ana the I'nited Kingdom vhich were broken o f f 
by the United State;?. At the яате time the d e e i s i o n was takeri not to r a i t i f y the 
Soviet-American t r e a t i e s on the l i m i t a t i o n cf nucloar-'weap^n test s and on undergroxmd 
miclear explosions f o r peacef-'ul pumoses which wore signed r e s p e c t i v e l y i n 1974 
and 197 f'. 

Obviously, there i s no need to assess these d e c i s i o n s . V/orld p u b l i c opinion 
as w e l l as many delegaa,tions i n the Com.mittee on Disarmament ha.ve already given a 
duo assessment of them. In f a c t i n the United States i t s e l f a number of p o l i t i c a l 
f i g u r e s of high, .-itanding whom v/e a l l knov/ vv'ell, former d i r e c t o r s of the United States 
jirms " o n t r o l and Disairmament Agency and heada of United States delegations at 
negotiations on the ce s s a t i o i i of nuclear t e s t s , colleagues of cars згг.Ь as 
'.villiam F'orster, (ierald Smith, Paail Warnke, Ralph Ecirle, Adrian F i s h e r and 
Herbert York have stated t h e i r r e f u s a l to support the United States Administration's 
d e c i s i o n which, they have a i r e s s c d , 'oasts doubt upon the s i n c e r i t y of the 
I nited States i n the s t r a t e g i c arms reciuction t a l k s i n Geneva and .in other arms 
co n t r o l negotiations'-'. 
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Two other nuclear-weapon Powers', too, France and China, have made t h e i r 
" c o n t r i b u t i o n " to the s o l u t i o n of the problem of the p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear t e s t s ; 
i n announcing a few days ago, that they would not p a r t i c i p a t e i n the negotiations 
on t h i s issue i n the Committee on Disarmament. 

The Ad Hoc f o r k i n g Group on a Nuclear Test Ban has started, i t s meetings i n 
t h i s to put i t b l u n t l y — not very favourable s i t u a t i o n . 

As f a r as the Soviet Union i s concerned, we are ready, i n s p i t e of t h i s 
s i t u a t i o n , to p a r t i c i p a t e c o n s t r u c t i v e l y i n the a c t i v i t y of the Ad Hoc Working Group, 
which i s of course i n the f i r s t instance required to define, i n r e l a t i o n to the 
subject under cons i d e r a t i o n , "issues r e l a t i n g to v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance", 
as the Group's mandate s t a t e s . V e r i f i c a t i o n cannot be considered i n a vacuum, 
a b s t r a c t l y . There should be a c l e a r understanding that the issues r e l a t i n g to 
v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance w i l l be examined as applying to a t r e a t y v;hich would 
p r o h i b i t a l l t e s t explosions of nuclear weapons i n any environment, would be of 
unlimited duration, would provide f o r a s o l u t i o n acceptable to a l l p a r t i e s of the 
problem of underground nuclear explosions f o r peaceful purposes- and would include 
among i t s p a r t i c i p a n t s a l l nuclear-weapon States. 

The future work of the Group w i l l show how serious the other nuclear-v/eapon 
States are i n t h e i r approach to i t s vjork. Even now, i n view of the recent d e c i s i o n 
of the United States Administration on the subject of nuclear weapon t e s t s , a question 
a r i s e s , and we put i t to the Committee- w i l l not the United States t r y to use our 
Committee and the negotiations being s t a r t e d i n i t on the p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear 
weapon t e s t s as a screen to deceive world p u b l i c opinion while at the same time 
speeding up such t e s t s ? 

The Soviet delegation would l i k e to state very c l e a r l y that we have no i n t e n t i o n 
of t o l e r a t i n g a s i t u a t i o n i n which the Committee on Disarmament i s used f o r such 
improper purposes. 

Those were the comments the Soviet delegation wished to make on the two f i r s t 
items on our agenda. These observations were prompted by the Soviet Union's basic 
p o l i c y which aims at the prevention of nuclear viar, the cessation of the f u r t h e r 
s o p h i s t i c a t i o n of nuclear weapons, the cessation of t h e i r production and the 
reduction of s t o c k p i l e s of such weapons u n t i l they are completely eliminated. The 
outstanding importance of these items i s e s p e c i a l l y evident now, when the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n i n the Middle East has suffered a neii and serious 
d e t e r i o r a t i o n . In t h i s region I s r a e l , encouraged by a nuclear-vjeapon Power — the 
United States — i s c a r r y i n g out a p o l i c y of genocide against the Lebanese people 
and against the Arab people of P a l e s t i n e . This aggression has caused profound 
i n d i g n a t i o n on the part of the Soviet people and of a l l people of g o o d w i l l . We 
d e c i s i v e l y condemn the aggressive actions of I s r a e l and i t s p r o t e c t o r s , which are 
a threat to vrorld peace. P a r t i c u l a r alarm i s caused by reports that the I s r a e l i 
m i l i t a r i s t s are using on a large scale barbarous phosphorus s h e l l s against the 
peaceful inhabitants of Lebanon. This i s a matter r e l a t i n g d i r e c t l y to the competence 
of the Committee on Disarmament, and we believe that i t should not ignore these f a c t s . 
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The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t 
Republics for h i s statement; 

May I note the presence among us f o r the f i r s t time of the new representative 
of Peru, Ambassador Peter Cannock, who i s replacing our esteemed former colleague, 
Ambassador V a l d i v i e s o . Ambassador Cannock j o i n s us a f t e r having served l a t e l y 
i n a p o s i t i o n of high r e s p o n s i b i l i t y i n the M i n i s t r y of Foreign A f f a i r s , as a 
member of the Cabinet of the Foreign M i n i s t e r dealing with s p e c i a l questions. His 
diplomatic experience w i l l be a welcome ad d i t i o n to t h i s Committee. I welcome 
him and I wish hire, on my own behalf and that of the Committee, a very successful 
mission i n Geneva. 

I now give the f l o o r to the distinguished representative of Mexico, 
His Excellency Ambassador Garcia Robles. 

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish)- Mr. Chairman, with 
reference to the announcement by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Yugoslavia, 
Ambassador Vrhunec, of his imminent departure, I should l i k e to say that I f u l l y 
share the f e e l i n g s you expressed, both as regaras the outstanding c o n t r i b u t i o n our 
colleague has made to the work of t h i s Committee ever since i t s i n i t i a t i o n and as 
regards the well-deserved success we are sure w i l l be h i s i n h i s new assignment. 
I also f u l l y endorse the warm words of welcome you addressed to Ambassador Peter Cannock 
who i s with us today f o r the f i r s t time. 

In r e s o l u t i o n 36/О4 adopted on 9 December l a s t year, the General Assembly, 
i n t e r a l i a , urged a l l States members of the Committee on Disarmament to bear i n 
mind that "the consensus r u l e should not be used i n such a manner as to prevent 
the establishment of s u b s i d i a r y bodies f o r the e f f e c t i v e discharge of the functions 
of the Committee", and a l s o to support the c r e a t i o n of "an ad hoc working group 
which should begin the m u l t i l a t e r a l negotiation of a t r e a t y f o r the p r o h i b i t i o n of 
a l l nuclear-weapon t e s t s " . Vie hope that the Ad Hoc Working Group which the 
Committee set up on 21 A p r i l of t h i s year i n connection with item 1 of i t s agenda 
e n t i t l e d , as we a l l know, "Nuclear t e s t oan", w i l l keep very much i n mind i n the 
discharge of i t s functions the o b j e c t i v e set by the General Assembly i n the 
r e s o l u t i o n to which I have j u s t r e f e r r e d , f o r that o b j e c t i v e alone i s f u l l y i n 
keeping with the commitments entered i n t o i n the 1953 and 19DG Treaties to which 
reference i s so often made i n our d i s c u s s i o n s . 

My delegation considers that i t would be p o i n t l e s s once again to review here 
the background to t h i s question, which stretches back over more than a quarter of 
a century: i t v̂ jas i n 1954 that Nehru f o r the f i r s t time r a i s e d the question of 
ending nuclear-weapon t e s t s . The preamble to r e s o l u t i o n З6/84, v/hich I mentioned 
at the outset and which i s included i n the annexes to the Secretary-General's 
l e t t e r reproduced i n document CD/231 of 2 February I982, contains a summary, no 
l e s s s i g n i f i c a n t f o r being condensed, of the s a l i e n t aspects of that background. 
Furthermore, the p o s i t i o n of my delegation, vihich has on countless occasions 
considered t h i s item both i n Geneva and i n New York, es'sentially c o i n c i d e s , as I 
have s a i d a number of times but w i l l repeat once more today, with the views 
expressed by the United Nations Secretary-General i n 1972, when he stated before 
the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament: 
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"I believe that a l l the t e c h n i c a l and s c i e n t i f i c aspects of the problem have 
been so f u l l y explored that only a p o l i t i c a l d e c ision i s now necessary i n 
order to achieve f i n a l agreement ... 

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

"The p o t e n t i a l r i s k s of continuing underground nuclear weapon t e s t s would 
fa r outv/oigh any possible r i s k s from ending such t e s t s . " 

Bearing the foregoing i n mind, I believe that the best I can do i n t h i s 
statement — and what I s h a l l do i n the remainder of i t — i s to quote from some 
testimony, chosen from among the enormous number of statements which have been 
made by prominent persons i n the United States, the only nuclear Superpower which 
has f o r some time been showing c l e a r signs of unwillingness to abide by the 
undertaking unequivocally set f o r t h i n the preamble to the p a r t i a l test-ban 
Treaty. The testimony which I s h a l l read out dates from the same period as the 
views of the Secretary-General which I have j u s t r e c a l l e d , and i s taken from the 
United States Senate o f f i c i a l records of the hearings of the relevant Subcommittee 
of the Senate Foreign r e l a t i o n s Committee i n 1971 and 1972. 

The f i r s t testimony which I s h a l l quote i s that of Dr. Jerome Wiesner, 
President of the Massachusetts I n s t i t u t e of Technology, as i t was the f i r s t i n the 
hearings. He s a i d the f o l l o w i n g : 

" I t i s indeed good to hear that Senator Edmund Muskie, as Chairman of the 
Senate Subcommittee on Arms Control, I n t e r n a t i o n a l Law and Organization, 
w i l l be holding hearings on the underground t e s t question the f i r s t s ince 
1963. 

''At that time, as Science Advisor to President Kennedy, I p a r t i c i p a t e d 
i n the decisions leading up to the Limited Test Ban Treaty. Important as a 
f i r s t arms c o n t r o l measure, t h i s t r e a t y was nevertheless a compromise made 
necessary by the i n a b i l i t y of the Soviet Union and the United States to reach 
agreement on the number and mode of on - s i t e inspections required to monitor 
an underground t e s t ban. A c t u a l l y , there was no t e c h n i c a l reason v/hy we 
should not have concluded a comprehensive t e s t ban tre a t y at that time. 
We now know that only p o l i t i c a l considerations on both sides prevented 
r e c o n c i l i a t i o n of the minor d i f f e r e n c e s that existed at the time. 

"Today, the f e a s i b i l i t y of an underground t e s t ban i s even greater. 
I t was r e c e n t l y announced that a s c i e n t i s t s ' panel at a t e s t detection 
conference of the Advanced Research Project Agency of the Defense Department 
concluded that progress i n seismology now makes i t possible to d i s t i n g u i s h 
a l l but the smallest t e s t s from earthquakes. A t e s t ban agreement without 
o n - s i t e i n s p e c t i o n , therefore acceptable to the Soviet Union and p r a c t i c a l to 
implement, would now appear p o s s i b l e . 
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" I t i s i n c r e a s i n g l y recognized, moreover, that there i s no longer r e a l 
reason f o r these underground explosions =— i f there ever was — since the ABM 
warhead f o r which the t e s t s are c h i e f l y designed may already have been made 
obsolete by changes i n United States p o l i c y ... 

"At the same time, progress i n t e s t detection techniques make serious 
East-West t a l k s on an underground t e s t ban a p r i o r i t y . Already, p u b l i c 
pressure for t h i s t r e a t y seems to have increased the c r e d i b i l i t y of our 
p o s i t i o n at the SALT t a l k s . I hope these hearings w i l l serve to stimulate 
a new United States i n i t i a t i v e toward t h i s imperative measure of arms c o n t r o l . 
VJe desperately need to bring the arms race under c o n t r o l . We need to concentrate 
our hopes, energies, and resources more on constructive things and l e s s on 
fear-motivated, hopeless weapon systems such as the ABM. Here i s an 
opportunity f o r our nation to exercise judgement, r e s t r a i n t , and leadership 
through a modest but important step toward a more r a t i o n a l world." 

That i s the end of what I want to quote from the statement by Dr. Jerome Wiesner, 
President of the Massachusetts I n s t i t u t e of Technology. 

The second testimony from which I should l i k e to quote, which i s dated 
14 J u l y 1971, i s that of Ambassador James J . Wadsworth, who was f o r several years 
the a l t e r n a t e representative of h i s country to the United Nations i n New York, 
and from 1958 to 196O none other than head of the United States delegation to the 
Conference on the Discontinuance of Nuclear Weapon Tests held i n Geneva. I have 
selected from that testimony the paragraphs which I s h a l l now read out, because 
they appear to me to be of p a r t i c u l a r i n t e r e s t f o r t h i s m u l t i l a t e r a l n egotiating body: 

"Speaking both on behalf of a d i s t i n g u i s h e d group of c i t i z e n s who have 
organized the Task Force f o r The Nuclear Test Ban, and from my own experience 
as Chief of the United States Delegation to the Conference on the Nuclear Test 
Ban Treaty i n Geneva from 1958 to I96O, I f e r v e n t l y hope that these hearings 
w i l l at long l a s t put us back on the road to a comprehensive East-VJest t e s t 
ban and thus s i g n a l the end of the nuclear arms race. 

"There i s i n c r e a s i n g evidence that the s e c u r i t y of the nation w i l l not 
be strengthened through f u r t h e r development of nuclear weapons. Underground 
t e s t i n g , therefore, may and should become obsolete. 

"However, i t i s hardly necessary to \iarn that severe opposition must be 
expected — and not c h i e f l y from the Russians ... 

" I can t e s t i f y that President Eisenhower vías dedicated to the goal of a 
ban on a l l nuclear t e s t s . Several times during my years at Geneva, i t seemed 
tho t e s t ban agreement with the Russians could be concluded. Each time, 
however, obstacles arose vihich even the President, with a l l tho power of h i s 
o f f i c e , could not overcome. I believe the f o l l o w i n g b r i e f a n a l y s i s of the 
t a c t i c s used by the opposition could serve to a l e r t us to the hurdles we should 
be prepared to surmount, as once more a t e s t ban agreement i s i n s i g h t . 

file:///iarn
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"N a t u r a l l y , since the United States i n s i s t e d on the need f o r on--site 
i n s p e c t i o n , the Soviet resistance to inspection presented a continuing 
d i f f i c u l t y i n the n e g o t i a t i o n s . Nevertheless, from the beginning of the 
discussions at the Geneva Conference of Experts i n 1958, United States 
s c i e n t i s t s s a i d they were impressed with tho s i n c e r i t y of the Soviet 
delegation ... 

"In my view, our d i f f i c u l t i e s i n reaching a t o s t ban arose i n part from 
v/ithin, not from without. The p r i n c i p a l opposition o r i g i n a t e d from that 
complex of defence establishment agencies, i n c l u d i n g the Atomic Energy 
Commission, v/hich are responsible f o r the United States weapons programme. I t 
v/as c l e a r that the m i l i t a r y elements of the executive branch were thoroughly 
opposed to the t r e a t y ... 

"In August 1958, the Conference of Experts at Geneva, i n c l u d i n g both the 
VJestorn and the Soviet delegation, completed t h e i r ' t e c h n i c a l ' report. The 
Aiîierican t e c h n i c a l delegation believed that f o r the f i r s t time they had obtained 
Soviet agreement to the p r i n c i p l e of i n t e r n a t i o n a l i n s p e c t i o n and to a c o n t r o l 
system which would make a t e s t ban f e a s i b l e . At that point, our anti-ban 
forces immediately went to work. AEG s c i e n t i s t s produced 'new data' on 
h i g h - a l t i t u d e t e s t s , decoupling, and the 'big hole' theory. Eventually, 
t h e i r exaggerations were proved i n v a l i d . Nevertheless, t h e i r delaying t a c t i c s 
succeeded. Our East-West agreement was postponed and a new conference 
convened to consider the revised data ... 

"By March i 9 6 0 , i t appeared once more that the t a l k s to devise an 
e f f e c t i v e detection system had been s u c c e s s f u l l y concluded. The two VJestern 
leaders, Prime M i n i s t e r Macmillan and President Eisenhower, had agreed to 
j o i n the Russians i n a t r e a t y banning t e s t s i n the atmosphere, underwater and . 
i n outer space, policed by the system of loO c o n t r o l posts devised at Geneva, 
Clandestine underground t e s t s down to tho l e v e l of 4.75 seismic magnitude 
would be detected through a system of seismic instruments and a quota of on-site 
i n s p e c t i o n s . There v/ould be a j o i n t moratorium on a l l small t e s t s below t h i s 
'threshold', since they could not be e a s i l y i d e n t i f i e d . Moreover, the two 
leaders d i d not believe clandestine t e s t s of t h i s s i z e could produce r e s u l t s 
which could have a major e f f e c t on e i t h e r nation s s t r a t e g i c posture. A 
j o i n t research project to discover detection methods f o r these small t e s t s 
would be i n i t i a t e d . 

"Only the f i n a l d e t a i l s of the agreement remained to be worked out 
at the 'summit' meeting planned f o r Hay 19D0 i n P a r i s . Since I knew at 
f i r s t hand the strength of the opposition to the t e s t ban, I was concerned 
that plans f o r tho 'summit* should go forv/ard without i n t e r r u p t i o n 

"After a l l the delays however, i t appeared a l l e f f o r t s to delay the 
agreement would f a i l , and as the date f o r the 'summit' approached, there was 
widespread expectation that a t e s t ban v-/ould be concluded. Just two weeks 
before the 'summit', you w i l l r e c a l l , an American U2 spy piano was shot down 
by Soviet r o c k e t s . In the r e s u l t i n g confusion of mutual suspicions and 
r e c r i m i n a t i o n s , h o s t i l i t y replaced the pro-summit détente. Khrushchev l e f t 
P a r i s a f t e r one meeting, denouncing President Eisenhower, the sumimit collapsed 
and the t r e a t y was postponed again. 
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"The c e n t r a l mystery, which tho hearings before the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee could not sol v e , remained. iJhy were the provocative U2 
f l i g h t s continued at a s e n s i t i v e period when the capture of the plan could 
rupture chances of a détente? ... 

"As f a r as our Jo i n t Chiefs viere concerned, the issue of e f f e c t i v e 
i n s p e c t i o n was a smokescreen. Continuation of an aggressive underground t e s t 
programme was, f o r them, a p r e r e q u i s i t e . u l t i m a t e l y , they p r e v a i l e d . 

" I t i s on the basis of t h i s personal experience that I believe the pu b l i c 
must have a l l the f a c t s i f we are to end the arms race. I am reassured that 
the Congress i s conducting these hearings. Despite the record of the past, 
by being a l e r t to the t a c t i c s of those who oppose a nuclear t e s t ban, I believe 
that t h e i r opposition can be overcome. 

"Inaccurate evidence w i l l no longer be acceptable as a basis f o r d e c i s i o n . 
The true reasons f o r the objections w i l l be recognized- The evaluation that 
American weaponry i s already s u f f i c i e n t f o r defence, that a t e s t ban can be 
agreed without endangering -Imerican s e c u r i t y , and that the r i s k s involved are 
nov; acceptable, i s of o v e r r i d i n g p u b l i c i n t e r e s t " . 

That i s the end of my quotation from the statement made at the hearings 
before the United States Senate by Ambassador James Wadsworth who, as I sai d at 
the beginning, was none other than head of the United States delegation to the 
Conference on the Discontinuance of Nuclear VJeapon Tests held i n Geneva. 

To conclude these qvAotations, I am going to read some paragraphs chosen from 
the statement made by someone whom, I am sure, many of my di s t i n g u i s h e d colleagues 
v / i l l w e l l remember f o r , apart from playing a prominent part i n the n e g o t i a t i o n 
of the Treaty on the No n - P r o l i f o r a t i o n of Nuclear Weapons i n the 1960s, he was 
head of the United States delegation to the Conference of the Committee on 
Disarmament i n 1977 and 1978 and to t h i s Committee i n 1979 -̂"̂  1980. I am 
r e f e r r i n g to Ambassador Adrian S. Fisher who, i n May 1972, s a i d the f o l l o w i n g : 

"My testimony i s d i r e c t e d p r i m a r i l y to the p o l i t i c a l s i g n i f i c a n c e of a 
comprehensive t e s t ban. I do not b e l i e v e , however, that we are dealing with 
a s i t u a t i o n i n which we have to r e l y on p o l i t i c a l assets to overcome m i l i t a r y 
l i a b i l i t i e s because I am persuaded, on the basis of expert testimony, that 
from the point of view of weapons development, a t e s t ban i s , on balance, 
advantageous to the United States. The exports with whom I have consulted, 
and v/hom you have heard, have made i t c l e a r that, even a l l o i / i n g f o r the 
p o s s i b i l i t y of some cheating i n r e l a t i o n to small underground t e s t s , the 
r e l a t i v e p o s i t i o n of the United States to the USSR,would be more favourable 
under a comprehensive t e s t ban, monitored s o l e l y by n a t i o n a l means, than i t 
would be under the present circumstances which permit t e s t i n g through a much 
wider range of y i e l d s . 
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"The p o l i t i c a l advantages of a comprehensive t e s t ban arc considerable. 
As t h i s committee i s av/are, the United States i n the Limited Test Ban Treaty, 
signed by President Kennedy, pledged i t s e l f to continue negotiations to ban 
a l l nuclear weapons t e s t explosions. This commitment was reaffirmed i n the 
No n - P r o l i f e r a t i o n Treaty, negotiated under President Johnson and r a t i f i e d by 
President Nixon. Thus, three administrations have undertaken t h i s commitment. 

" I t i s c l e a r to me that other countries of the viorld take t h i s commitment 
of ours quite s e r i o u s l y . In the p a r t i c u l a r context of the No n - P r o l i f e r a t i o n 
Treaty I have grave doubts that i t v / i l l have any success i n persuading c e r t a i n 
p o t e n t i a l powers to s e r i o u s l y consider the N o n - P r o l i f e r a t i o n Treaty as long 
as we are conducting an extensive s e r i e s of underground t e s t s ... 

"We have heard a good deal about v e r i f i c a t i o n and doubtless w i l l hear 
more. But l e t ' s put things i n proper perspective: v e r i f i c a t i o n of a 
comprehensive t e s t ban has always been only a part of the problem. The main 
question which existe d i n 195^ and e x i s t s today, 14 years l a t e r , i s r e a l l y 
t h i s one: do we v/ant to continue t e s t i n g nuclear weapons? Is our o v e r - a l l 
s e c u r i t y better with a comprehensive t e s t ban even though there i s some r i s k 
of a few small clandestine t e s t s , or without a ban, which allows the Russians 
to t e s t at a l l y i e l d s , encourages a d d i t i o n a l nations to acquire nuclear 
weapons and continues i n d e f i n i t e l y the arms race? I f we decide that i t i s 
i n our best i n t e r e s t to ban t e s t s , I do believe that our present c a p a b i l i t y 
to d i s t i n g u i s h earthquakes from explosions at very low magnitudes should be 
s a t i s f a c t o r y to permit us to move toward a comprehensive t e s t ban t r e a t y 

That i s what Ambassador Fisher s a i d i n 1972 at the Senate hearings. 

Tho Ad Hoc VJorking Group v/hich has j u s t been set up w i l l undoubtedly be able 
to f i n d i n the testimony that I"have j u s t reviewed*a"rich source of i n s p i r a t i o n , 
which V i l l i help i t to carry out i t s work i n such a way as to ensure that i t i s i n 
keeping with the aims which have been pursued i n vain by a l l the peoples of the 
v/orld since the middle of thic century. Those statements may a l s o help members 
of the Group to have a c l e a r understanding of the need to ensure that the question 
of v e r i f i c a t i o n i s not used as a "smoke-screen", as i t was put i n one of those 
statements, and al s o of the need f o r the United Nations General Assembly and world 
p u b l i c opinion to be f u l l y informed of developments on t h i s issue to which, quite 
r i g h t l y , f o r so long now "the highest p r i o r i t y " has been attached among the various 
nuclear disarmament i s s u e s . 
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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 S c i e n t i f i c Ebcperts to Consider I n t e r n a t i o n a l Co-operative Measures to Detect and 
I d e n t i f y Seismic Events. The Ad Hoc Group met from 9 to 19 August 1982, under the 
chairmanship of Dr. U l f E r i c s s o n of Sv/eden. Experts from twenty countries took 
part i n the session. 

The Ad Hoc Group considered the d r a f t chapters f o r i t s t h i r d foimal report on 
a g l o b a l system f o r a seismic data exchange, designed to a s s i s t States to monitor 
a nuclear t e s t ban. 

The Group considered a number of n a t i o n a l i n v e s t i g a t i o n s on seismographic 
s t a t i o n s and networks, and the e x t r a c t i o n of data from the s t a t i o n s , on the 
world-wide transmission of such data through the VrylO Global Telecommunication System, 
on the transmission and use of whole records ( s o - c a l l e d Level 2 da,ta), and on the 
tasks of i n t e r n a t i o n a l data centres designed to a s s i s t p a r t i c i p a t i n g States i n 
analysing a l l the data s e i s m o l o g i c a l l y . 

As before, the Ad Hoc Group enjoyed e x c e l l e n t co-operation w i t h the Ш 0 and 
plans f u r t h e r experimental transmission over the Ш 0 network. In order to obtain 
f u l l e f f i c i e n c y i n such a transmission, the VMO has advised the Ad Hoc Group that 
arrangements could be made to send the Ad Hoc Group's transmissions on a regu l a r b a s i s . 
I understand that t h i s advice i s e s s e n t i a l l y an o f f e r of even f u r t h e r co-operation, 
and I think that use should be made of t h i s generous o f f e r . I also understand that 
the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Japan w i l l speak on the substance of t h i s 
matter today. 

In preparing i t s progress report i n March t h i s year the Ad Hoc Group had 
d i f f i c u l t i e s i n f i n d i n g a way to report on n a t i o n a l i n v e s t i g a t i o n s on the exchange and 
use of so- c a l l e d Level 2 data ( i . e . of whole records). Recent advances i n computer 
and telecommunication equipment have made i t possible to exchange, without much 
e f f o r t , many more Level 2 data than was foreseen i n the two formal reports submitted 
by the Ad Hoc Group i n 1978 and 1979» In a d d i t i o n , recent advances i n s c i e n t i f i c 
understanding have made i t p o s s i b l e to e x p l o i t Level 2 data also i n the a n a l y s i s 
foreseen f o r i n t e r n a t i o n a l data centres, thereby s i g n i f i c a n t l y i n c r e a s i n g the 
q u a l i t y of t h e i r c a l c u l a t i o n s . These were i n i t i a l l y foreseen to be made only on the 
bas i s of Level 1 data ( i . e . b u l l e t i n - l i k e e xtracts from the records). This l a t t e r 
r e s u l t , based on n a t i o n a l i n v e s t i g a t i o n s i n Sweden and elsewhere, i s s t i l l under 
debate i n the Ad Hoc Group w i t h respect to the manner of r e p o r t i n g on i t , I am 
confident that a constructive outcome of t h i s issue w i l l be found i n due course. 

The other matter — how to report on modern p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r the exchange of 
Level 2 data has, however, been resolved — a good omen f o r the t h i r d formal report 
of the Ad Hoc Group, expected to be submitted next year. 

The Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts has t o l d me that he i s 
very s a t i s f i e d w i t h the c l e a r and b u s i n e s s - l i k e manner i n which the quite d i f f i c u l t 
matters concerning Level 2 data have r e c e n t l y been discussed i n the Group, 
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The Ad Hoc Group proposes that i t s next meeting be held from 7 "to 18 February 1993i 

With these words, Fir, Chairm.an, I formally propose that the Committee talîes 
note of the progress report contained i n document CD/3I8. 

F i n a l l y , I want to say that the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts, 
Бг. U l f E r i c s s o n , i s prepared to report i n more d e t a i l and to answer questions, i f 
any, i n the same manner as has been customary i n the past. 

The CHAIIQ-iAiTî I thanlc the representative of oweden f o r h i s statement. 

As I noted at the beginning of t h i s plenary m.eeting, the progress report by the 
Ad Hoc Group has been c i r c u l a t e d f o r consideration by the Committee. Before I give 
the f l o o r to the f o l l o w i n g spealcer on my l i s t , may I inform the Committee that .the. 
delegation of Japan has submitted document СЬ/319> which has been c i r c u l a t e d today 
and deals -with one of the questions contained i n that report. I 'now give the f l o o r 
to the distinguished representative of Japan, His Excellency Ambassador Okawa. 

Mr. OKAWA (Japan); Mr. Chairman, vre have once again received a progress report 
from the chairman of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to Consider I n t e r n a t i o n a l 
Co-operative Meas-ures to Detect and I d e n t i f y Seismic Events, My delegation v/ishes 
to thank Mr. H y l t e n i u s , the distinguished'delegate of Svreden, f o r i n t r o d u c i n g t h i s 
report and, of course, Dr. E r i c s s o n , the distinguished Chairman of the ild Hoc Group 
f o r i t s preparation. 

My delegation has follov.'ed v/ith i n t e r e s t the progress of v/ork i n the f i v e study 
groups established w i t h i n the Ad Hoc Group two years ago. A Japanese expei't i s one 
of the co-convenors of the t h i r d study group dea l i n g with the ''format and procedures 
f o r the exchange of Level 1 data through Vfi'IO/GTS", V/e have been encouraged by the 
two t r i a l exchanges of Level 1 seismic data which took place i n I98O and I98I through 
the GTS of the vAiO. V/e note the statement i n the new progress report that the 
Ad Hoc Group sees the need f o r a d d i t i o n a l t e s t s i n order to obtain f u r t h e r experience. 
Uy delegation would l i k e to knov/ hcv/ many such a d d i t i o n a l t e s t s are going to be 
needed before the g l o b a l system of seism.ic data transmission on the ШЮ/ОТЗ can be 
consolidated. 

I have talcen note of a sentence i n the nev/ report which says that the 
Ad Hoc Group "noted the advice of the V/MO that s i g n i f i c a n t improvements i n 
transmission could be expected only i f the Ad Hoc Group were to use the GTS on a 
regular b a s i s " . This sentence appears towards the bottom of page 2 of the progress 
report. 

In t h i s connection, i t should be pointed out that the t r i a l exchanges over the 
GTS that I have just referred to viere conducted only -under p r o v i s i o n a l arrangements 
with the V/MO. I drev/ the a t t e n t i o n of the Committee to t h i s f a c t i n my 
i n t e r v e n t i o n of 16 March I 9 8 2 -when I suggested that the Committee on Disarmament 
should f o r m a l l y request the \Ш0 to co-operate i n the g l o b a l transmission of seismic 
data by a u t h o r i z i n g the use of i t s GTS f o r that purpose. As the distinguished 
Chairman has jus t announced, my delegation has tabled today a Committee document 
s e t t i n g f o r t h the background to the ыл Hoc Group's r e l a t i o n s h i p with the VMO and 
expl a i n i n g why t h i s r e l a t i o n s h i p needs to be formalized. 
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i7ith regard to the exchange of Level 2 data, I referred i n March to the 
considerable progress achieved i n recent years i n the technology f o r data exchange 
of t h i s sort and said that e f f o r t s should be made to apply, such new technology to 
the exchange of .^evel 2 data, '..̂e welcoi-.e the progress reí orted from the 
Ad Hoc Group i n t h i s regard. Last v/eek, the ríorvíegian delegation demonstrated a 
prototype system f o r seismic data exchange i n i t i a t e d by the ííorvíegian Seismic Array 
(иоГиолк) and we are g r a t e f u l to the hor\iegian experts f o r showing us how wave-form or 
Level 2 data can be r a p i d l y transmitted under t h e i r system, '..̂e also thank them f o r 
t h e i r document СЭ/ЗЮ, '-..'e hope that consensus may be achieved i n the Ad Hoc Group 
on the a p p l i c a t i o n of agreed procedures f o r analysing Level 2 data i n the context of 
the envisaged g l o b a l exchange. • • 

The new progress report once a¿ain r e f e r s to the t h i r d report of the 
fid Hoc Group, the completion of which seems to be postponed from, year to year. Again 
we are t o l d that the Ad Hoc Group w i l l need to conduct a d d i t i o n a l гтойс before 
submitting a f u l l , complete report i n compliance v/ith i t s present mandate. 

I t should be r e c a l l e d that the Ad Hoc Group was set up by the Conference of the 
Committee on Disarmament on 22 J u l y 1976. In the ensuing s i x years we have been 
provided V i i t h two valuable reports v/hich are contained i n documents СГ'й/зЗВ of 
9 March 1973 and CD/43 of ?5 J u l y 1979. V/hile looking for\./ard with a n t i c i p a t i o n 
to r e c e i v i n g the t h i r d report of the Ad Hoc Group, my delegation, as a member of -
t h i s Committee, would l i k e to knov/ hov/ the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group sees the 
prospects of h i s Group's v/ork i n the future. In my la..yman's mind, I cannot quite 
grasp the extent of the work that remiains to be done and how much longer i t i s 
going to talie; and whether the Ad Hoc Group's work i s not being overtaken by the 
y e a r l y progress i n technology, and v/hether t h i s does not m,ea.n that the Ad Hoc Group 
w i l l need to be i n permanent session simply to caich up with such t e c h n o l o g i c a l 
progress. I simply hope that at each stage i n the Ad Hoc Group's labours the 
r e s u l t s can be put to p r a c t i c a l a..pplication v/ithout seeking f u r t h e r s o p h i s t i c a t i o n ; 
and that a d d i t i o n a l t e c h n o l o g i c a l advances can be taken up and incorporated i n t o 
the exercise as they become a v a i l a b l e . 

V/hile hoping that Dr. E r i c s s o n and the distinguished experts of h i s group v / i l l 
f o r g i v e me f o r these rather probing remarks, I do wish to r e i t e r a t e my delegation's 
deep appreciation to them, f o r the most valuable work they have been conducting over 
the years. 

Before • concludinf^ t h i s speech, I v/ould l i k e to say hov/ pleased we are to l e a r n 
of the a,rrival of our nev̂ í collea,gue from l e r u and my delegation wishes to extend a 
warm v/elcome to ̂ '^mbassador Cannock. I must also say how sorry vre are that 
embassador Venkateswaran of India and Ambassador Galah-Bey of A l g e r i a are no longer 
amongst us and that ^jnbassador Vrhunec of Yugoslavia i s also about to leave us. 
On behalf of my delegation I wish to pay h i g h t r i b u t e to these distinguished 
colleagues of ours f o r t h e i r c o n t r i b u t i c n s to the work of t h i s Committee. 
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The CHAIMíÁI'T.' I thank the representative of Japan f o r h i s statement. 
Document CD/319 suggests that a request he 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 Ad Hoc Group to continue to 
u t i l i z e the Global Telecommunication System on a regular b a s i s f o r the transmission 
of seismic data i n order to detect and i d e n t i f y seismic events. On the basis of 
the request contained i n document CD/319> I intend to put before the Committee f o r 
consideration and d e c i s i o n , at our plenary meeting next Thursday, a d r a f t 
communication to the Secretary-General of 1#Ю. I now give the f l o o r to the next 
spealcer on my l i s t , the distinguished representative cf A u s t r a l i a , Mr. Steele. 

lir, STEELE ( A u s t r a l i a ) г Mr. Chairman^ the A u s t r a l i a n delegation welcomes the 
progress report on the fourteenth session of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts 
and; considers that the Committee on Disarmament should talce note of t h i s u s e f u l 
document, CD/3I8. I t i s more evident than ever that i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operativ-e 
measures to detect ajad i d e n t i f y seismic events are of d i r e c t importance to our work. 
Nov/ that the Committee on Disarmament has established an Ad Hoc i./orking Group on a 
HUG1ear Test Ban, t h i s relevance v r i l l become apparent to a l l . The Chairman of that 
Working Group, Ambassador Lidgard, and h i s adviser, Dr. U l f E r i c s s o n , have already 
emphasized t h i s . Dr. E r i c s s o n , as Chairman of the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts, 
continues to oversee an a c t i v i t y deserviag of our f u l l e s t support: he himself 
s i m i l a r l y earns our appreciation. 

I would l i k e to draw the Comrráttee's a t t e n t i o n to a number of important points 
i n âocum.ent CD/3I6, but before doing so I wish to remind the Committee of the 
consideration i t gave to the previous progress report, as recorded i n 
CD/PV.164 of 16 March. Differences of opinion, not r e f l e c t e d i n that progress 
report, v/ere aired i n our M rch debate over the issue of how f a r the 
Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts v/as able' to apply to i t s v/ork, w i t h i n the terms of i t s 
mandate, many s t a r t l i n g r e l a t e d t e c h n o l o g i c a l advances, i n c l u d i n g those being 
demonstrated i n na,tional experiments.. Those d i f f e r e n c e s of viev/ to some extent 
remain but they are being franlcly acknov/ledged aind addressed,- and compromiises sought. 
Proof of t h i s can be found i n document CD/3I8 i t s e l f , which was put together v/ithout 
great d i f f i c u l t y . Although paragraph 7 of that docum.ent concludes by noting c e r t a i n 
matters not yet resolved, i t i s c l e a r that the issue i n question w i l l be thoroughly 
considered i n future .and the r e s u l t e of t h i s consideration w i l l be brought to the 
Comm.ittee's a t t e n t i o n . 

National i n v e s t i g a t i o n s are a f\indamenta.l aspect of the Grctip' s f u r t h e r 
development of the s c i e n t i f i c and technicaJ. aspects of the g l o b a l system envisaged f o r 
use i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operative mea.?ures to detect and i d e n t i f y seismic events. 
At the fourteenth session Ncrv/ay put bn a d i s p l a y of hardware, im.pressively f l e x i b l e 
and low i n cost, v/hioh could form the basis of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l data centre, Nor-wa.y 
has shown hov; Level 2 data ( i . e . d e t a i l e d records of wave form..s) can be r e a d i l y 
transmitted and has i n v i t e d p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n an experimental m u l t i l a t e r a l exchange of 
such data by, f o r instance, telephone-linked computers. Thi.-̂ i experiment deserves 
support. 

Other valuable v/ork r e l a t i n g tc the use of Level 2 data at I n t e r n a t i o n a l 
Data Centres has been done by Sv/eden and the United States, Thif. remains 
c o n t r o v e r s i a l or at l e a s t unresolved. ..fevertheles.s, i f v a s t l y more informa,tion can 
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novr be usee by data centres than was envisaged v.-hen the expert Group' s mandate was 
f i r s t framed, i t i s time f o r t h a t mandate to cope v;ith such a development; t h i s may 
or may not i n i t s e l f require formal r e v i s i o n . 

'The Jim.ba3sadcr of Jü,pan-ha:s today pointed out to the Comm,ittee that there i s a 
need to formalize the exchange o f 'Level. 1 dcta over the " . -orlr: Meteorological 
Orgsinization's Global Teleocmmunica.ticns System., f o r example by a reC;Uest from the 
Chairm.an o f the Committee on -Oisa/rmament to the Secretary-General c f "ЛЮ. In t h i s 
G o n n e c t i e n he has taicen t h i s i h i t i a . t i v e and tabled document СГ/319. A u s t r a l i a i s 
co-convenor vdth Japan of study group 3 considering data, exchange over the VflîO/GTS 
and stro n g l y urges that steps be bauien to f o l l o w t h i s proposal through. The 
Ad hoc Group of o o i e n t i f i c Experts i t s e l f i n pa.ragraph 7 -i" document CD/3I8 notes the 
b e n e f i t s of & m o v e regular basis to the Ad Hoc Group's r e l a t i o n s h i p with the. ШО/GTS. 
I t sees "the need f o r a d d i t i o n a l experiments using the ".fliO/GTo to t e s t other aspects 
of the p o s s i b l e internationa,l exchange of data". "7e can therefore a n t i c i p a t e some 
la r g e - s c a l e experimentation i n 19S5 of da.t& exchange over t h i s system. The urgency 
of the matter i s apparent. 

The concluding paragraph of document Ср/31б envisages that the Ad Hoc Group's 
t h i r d report w i l l be submitted during the 19^3 session c f the Gcmmittee on Disarmament, 
My delegation vrelcomes t h i s . f i r s t s p e c i f i c i n d i c a t i o n c f a date f o r the report and 
hopes that the là Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts w i l l have no d i f f i c u l t y i n adhering 
to i t . There i s no doubt that the Commiittee as a vrhole would g r e a t l y b e n e f i t from a 
d e t a i l e d account next year of the vrork of the Ad Hoc Group, 

The СНаТШШТ; I thank the representative of A u s t r a l i a f o r h i s statement, 

I vrould now l i k e to i n v i t e members to address auestions to the Chairman of the 
Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts, Dr, E r i c s s o n , 

I-ir, FIELD о (United States of j-jnerioa); Mr.-Chairman, the di s t i n g u i s h e d 
junbassador of Japan has, I t h i n k , put some very i n t e r e s t i n g and probing questions to 
Dr. E r i c s s o n , and I think that t-he Commiittee vrould b e n e f i t by hearing h i s response 
to those questions, 

Dr, ERICSSON (Chairman, Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts): There vrere four 
questions put to me by the distingiaished Ambassador of Japan, The f i r s t question 
r e l a t e s to the experiments vrhich the Gi-rcup o f S c i e n t i f i c Experts has been performing 
on the \RiG networlc and the question i s : "My delegation would l i k e to know hovr many 
such a.dditional t e s t s are going to be needed before the gl o b a l system of seismic data 
transmission on the VffiO/GTS can be consolidated." 

I talce i t that a f i n a l c o n s o l i d a t i o n of what the data exchange .system should be, 
i n d e t a i l , vrould have to wait f o r thorough experience on the ШИи l i n e s on a reg u l a r 
b a s i s . The VMO vrcrld-vride network i s a patchwork o f n a t i o n a l p a r t s ; each country 
operates the part on i t s ovrn t e r r i t o r y , from neighbour to neighbour. This mjkes the 
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r e a c t i o n time of that system to changes rather long. Уе have, i n the .past, asked f o r 
permission to transmit on these l i n e s some three months before the a c t u a l t e s t and 
that has proved to be i n s u f f i c i e n t to obtain a complete, p o s i t i v e r e a c t i o n from the 
whole system I f ever we obtain a regular transmission s i t u a t i o n then we would 
obt a i n f u l l operation i n regard to our needs i n , l e t us say, 6 to 9 months and that 
would then be, I would not say f i n a l , but a very major step towards a f i n a l 
understanding of how the system would work. 

Here, and also i n response to the second question, I would l i k e to say that the 
Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts now meets tv/ice a year and produces i t s r e s u l t s at a 
c e r t a i n pace. So f a r , t h a t pace has been f a s t e r than that of the nuclear t e s t ban so 
there i s , a l l the time, ample room f o r improvement while w a i t i n g f o r p o l i t i c a l 
developments. The second s p e c i f i c question of Ambassador Okav/a v/as: "My delegation 
would l i k e to knov/ hov/ the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group sees- the prospects of h i s 
Group's v.rork in. fche f u t u r e " , a,nd he v/ent on to add questions about the extent of the 
v/ork that remains to be done and how m.uch longer i t i s going to talce, and whether the 
Ad Hoc Group i s not being overtaken by the y e a r l y progress i n technology. As I 
s a i d , so fa.r, v/e think that v/e have been f a s t e r than the t e s t ban. I f we . s i t and 
wait, then there w i l l be a gap. Science does not develop very q u i c k l y ; technology 
however, does, e s p e c i a l l y i n the aspects of telecomm.unications, where development i s 
very r a p i d . There we have simply been overtaken, since 197S, by the progress of 
technology and t h i s i s why we have devoted some years of e f f o r t to f i n d i n g out how 
we could best accommodate these new developments. The matter of Level 2 data, of 
hov/ to deal v/ith complete records, i s f i r s t of a l l an important and d i . f f i c u l t 
technic8,l question. I t i s also a question of v/hethe.r pa,rticipants-are i n a - p o s i t i o n 
to e x p l o i t these p o s s i b i l i t i e s . I t i s a very rapid development and i t i s 
understandable that these developments proceed at a d i f f e r e n t speed i n d i f f e r e n t 
places on t h i s globe. The p o s i t i o n s of p a r t i c i p a n t s , t herefore, to take advantage 
of these developments r i g h t nov/, say toda.y, are very d i f f e r e n t indeed. On the 
other hand, i t i s quite c l e a r that t h i s kind of new technology, i n due course, w i l l 
penetrate, I would say, a l l countries. This then maíces i t necessary that the system 
of g l o b a l data exchange v/hich the Grcnip of b c i e n t i f i c Experts i s e x p l o r i n g , 
d e s c r i b i n g and i n v e s t i g a t i n g , should contain a feature of renewal, a feature of 
t a k i n g i n t o account the new s i g n i f i c a n t developments i n science and technology. 
Again, t h i s i s an important aspect of any system which v/e might propose to you, and 
i t i s c e r t a i n l y our r e s p o n s i b i l i t y to see to i t that some s u i t a b l e feature of 
renewal i s included a l s o . This i s v/hy v/e have talcen our time i n preparing a t h i r d 
r e p o r t , because i t i s t h i s very question which i s before us i n t h i s d i s c u s s i o n on what 
we c a l l i n ja.rgon Level 2 data. I hope tha-t t h i s is a s u f f i c i e n t answer to the 
questions posed by the d i s t i n g i i i s h e d Ambassador of Japan. 

The GH/iIBMAHs V/e have exhauated the time a v a i l a b l e to us t h i s morning and I 
propose that v/e suspend tho plenary meeting and resume i t t h i s afternoon at 3 p.m. 
when Dr. E r i c s s o n v / i l l ansv/er a few m.ore questions and we s h a l l proceed to hear the 
l a s t spealcer on m.y l i s t . Upon the atd jou.x^nment of the plenary meeting we s h a l l move 
to the informal meeting that the Committee i s to hold today on proposals tabled under 
items 2 and 7 of the agenda. 

I f there i s no o b j e c t i o n , I v / i l l iiuspend t h i s id.enary meeting nov/. 

The meeting v/as suspended at 1.05 P-m. and .rooumed at 3 P.m. 
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Thg- CMIRM;UT; The I B l s t plenary rae' ting of tho Committee on Disarmament i s 
resumed. 

Me,y I i n v i t e those members of the Committee who- wish to address questions to 
the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group of . S c i e n t i f i c G;:perts, Dr. Ericsson,' to do so. 

Mr. SAEJuN ( i n d i a ) : ¡"ir. Chainnan, through you, I vrould l i k e to thank 
Dr. Ericsson f o r the c l a r i f i c a t i o n s ha ga-vo, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n response to the veiy 
pertinent questions vrhich were r a i s e d by the di s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador of Japan, but 
I must confess that my deleg.;tion was a l i t t l e d i s t r e s s e d by a couple of remarks tha.t 
were таЛе by Dr. Ericsson during h i s statement. He seems to suggest that i n f a c t 
the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts i s maiintaining a very,' s h a l l I say, commendable 
progress i n i t s work but that the p o l i t i c a l negotiations on a nuclear ^i'est ban seemed 
to be going very slovrly, and he appeared to suggest that i n f a c t the delay had. been 
on the p o l i t i c a A conclusion of a nuclear t e s t ban and that therefore,, i n the 
interv e n i n g period, the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts would continue to take 
i n t o account the l a t e s t developments i n science and technology. Somehovr I got- the• 
impression that the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c E:.perts was i n no hurry heca,use 
negotiations i n the politice.] sphere on a nuclear tes't ban vrere i n any case not 
going to be concluded f o r some time. This i s r e a l l y something which my delegation 
i s a l i t t l e worried about beca.use t h i s I think involves us i n one of those "chicken 
or the egg" arguments. Is i t that the p o l i t i c a l negotiations on a nuclear t e s t ban 
are being dela.yed because the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts i s unable to a r r i v e 
at any d e f i n i t i v e conclusions on the s e t t i n g up of a gl o b a l seismic monitoring 
network, or i s i t that tho glob a l seismic monitoring network can i n f a c t be 
elabora.ted some time i n the d i s t a n t future because in' any case the negotiations on a 
nuclear t e s t ban do not se:m to be loa.ding anywhere? As f a r as my delegation i s 
concerned, there i s a very close r e l a t i o n s h i p betweon p o l i t i c a l n egotiations on a 
nuclear t e s t Ьэл and the kind of work which i s being c a r r i e d out by the Ad Hoc Group 
of S c i e n t i f i c E.vperts, and vre have alvirays been given to understand that the p o l i t i c a l 
n e g o t i a t i o n of a nuclear t e s t ban would be considerably f a c i l i t a t e d by the e a r l y 
conclusion of the work of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts. We are i n f a c t now 
being t o l d that t h i s i s somehovr â  p a r a l l e l exercise vrlxLch may not have very much, to 
do with the p o l i t i c a l n egotiation of a nuclear tost ban. For my delegation, the veiy 
r a t i o n a l e of such a group, the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts, i s that i t serves the 
i n t e r e s t s of the e a r l y conclusion of a t r e a t y on a nuclear t e s t ban. I t has no other 
r a t i o n a l e f o r i t s exist.;nce, and i f my delegation becomes convinced that the Ad Hoc 
Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts i s somehow conducting an exercise i n a, vacuum — 
conducting an exercise which has very l i t t l e to do vrith negotiations on a. t r e a t y on 
a nuclear t e s t ban — then I must say that my delegation would have to review i t s 
whole a t t i t u d e towards tho fu r t h e r f u n c t i o n i n g of t h i s Group of Experts. This i s f o r 
us a very serious matter and therefore I would l i k e the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group 
of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to perhfps c l a r i f y t h i s p o int. I do not think t h a t the 
Ad'Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts can opo-rate on the assumption that i t s work i s 
c;uite open i n t h i s way and that i t can continue to taJîo i n t o account every t e c h n i c a l 
or s c i e n t i f i c s.dvanco which i s being made, as long ais there i s no prospect f o r a 
nucleo.r t e s t ban, or vre s h a l l then come to p o l i t i c a l negotiations on a nuclear t e s t 
ban i n which our colleagues v r i l l ask us; how can we have a nuclear t e s t Ьэл t r e a t y 
when problems of v e r i f i c a l i o n have not been resolved? This i s not the kind of 
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s i t u a t i o n thí t Vie vrould l i k e to face and v/e v/ould be very glad i f the Ghairman of the 
Group of S c i e n t i f i c S .ports can give us an e.planation as to v/hat i s the assumption 
on v/hich h i s Group i s operating. As f3.r as v/e understand iü, there i s a c e r t a i n 
a.ssvamption of a g l o b a l seismic monitoring network wlúch v-zas drawn up, I think, v/hen 
tho Group i t s e l f was established, find I think that i n document CCD/558 there arc 
very c l e a r l y l a i d out terms of reference s t a t i n g the objective of the Group of 
Experts. How f a r av/ay i s tho Group of Exports from aichieving that objective? That 
i s a very simple question to v^/hich a very simple answer can be given, and I think 
Vie should not enter i n t o t h i s argument that i f thero i s no nuclea^.r t e s t ban i n s i g h t 
then the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c .Experts can taJce a l l the time i n bhe world to do 
i t s v/ork. 

r̂ h-. ERICSSON (Chairman, Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c S::pérts): V/oll, I v/ould 
l i k e to thank the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of India f o r M s s i g n i f i c a n t question. 
The Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts i s nov/ operating on a mandate víhich was given 
to i t i n 1579 and v/hich i s contained i n cLocument Ch ;46 . I t says that the Committe.' 
on Disa..rmament decides that the Ad Hoc Group should continue U s v/ork on such measures 
viihich might bo- established i n the future f o r th i n t e r n a t i o n a l e::change of 
seismological data, avnd i t goes on to say that t h i s v/ork should i n c l u d e , i n t e r a l i a , 
f u r t h e r еТ aboration of detail;.'d i n s t r u c t i o n s f o r an experimontal t e s t which i s 
foreseen as f u r t h e r d rvolopment of tho s c i e n t i f i c and t e c h n i c a l asp-^ct of the g l o b a l 
system as v/ell as co-operation i n the reviav; and onaJysis of n a t i o n a l i n v e s t i g a t i o n s , 
v/hich have also e s s e n t i a l l y proved, to be d i r e c t e d tov/ards new a.spects and improvements 
i n s c i e n t i f i c understanding and technological p o s s i b i l i t i e s . V/e are, therefore, 
c e r t a i n l y nov/ i n a pha,se v/here v/e attempt to improve the system which v/e described 
and proposed to tho Committee i n our reports CCT)/558 and CO/43 and oar mandate i s 
forma.lly open-ended i n that respect. C e r t a i n l y , the v/ork of the Group of j c i e n t i f i c 
Experts i s organized i n such a v/ay th.-1 wo meet tvrico a year h.re i n Geneva, and 
between those times a number of experts undert.ake to communicate v/ith t h a i r colleagues 
and put together th ; r : s u l t s of invos tig.ations, d r a f t i n g chapters towards the report. 
I f a nuclear t e s t ban v/ore to enter i n t o a stage of foreseen implementation, then 
c e r t a i n l y the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts could stop up i t s v/ork; I see no 
d i f f i c u l t y i n that. The Group hâ s already i n blie past recomm.ended the measures to be 
taken f o r a g l o b a l daita exchange system, i n the reports I mentioned. However, the 
material i n those reports i s i n a fov/ respects — c e r t a i n l y not i n every respect, but 
i n a few respects — now outdated by the s u r p r i s i n g l y f a s t 'developments i n technology 
as well a.s some developments i n science. I t therefore stands to reason that we should 
t r y to includ e these new r e s u l t s i n a forthcoming report. This i s nov/ being done 
rxv the pace which I j u s t described, but i f a p o l i t i c a l l y - g e n e r a t e d demand f o r a very 
f a s t r e s u l t v/ere to a r i s e , then I am quite sure that those States v/hich supply the 
experts to co-operate i n t h i s S c i e n t i f i c Group could i n s t r u c t them to devote much 
more of t h e i r time than they do now to t h i s task. Perhaps I should say thi.t a fev/ 
del:?gations do ha.ve e::perts v/ho devote themselves f u l l - t i m e to t h i s work. Other 
countries do not supply s c i e n t i s t s to that extent. These s c i e n t i s t s p a r t i c i p a t e 
only part-time i n these i n v e s t i g a t i o n s . This, I think, describes the s i t u a t i o n which, 
to my understanding, v/ould i n no v/ay l i i n d e r , from the v e r i f i c a t i o n point of viev/, 
and as f a r as the tasks of the Ad Hoc Group a.re concerned, the conclusion of a nuclear 
tost ban. 
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Mr. IVEGEI^CR (Pederr.l Republic of Germany): Mr. Cheirmc-n, before asking some 
questions, I A-rould l i k e to j o i n other members i n expressing admiration and g r a t i t u d e 
to Dr. E r i c s s o n f o r t b i vroi^k he hâ s been conducting on- our behalf f o r so many years, 
as well as f o r the c l a r i t y and p r e c i s i o n with which he ansv/ers our questions on 
such occasions. In f a c t , I have two questions. 

F i r s t l y , now that the Uorking Group on a Nuclear Test Ban i s established end 
at work, some delegations have addressed the issue of what should be the formad 
r e l a t i o n s h i p between the Ad Hoc Group of - J c i e n t i f i c Experts and the NTB Working Group, 
and various suggestions have be;.n т.эЛе. übvioualj'-, the e s s e n t i a l point, f o r a l l i s 
that the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts should bo able, when requested, to give a.dvice on 
t e c h n i c a l matters and th-at a c o r r e l a t i o n i n substance should bo achieved. 
Dr. E r i c s s o n , d i d t h i s question come up during your recent meeting and v/hat id-aas on 
the r e l a t i o n s h i p — an optimum rela^-tionship — vrould you and your colleagu-.ís have 
at hand? 

Secondly, vrhen r e p l y i n g to Ambaissador Okawa t h i s morning, you pointed out the 
r a p i d t e c h n o l o g i c a l developments i n the Level 2 data domain and you stressed the 
immense po t e n t i a J that thes-::- nevi developments have. But you â .so pointed out that 
the c a p a b i l i t y of countries to dr-av; the f u l l b e n e f i t s from Lovel 2 data vrould vary 
according to t h e i r ovm development. Novr, Dr. Ericsson, we knovr that both during 
the spring session ?jiá during t h i s session, the vra.y i n which Li^vel 2 developments 
vr-are to be r e f l e c t e d i n th.- report caused considerable controversy and i t i s -quite 
n o t i c a b l e thait i n contr.a,st to the o r i g i n a l report text proponed, a number of 
amendments vrere moved by one p a r t i c u l a r country group, tending to dovrngrade the 
importance of Level 2 data, o.r rather even to disca-.rd i t . \Io a l l knov-r that j^our 
Group had a d i f f i c u l t tim-^ a r r i v i n g .аь th consensus te:-t vrhich we now see. My 
question i s the f o l l o v r i n g . Dr. E r i c s s o n : V/hat i s the impression of y o u r s e l f and 
your colleagues, -a.s experts, of the r-";a..son f o r the obvioua r-aluctance to t r e a t 
the Level 2 data f o r what they are worth'.^ Would you think that i t i s due t c a l e s s 
advanced t e c h n i c a l structure i n the country group vrhich hâ s made these amendments, or 
i s i t rath-er due to an i n s t i n c t i v e reluctance to v.se the p o t e n t i a l of .Level 2 data 
because i t o f f e r s such immense p o t e n t i a l f o r an advanced i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n 
system i n t h i s domain? 

Mr. ERICSSON (Chairman, Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c E x p e r t s ) : Your f i r s t question 
Viras on the r e l a t i o n s h i p betvrei.n the Committer's Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear 
Test Ban and the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts. The main r e l a t i o n s h i p , c e r t a i n l y the 
one that the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts has set up, i s to d e l i v e r consensus reports 
on the s p e c i f i c matter of data, exchange to a s s i s t countries i n monitoring a nuclear 
t e s t ban. This does not cover the whole f i e l d of v e r i f i c a t i o n of a nuclear test ban, 
but i s only p a r t of i t . As I s a i d a while ago, the circumstances i n the l a s t few 
years have bro.ijght f o r t h a c e r t a i n mode of operations, a c e r t a i n pace of d e l i v e r i n g 
r e s u l t s and that job i s s t i l l there. -If, as envisaged, we are able to provide the 
Committee on Disarmament with a t h i r d report recommending a number of improvements i n 
the system as seen o r i g i n a l l y , then I hope -that we do a good job, c o n t r i b u t i n g at 
l e a s t one element of the v e r i f i c a t i o n complex f o r a nuclear te.st ban. The pace of 
work i s r a t h e r slow, so i f you think that the Group as a whole might respond to 
questions from t h i s body or i t s Working Group, then the question of hovr — i f I am 
extremely formal — could be put before the Group only i n February, because that i s 
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when i t meets, so i t i s not, from that point cf view, extremely p r a c t i c a l . On the 
other hand, the existence and the a c t i v i t i e s of the Group, have, I think, generated, 
a set o f experts who know the te s t ban v e r i f i c a t i o n question rather w e l l by now. 
There a re some 20 to 25 n a t i o n a l experts i n t h i s f i e l d i n the Group and. I think that, 
at present at l e a s t , the optimal way of using that expertise would be .if delegations 
here, o r t h e i r Governments, simply e x p l o i t the p o t e n t i a l of t h e i r own exports. That, 
to me, under present circumstances, would be the best wey of using that p o t e n t i a l . 
That was i n answer to your f i r s t question. In your second question, you asked, 
e s s e n t i a l l y , why we have t h i s d i f f i c u l t y with the Level 2 data. There are several 
reasons f o r that, and i t has been to me, pe r s o n a l l y , of miuch concern to understand, 
because the d i f f i c u l t y i s obviously very great, and i n my present understanding- there 
are several elements. There are two olements which I mentioned e a r l i e r today. F i r s t 
o f a l l , some of these developments are simply nevr, quite s t a r t l i n g , end i t takes 
some time even f o r a s c i e n t i s t — a technologist — to get acquainted with the 
p o s s i b i l i t y . Secondly, the access to these technological p o s s i b i l i t i e s , which e x i s t 
i n p r i n c i p l e , i s rather d i f f e r e n t i n d i f f e r e n t countries. I t i s very much a question 
of n a t i o n a l o r g a n i z a t i o n , how they are or could be made a v a i l a b l e . And these methods 
a r e , quite apart fromi our work here, simply not s e t t l e d i n a l l countries. In a few 
countries l i k e Norway, t h i s technology happens to be very r e a d i l y a v a i l a b l e . This 
i s also the case i n my own country. Other countries have not yet decided on how to 
do i t and t h i s generates a genuine d i f f i c u l t y i n our w^rk. We are a Group which 
should give a consensus report on questions on which a consensus i s r e a l l y very hard 
to f i n d . Secondly, and that wa,s a r e s u l t which we obtained during our present session, 
i t turned out that States p a r t i c i p a t i n g with experts i n the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts 
have rather d i f f e r e n t views on hovi they intend to e x p l o i t the data exchange, and t h i s 
was made very clear...during tho present session. That, to me, i s an explanation of 
why i t was very d i f f i c u l t i n the recent past to obtain agreement on how these 
p o s s i b i l i t i e s would be e x p l o i t e d when such a data exchange system would operate under 
a nuclear t e s t ban. I t turned out f o r some countries simply to Ъе a p o l i t i c a l matter. 
That i s something which we must respect and we ha.ve to wait u n t i l p o l i t i c a l d e cisions, 
i f any, are talcen so tha.t the dis c u s s i o n can go forwaerd. Whather t h i s w i l l be the 
case o r not, I cannot know. I n o t i c e , hov/ever, t h i s year, and t h i s was r e f l e c t e d , I 
think, i n a, statement by Mr. Hyltenius of Sweden t h i s morning, that the discussion of 
these r a t h e r d e l i c a t e and d i f f i c u l t matters was very b u s i n e s s - l i k e and to-the-point 
i n the Group o f S c i e n t i f i c Experts and that gave me very much s a t i s f a c t i o n . I a.lso 
think that there i s some hopo tha.t we w i l l be able to resolve these ma.tters, in. due 
covu?se, i n a const r u c t i v e way. 

Mr. FIELDS (United States of America): fe. Chairman, I have read the progress 
report o f the Ad Hoc Group of Exports, and l i s t e n e d w i t h great i n t e r e s t to 
Dr. Ericsson's responses to questions put to him. The United States p.articipants during 
t h i s .14th meeting of the Ad Hoc Group have reported to me that, as always, 
Dr. Ericsson's p a t i e n t and f i r m hand i n guiding the work of the Group has been an 
element e s s e n t i a l to i t s progress. My delegation therefore o f f e r s him cur 
congratulations. We have also boon pleased to see Dr. Eri c s s o n serving-as an adviser 
to the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban, and are confident 
that h i s p a r t i c i p a t i o n w i l l r e i n f o r c e the work of both groups. 
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îfy delegation believes that tho Committee should take пою of the Ad Hoc Group's 
progress r e p o r t . I t i s onoouraging to mo tha.t so many States have p a r t i c i p a t e d , 
and that a number of s i g n i f i c a n t c o n t r i b u t i o n s ha.ve been submitted reporting on the 
work being c a r r i e d out i n the various -study groups. The valuable p a r t i c i p a t i o n of 
the World Meteorological Organization has also been r e f l e c t e d by the presence of a 
representative of that body during the course of the meeting. V/ould i t not. 
Dr. E r i c s s o n , f a c i l i t a , t e the work of the Ad Hoc Group i f more States, e s p e c i a l l y 
those represented i n t h i s Committee, were to p a r t i c i p a t e i n the Group? I t se.ms to 
my delegation that greater - p a r t i c i p a t i o n would not only broaden the geographical 
coverage, but expand the s c i e n t i f i c e x p e r t i s e , thereby enhancing the o v e r - a l l 
e f f e c t i v e n e s s of tho Ad Hoc Group. V/e would value your views on t h i s matter, S i r . 

Members of thi s Committee w i l l r e c a l l that l a s t March I expressed concern that 
tho Group vras having some d i f f i c u l t y i n preparing i t s t h i r d report to the Committee 
beca.use of disagreement as to vrhat i s permitted under i t s mandate. At tho same time, 
I noted that there v/as no notable disagreement among experts with regard to matters 
of a pur e l y s c i e n t i f i c nature. Consequontly, my delegation notes v/ith pleasure that 
t h i s progress report contains a. moro complote d e s c r i p t i o n of recent developments i n 
seismic and data-transfer technologies. These have .been made a v a i l a b l e to the Group 
from a nvmiber of nationai.l c o n t r i b u t i o n s . Unfortunately, the experts ha.ve, as yet, not 
reached agreement concerning the relevaaice of these developments f o r the important 
functions of tho i n t e r n a t i o n a l data centres envisaged under a world-wide system of 
exchanging seismic da.ta. 

My delegation continues to bel i e v e that our raamda.te to the Ad Hoc Group of 
S c i e n t i f i c Experts, wherein i t d i r e c t s " f u r t h e r development of the s c i e n t i f i c and 
t e c h n i c a l aspects of tho global system", intends that advances i n relevant f i e l d s 
of science a.nd technology should be f u l l y taken i n t o account i n order to ensure 
that the internationa.l exchange of seismic data might bo as e f f i c i e n t a.nd productive 
as p o s s i b l e . This i s a view which 1 bel i e v e i s shared by most delegations present 
here. Do you sha,re t h i s view, Dr. .Hlricsson? 

I might add at t h i s point that, at t h i s session, the Committee has benefited 
from an impressive demonstration of the r a p i d transmission of la,rge q u a n t i t i e s of 
seismic data over long distances. Thanks to the blorwegian Government, which 
s i g n i f i c a n t l y contributes to the work of the Ad Hoc Group, an inaxponsive portable 
data terminal v/as set up here i n the .ra.lais des Mations and da.ta were exchanged over 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l telephone c i r c u i t s , i n c l u d i n g s a t e l l i t e l i n k s . These data included 
a c t u a l 'seismograms, r e f e r r e d to by the Ad Hoc Group as Levol 2 data., from both the 
United States and Norway. The infoi-mation v/as displayed on a t e l e v i s i o n monitor to 
a number of delegates and simultaneously stored i n a m.ini-coraputer. Thero can be 
no question that we сз.п share waveform data on a v/ide scale. Do you not agree. S i r ? 

I t i s of v i t a l importance to the v/ork of the Committee on Disai,rma.ment that 
these advances be f u l l y reported to us i n tho an ticipri-ted thi.iTl report of "the 
Ad Hoc Group. The report should i n c l u d e , i f necessary, a d e s c r i p t i o n of those 
points on v/hich consensus agreement among the experts v/as not p o s s i b l e . 
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The Committoe w i l l , I think, have to give f u r t h e r thought to the future 
a c t i v i t i e s of t h i s Ád Hoc Group. Some delegations have already begun to address 
t h i s question both here and i n tho V/orking Group dealing vdth nuclear test ban 
v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance i s s u e s . The t h i r d report of the Ad Hoc Group w i l l 
provide a basis f o r bringing these considerations i n t o focus, i f t h i s has not already 
been achieved before i t s p u b l i c a t i o n . 

In conclusion, l e t me say again that my delegation vielcomes the progress report 
of the Ad Hoc Group, and we look forv/ard to continuing our support of the" Group,'s 
f u r t h e r work. 

V/e would appreciate Dr. Ericsson's answers to the questions I have put. Let mo 
thank Dr. E r i c s s o n f o r h i s answers to the questions put to him by other delegates, 
and also tha.nk him i n advance f o r h i s answers to my questions. 

Mr. ERICSSOH (Chairman, Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c -experts); V / c l l , the f i r s t 
question of Ambassador F i e l d s was: \TOuld i t not f a c i l i t a t e the work of the 
Ad Hoc Group i f more States, e s p e c i a l l y those represented i n t h i s Committee, were to 
p a r t i c i p a t e i n the Group? The question was put i n the context of co-operation w i t h 
VJITO, but I ta,ke i t that i t i s m.ore general. C e r t a i n l y , from the p h y s i c a l point of 
vievi, increased geographical coverage, e s p e c i a l l y of the southern hemisphere, i s quite 
important, so the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts would r e a l l y welcome more p a r t i c i p a t i n g 
countries from that part of our globe. Increased p a r t i c i p a t i o n from members of the 
Committee on Disarmament and other States would c e r t a i n l y expand the s c i e n t i f i c 
e x p e r t i s e availa,ble f o r our d i s c u s s i o n s . Here I would l i k e to remind you that ever 
since the beginning, a number of States not members of the Committee have sent 
experts to these t a l k s , and i n the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts they are on a p e r f e c t l y 
equal f o o t i n g v/ith everyone e l s e . Norway i s one example of such a country which i s , 
'as you knov/ c o n t r i b u t i n g . There i s also a t h i r d aspect of p a r t i c i p a t i o n . In my 
opinion what we are doing i n t h i s s c i e n t i f i c Group i s on the b o r d e r l i n e betvreen 
applied science and the p o l i t i c a l considerations vrhich go i n t o a t e s t ban. So, from 
that point of view, increased p a r t i c i p a t i o n , e s p e c i a l l y from the States i n the 
Committee on Disarmament, would be a wolc^ome aiddition to our understanding of where the 
p o l i t i c a l l i m i t a t i o n s to our s c i e n t i f i c experiments a,re. This then, i s r e a l l y an 
a f f i r m a t i v e answer to the d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador of the United States. 

The second question Ambassador F i e l d s asked me was whether I shared the view 
that advances i n the relevant f i e l d s of science and technology should be f u l l y taken 
i n t o account i n our recommendations. The answer i s , yes, of course; but there 
again,, the i n s e r t i o n of such advances i s very d i f f i c u l t , because i t i s not only 
science that we are engaged i n , i t i s science l i m i t e d by or conditioned by p o l i t i c a l 
purposes and con i t i o n s , as I said i n response to the question of the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
Ambassador Vifegener of the Federal Republic of Germany. 

The t h i r d question was whether I a.greed with the statements there can be no 
question that we can share waveform data on a wide sc a l e . C e r t a i n l y there i s no 
question that t h i s i s , i n p r i n c i p l e p o s s i b l e ; the technology i s known and understood, 
and i s being made more and more a v a i l a b l e . Here I v/ould l i k e to give a c l a r i f i c a t i o n 
on t h i s Level 2 d i s c u s s i o n . As f a r as the exchange of Level 2 data i s concerned, the 
Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts has been able to roach an understanding on hov/ to report. 
This understanding came i n the recent session, and therefore remains to be implemented 
i n our report. 

F i n a l l y , Ambassador F i e l d s s a i d that the t h i r d report should also i n c l u d e , i f 
necessary, a d e s c r i p t i o n of those points on which consensus agreement among the experts 
was not p o s s i b l e . In the present progress report, there i s a formulation which points 
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out that there are s i i g n i f i c a n t areas of discussion or i n v e s t i g a t i o n on which a 
consensus has not yet heen reached and t h i s , I tloink, points to the p o s s i b i l i t y that 
i f necessary, s i m i l a r statements could be expected i n the t h i r d Teport. I hope not; 
I hope that everything v-dll be complete and viithout such r e s e r v a t i o n s , but I now see 
the p o s s i b i l i t y that with regard to c e r t a i n items, such reservation could be made i n 
the report. This concludes my response to the questions of Ambassador F i e l d s . 

Mr, SAHAH ( I n d i a ) ; Mr. Chairman, through you I would l i k e to express my g r a t i t u d e 
to Dr. E r i c s s o n f o r the c l a r i f i c a t i o n s he has given to some of the questions.I r a i s e d , 
I must confess that what he has stated, i n f a c t , has confirmed some of the suspicions 
that we had to begin with. From v/hat Dr. E r i c s s o n has s t a t e d , i t would appear that 
progress on the elaboration of a g l o b a l seismic monitoring system has been held up 
p r e c i s e l y because of the lack of p o l i t i c a l will on the part of c e r t a i n States — that 
i f there was a genuine desire on the part of these States to conclude a t r e a t y on a 
nuclear t e s t ban, the work of the Group would be brought to a conclusion with a 
greater sense of urgency. 

The second comment I would l i k e to make concerns the i n c o r p o r a t i o n of recent 
t e c h n i c a l and s c i e n t i f i c advances i n tho work of tho Group of Experts. I t would 
appear from what Dr, Ericsson has s a i d thcit t e c h n i c a l advances i n t h i s f i e l d i n f a c t 
make the r e s u l t s achieved obsolete at a rather r a p i d pace and i t would appear to us 
that t h i s creates a s i t u a t i o n where the b e t t e r may become the enemy of the good. As 
f a r as we are concerned, a l l that we require i s a system, which i s adequate f o r our 
purposes, that i s , adequate to v e r i f y compliance v/ith a t r e a t y on a nuclear t e s t ban, 
I think that the Group of Experts, i f they are to operate v/ithin c l e a r l y defined 
l i m i t s , must have a rather good i d e a of what the Com.mitteo on Disarmament considers 
adequate, beca.use i f v/e do not have t h i s k i n d of c l e a r l y defined l i m i t , the work of 
the Group w i l l become open-ended i n character and I must say that my delegation does 
not agree that the mandate of the Group i n f a c t gives t M s k i n d of an open-ended 
character to i t s work. I f t h i s i s the kind of i n t e r p r e t a t i o n which i s given to the 
mandate of the Group, then tihis Group v/ould i n f a c t not bo one which i s elaborating 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operative measures f o r the detection and i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of seismic 
events, but r a t h e r p. Group which i s keeping a v/atcMng b r i e f on s c i e n t i f i c and 
t e c h n i c a l developments i n the seismic f i e l d , and i f the l a t t e r i s v/hat i t i s doing, 
then ray delegation s i n c e r e l y and very s e r i o u s l y v/ould doubt the value of such a Group 
to our n e g o t i a t i o n s on a nuclear t e s t ban. 

The CHAIRM^il'I; I suggest that , a f t e r f u r t h e r consideration of the progress report 
a-t the next plenary meeting, we adopt tho recommenda.tions of the Ad Hoc Group of 
S c i e n t i f i c E::perts at o u r p l e n a r y meeting on Tuesday, 31 August, i . e . i n a week'-s 
time. 

In accordance with the d e c i s i o n taken by the Committse at i t s 130th plenary 
meeting, I w i l l now give the f l o o r to the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Senegal, 
His E x c e l l e n c y Arabassa.dor Sene. Before doing so, I v/ish to extend to Mm a warm 
welcome i n the Committee as the representative of a brother A f r i c a n country. His 
vast diplomatic e::perience i n several important posts as w e l l as h i s d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
p o l i t i c a l career, during v/Mch he held several cabinet p o s i t i o n s , v / i l l undoubtedly 
contribute s u b s t a n t i a l l y to our v/ork. You have the f l o o r . S i r . 
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Mr. SEIffi (Senegal) ( t r a n s l a t e d from French); Mr. Chairman, allow me f i r s t of 
a l l to congratulate you warmly on your accession to the chairmanship of t h i s august 
Committee. I t gives me personally a great and l e g i t i m a t e s a t i s f a c t i o n and you can 
imagine what a source of pride I t i s f o r an A f r i c a n l i k e myself to see a worthy son 
of our continent, a c i t i z e n of a country that i s a f r i e n d of my own, d i r e c t i n g the 
work of t h i s unique m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g hody on disarmament. In t h i s 
connection, the heavy task that i s yours today i s s i g n i f i c a n t i n more than one 
respect. I t i s a sign of the growing awareness i n the i n t e r n a t i o n a l coramunity of 
the need to associate a l l States, large and small, i n the d e l i b e r a t i o n s and 
negotiations on disarmament. And my delegation cannot but see i t a l s o as a v e i y 
promising sign of a genuine disarmament process, undertaken and pursued with the 
support of a l l the Members of the United lía t i e n s . 

I should a l s o l i k e to congratulate the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Japan 
who preceded you i n the Chair. I am c e r t a i n that, l i k e him, you w i l l a cquit 
y o u r s e l f b r i l l i a n t l y i n the tremendous task you have i n h e r i t e d . 

L a s t l y , I should l i k e tc thank a l l ny f e l l o w Ambassadors, members of the 
Comjnittee and t h e i r delegations, who have graciously agreed to my country's 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the work of t h i s body. You nay be sure that we s h a l l do our best 
to deserve t h i s mark of confidence i n us. 

The present session of the Coimnittee on Disarmament i s being held j u s t a f t e r 
the second s p e c i a l session of tho General Assembly devoted to disarmament, the 
r e s u l t s of which were di s a p p o i n t i n g i n more ways than one. The comprehensive 
programme of disarmament, the adoption cf which ought to have been the l o g i c a l 
sequel to the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session on disarmamient, has been 
sent back to the Coirimittee on Disarmament with perhaps even more "square brackets" 
than i t had before i t was considered by the General Asser.bly. This i s proof of a 
serious f a i l u r e . A f a i l u r e which should not be taken too l i g h t l y , l e s t we lose 
sight of the adverse consequences that might ensue i f vigorous steps are not taken 
to give new impetus to the negotiations on disarmament. 

One of the causes to which the f a i l u r e of the second s p e c i a l session on 
disarmament i s u s u a l l y a t t r i b u t e d i s without any doubt the d e t e r i o r a t i o n i n the 
r e l a t i o n s between the great Powers and the increased r e s o r t to force i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
r e l a t i o n s . 

This evaluation i s not without foundation, since the arms race, as a number of 
speakers here have s a i d , i s the symptom of a disease — a disease of our time. I t 
i s the expression of c o n f l i c t s , p o l i t i c a l tensions, power struggles, and also of the 
economic i n e q u a l i t i e s and v i o l a t i o n s of huinan r i g h t s i n the v/orld. For, as was so 
often r e c a l l e d during the second s p e c i a l session, disarmament measures cannot take 
place i n a p o l i t i c a l vacuum. In f a c t , i t v/ould be iuid,.uly o p t i m i s t i c to expect 
great progress i n disarmament when armed aggression, i n t e r v e n t i o n , occupation, 
racism, c o l o n i a l i s m and economic e x p l o i t a t i o n s t i l l p r e v a i l i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
r e l a t i o n s . Moreover, one lesson which can be drav/n from the d i s a p p o i n t i n g r e s u l t 
of the second s p e c i a l session i s the need to examine ways and means of strengthening 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y v/hile disarmament measures are i n progress. I t seems to my 
delegation that i t i s e s s e n t i a l f o r us to review our approach to t h i s subject. 
I t i s because détente betv/een the great Powers i s i n a state of c r i s i s that, f o r 
example, the North-South dialogue i s today blocked. S i r e i l a r l y , given the frequency 
of armed aggression and of v/ars by prox;\' i n the t h i r d world, disarma/uent negetiations 
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raust i n e v i t a b l y s-uffer the negative repercussions of t h i s s i t u a t i o n . I t i s therefore 
urgently necessar;^ f o r the raembers cf the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community, and p a r t i c u l a r l y 
the great Powers, to make greater e f f o r t s to strengthen the system of c o l l e c t i v e 
s e c u r i t y envisaged i n the Charter of the United Nations and a c t i v e l y to promote the 
establishment of the New I n t e r n a t i o n a l Economic Order. 

In t h i s connection, ny delegation believes that the approach of e s t a b l i s h i n g a 
l i n k betv/een disarmament, s e c u r i t y and development should become part of the 
disarmament n e g o t i a t i n g process. 

Senegal has always adopted t h i s approach, and over since i t became independent 
has worked t i r e l e s s l y to t r y tc help iiriprove the i n t e r n a t i o n a l climate so that peace, 
s e c u r i t y , co-operation and economic progress f o r a l l peoples should become the r u l e . 

Taking as i t s i n s p i r a t i o n the values of our black A f r i c a n c i v i l i z a t i o n , such as 
dialogue and tolerance, Senegal has joinod i n the e f f o r t s of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
community to seciu?e the peaceful settlement of disputes, i n p a r t i c u l a r by t a k i n g part 
i n several peace-keeping operations and by working with neighbouring' countries to 
promote a climate of confidence, mutual understanding and r e g i o n a l co-operation. 

Per we believe that the disarmament process v/culd be g r e a t l y f a c i l i t a t e d i f , 
simultaneously with the g l o b a l negotiations which take place here, the States of a 
p a r t i c u l a r subregion or region t r i e d to overcome t h e i r d i f f e r e n c e s i n order to work 
together f o r the sake of the economic and s o c i a l progress of t h e i r peoples. That i s 
why v/e have t r i e d , through a subregional and regional approach, to contribute to the 
r e l a x a t i o n of tension i n the western part of A f r i c a to which,v/e belong, and the 
c r e a t i o n of an atmosphere of t r u s t and peace conducive tc the consolidation of our 
yoiuig States' independence and t h e i r economic progress. 

At the same time, the adoption of a r e g i o n a l approach to arms l i m i t a t i o n matters 
has not made us lose s i g h t of the e s s e n t i a l l y global character of disarmament problems. 
Oîi the contrary, we arc convinced that both approaches must be pursued with equal 
vigour i f we hope one d̂ ay to eliminate the nuclear danger. 

The reason wiay, i n our evaluation of the r e s u l t s of the second s p e c i a l session, 
we have emphasized the l i n k between disarmament, s e c u r i t y and development, i s that we 
hope thereby to contribute to the adoption of an approach which w i l l mako i t possible 
to give a nev/ impetus to the disarmament negotiations and to r e a f f i r n i the importance 
of the P i n a l Docijm.ent of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session devoted to disarmament. In our 
view, the second s p e c i a l session c f the General Assembly devoted to disarmament was 
held at a t r u l y -onfavourable time, although the delegations present made huge e f f o r t s 
to b r i n g i t tc a successful conclusion. 

There i s no doubt that the recrudescence of tensions between the Superpowers 
prevented any r e a l progress i n t h i s d i r e c t i o n . Today, i t i s more important than 
ever, a f t e r the f a i l u r e of the Second Review conference of the P a r t i e s to the Treaty 
on the N o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n of Nuclear Weapons i n 19^0, and a f t e r the second s p e c i a l 
session devoted to disarmament, to d i s p e l the im.pression that the p r i n c i p a l nuclear 
Powers have no i n t e n t i o n of f u l f i l l i n g the comiaitments they undertook vis-à-vis the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l com.munity to enter i n t o serious negotiations on nuclear disarmament. 
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For the degree to which e x i s t i n g arms l i m i t a t i o n t r e a t i e s and undertakings are 
f u l f i l l e d w i l l he d e c i s i v e as regards the conclusion and signature of new agreements. 
By c a r r y i n g out t h e i r own o b l i g a t i o n s , the Superpowers would be i n a b e t t e r p o s i t i o n 
to persuade the other nuclear-woapon Powers to j o i n i n the disarmament process and to 
prevent the p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear weapons. 

Thus, tho session of the Commiittee on Disarmainent i s taking place at a c r u c i a l 
moment i n the disarmament.process, Now more than ever, the great Powersmust 
demonstrate t h e i r determination to f u l f i l the undertakings they gave at the 
f i r s t s p e c i a l session and to co-operate a c t i v e l y i n the conduct of the negotiations 
envisaged. 

The sphere i n which tho Superpowers c a n best show that what happened i n New York 
l a s t J u l y was purely a c c i d e n t a l i s that of nuclear disarmament. 

For since the adoption of the F i n a l Pocument nuclear arsenals have grown much 
l a r g e r and the arms race has continued imabated. 

The arms race has r e s u l t e d today i n a f a n t a s t i c accumulation of vieapons, with a 
constant increase i n t h e i r t e r r i f y i n g d e s t r u c t i v e power. This l a s t aspect i s by f a r 
the most important. The q u a l i t a t i v e arms race pursued by the Éïi'eat Powers i s the 
r e a l motive force of the arms race i t s e l f . I t i s based on the use of t e c h n i c a l 
progress to m.anufacture ever more deadly weapons,, as i s stressed i n the United Nations 
report on the economic and s o c i a l consequences of the arms race, i n tlie f o l l o w i n g 
wordsÍ "The s i x main m i l i t a r y spenders not only accomt f o r three fourths of world 
m i l i t a r y spending, but .for p r a c t i c a l l y a l l m i l i t a r y research and development and f o r 
p r a c t i c a l l y a l l exports of v/eapons and m.ilitary equipment. A l l s i g n i f i c a n t 
developments i n armaments o r i g i n a t e here and spread from here tc the r e s t of the 
world, V i i t h greater or l e s s e r time'lags." S t a r t i n g from a nucleus of a few great 
Powers, the arms race i s spreading to a l l regions and a l l natural environments. „ 

Because i t i s inadequate f c r the requiremients of our time, the arms race can 
only have negative consequences. On the one'hand, contrary to what i s claimed, i t 
increases insecurity'' i n the world, thus constantly endangering i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace 
and s e c u r i t y , and, on the other hand, i t causes an immense v/aste of resources at the 
very time when mankind i s faced with v i t a l development problems. 

C l e a r l y , t h e existence of t h e thousands of nuclear warheads possessed by the 
Soviet Union and the United States creates a permanent r i s k of nuclear war f o r the 
world, the more so as these warheads have the explosive power of 1 . 3 m i l l i o n 
Hiroshima-type bombs and can destroy the world s e v e r a l times over. 

At the present time, t h i s massive accumulation of weapons i s the f r a g i l e basis 
of the s o - c a l l e d "balance of t e r r o r " that h a s safeguarded the nuclear peace of the 
postwar period. I t i s not d i f f i c u l t to show how precarious t h i s peace nevertheless 
i s . Furthermore, i t i s no secret to anyone that the 'thousands of m i s s i l e s so 
l i g h t - h e a r t e d l y deployed by the Superpowers could e a s i l y be sub.ject to a t e c h n i c a l 
f a i l u r e that could lead to a nuclear v/ar by accident. And that i s no mere 
speculation. According to the Stockholm I n t e r n a t i o n a l Peace Research I n s t i t u t e , 
there haive been 129 nuclear accidents i n the l a s t 30 years, that i s , one every few 
months. Thus, the f a t e of mankind seems to be hanging by a very t h i n thread, at 
the mercy of t h e s l i g h t e s t t e c h n i c a l f a i l u r e . 
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Moreover, the balance of t e r r o r , which has, when a l l i s said and done, so f a r 
prevented the outbreak of armed c o n f l i c t between the great Powers, i s i n the 
process of being d e s t a b i l i z e d by the dynamics of the arms race and the appearance 
of a new d o c t r i n e , that of the p a r t i a l or l i m i t e d use of nuclear weapons.. The 
r e s t r a i n t apparent up to now as regards the use of nuclear weapons \-taa connected 
with the c e r t a i n t y cf mutual d e s t r u c t i o n . 

Nuclear war v/as indeed unthinkable so long as a p o t e n t i a l aggressor knew f o r 
c e r t a i n that the adversary, even i f he was struck f i r s t , could alv/ays s t r i k e back 
and destroy the main i n d u s t r i a l centres and c i t i e s of the aggressor State. But 
that c e r t a i n t y i s i n the process of disappearing today because the l a t e s t advances 
i n the matter of the p r e c i s i o n cf d e l i v e r y v e h i c l e s gives them an accuracy of w i t h i n 
10 metres, thus making possible the a n n i h i l a t i o n of the enemy's strike-back 
c a p a b i l i t y by destroying the s i l o s containing b a l l i s t i c missiles.. These prospects 
thus make a preventive nuclear war — I v / i l l not say l i k e l y , but c e r t a i n l y p o s s i b l e . 
We do not want i t , but the p r o b a b i l i t y e x i s t s . 

However, the accuracy of d e l i v e r y v e h i c l e s i s net the only element c o n t r i b u t i n g 
to an increase i n the p r o b a b i l i t y of nuclear war. There i s a l s o , a l a s , the 
emergence of new doctrines regarding l i m i t e d nuclear warfare. Thus., some news 
reports i n d i c a t e that one Superpov/er i s s e r i o u s l y contemplating making preparations 
f o r a p r o t r a c t e d nuclear v/ar. C e r t a i n l y , i f such reports turn out to be true, 
t h i s could d r a s t i c a l l y lower the thi-eshcld f o r the r i s k of the outbreak of nuclear 
war. In a d d i t i o n , a danger of nuclear war may a l s o a r i s e through the a c q u i s i t i o n 
of nuclear technology'- by i s o l a t e d c o l o n i a l i s t , r a c i s t regimes. 

For who can guarantee that the regime cf P r e t o r i a , which i s endeavouring to 
acquire nuclear weapons, w i l l have any scruples about using them or•threatening to 
use -fchem one day? That regime's obstinacy i n maintaining i t s odious system of 
apartheid i n i t s e l f suggests that -the possession of atomic weapons might encourage 
i t to t r y to freeze the sf-tuation i n southern África. I t i s true that i t would 
merely be deceiving i t s e l f since no nevr weaprn топ stop the course of h i s t o r y . 
However, the i n t e r n a t i o n a l conmunity should be v i g i l a n t i n t h i s regard. I f the 
r a c i s t s . o f P r e t o r i a v/ere to be allowed to possess atomic weapons, the r e s u l t would 
be an unprecedented threat to -the s t r a t e g i c heart of an e n t i r e region which i n f a c t 
only wants to be a nuclear-weapon-free ;зопе. 

The A f r i c a n countries voiced t h e i r anxiety i n t h i s respect at the f i r s t and 
second s p e c i a l sessions of the General Assembly, In the P i n a l Document of the 
f i r s t s p e c i a l session, the General Assembly requested the Security Council to take 
e f f e c t i v e steps to prevent South A f r i c a from developing .or acquir.ing nuclear weapons, 
V/e hope that the Security Coimcil w i l l make every e f f o r t necessary to prevent that 
dangerous p o s s i b i l i t y from occrtrring, i n p a r t i c u l a r by p r o h i b i t i n g any c o l l a b o r a t i o n 
i n "the nuclear f i e l d that v/ould enable South A f r i c a to acquire the ultimate weapon. 

I t i s these r i s k s of nuclear c o n f l i c t that I have mentioned that make the 
adoption of e f f e c t i v e measures to prevent riuclear war so virgent. In t h i s 
connection, my dei.egation supports the Indian proposal f o r the s e t t i n g up of a 
working group on the prevention of nuclear war, .In f a c t , several important 
proposals have been made rec e n t l y by the nuclear-weapon States. My delegation has 
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noted with i n t e r e s t the proposals of the Soviet Union and China on the non-first-use 
of nuclear weapons. Of course, such u n i l a t e r a l declarations are not enough to 
resolve the prohlom. V/o hope, however, that these proposals w i l l he studied 
c a r e f u l l y Ъу the other nuclear-weapon Powers so as to permit the adoption of 
s p e c i f i c recommendations on the l i m i t a t i o n • o f p r o h i b i t i o n of the use of nuclear 
weapons. 

Undoubtedly, nuclear weapons are tho gravest threat to the s u r v i v a l of mankind. 
And y e t , despite a decade of negotiations between the Superpowers, there has been no 
r e a l progress i n the matter of arm.s reduction. I t i s v i t a l , therefore, given the 
growing r i s k s 01 nuclear catastrophe, that negotiations should be started on the 
cessation of the mianufacture of nuclear weapons and the progressive reduction of 
s t o c k p i l e s of such weapons. This i s v;hy my delegation/supports the proposal of 
tho Group of 21 f o r the establisliment c f a working gi-oup on the cessation of the 
nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. 

This i s not to say that wo do not appreciate at t h e i r true worth the negotiations 
being c a r r i e d on at Geneva by the United States and the Soviet Union. At the same 
time, we believe that nuclear disarmament cannot be the exclusive province of the 
nuclear-weapon States. For i n f a c t , a m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g process i n which 
non-nuclear-weapon States p a r t i c i p a t e w i l l s t i l l be necessary, given the u n i v e r s a l i t y 
of the nuclear p e r i l which threatens the whole planet and the e n t i r e human race. 

My country, as a signatory of the Treaty on the N - i n - P r o l i f e r a t i o n of Ruclear 
V/eapons, would a l s o l i k e to s t r e s s here that the nuclear-weapon States have s t i l l 
not provided adequate assurances to the non-nuclear-weapon States which could be the 
v i c t i m s of a nuclear threat or attack. Security Council r e s o l u t i o n 255 of 
19 June 1968 i s c l e a r l y i m s a t i s f a c t o r y i n that i n i t the permanent members of the 
Council undertook no o b l i g a t i o n s other than those already contained i n the Charter, 
nor d i d they provide f o r any s p e c i a l procedure. For wo know that the e f f e c t i v e n e s s 
of a s e c u r i t y assurance i s a f u n c t i o n of i t s capacity to prevent aggression rather 
than to remedy i t . My oountr.y believes that the GommJ.ttee on Disarmament should 
continue to study the problem of s e c u r i t y assurances to non-nuclear-weapon States 
at a time when the r i s k s of the p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear weapons are greater than 
ever. In t h i s connection, my delegation has taken c a r e f u l note of the d e c l a r a t i o n 
by France on the s'abject. This i s a positivée step towards the' adoption of measures 
p r o v i d i n g adequate negative assurances by a l l the miclear-weapon Powers. 

However, the only e f f e c t i v e assurance against the use of nuclear weapons i s . 
t h e i r p r o h i b i t i o n and d e s t r u c t i o n . hi the m.eantime, e f f e c t i v e steps must also be 
taken to halt-and reverse the arms race. In t h i s regard, my delegation believes 
that the time has perhaps come to begin to implement paragraph 50 of the 
F i n a l Docimient. 

The conclusion of a comprehensive t e s t ban t r e a t y , which would end the 
q u a l i t a t i v e improvement and development of nuclear-weapon systems, has been under 
consideration f o r nearly a quarter of a century. 

The reasons f o r such delay def,y a l l common sense when we know, on the one hand, 
that the continuation of nuclear t e s t s does not enhance the s e c u r i t y of the 
Superpowers, and on the other, that a l l the t e c h n i c a l and s c i e n t i f i c aspects of the 
problem have been so f u l l y explored that only a p o l i t i c a l d e c i s i o n i s now necessary 
i n order to achieve f i n a l agreement, as Mr. E r i c s s o n said a few minutes ago. 
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I t i s , moreover, d i f f i c u l t to understand how, 20 years a f t e r t h e i r -undertaking 
to ensure the discontinuance cf a l l t e s t explosions of nuclear weapons f o r a l l time, 
the three d e p o s i t a r i e s cf the p a r t i a l test-han treaty are s t i l l i n the n e g o t i a t i n g 
stage. A f t e r several years of t r i l a t e r a l discussions these Powers, despite t h e i r 
undertakings, adjourned t h e i r t a l k s sine t i e . I t i s gr e a t l y to the c r e d i t , 
therefore, of the other raemhers of the Committee on Disarmament that they should 
have proposed the s e t t i n g up of an Ad Кос V/orking Group whose l i m i t e d mandate should 
not impede the consideration, at the appropriate time, of m.atters such as the scope 
of the t r e a t y . V e r i f i c a t i o n i s , cf coui'se, an important matter hut i t should not 
make us forget that the essence of the problem i s p r i m a r i l y p o l i t i c a l . 

As the report prepared i n рш^зиапсе of General Assembly d e c i s i o n 34/422 s t a t e s , 
v e r i f i c a t i o n cf compliance with a complete p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear tes t s no longer 
seems to be an obstacle. I t i s necessary, thei'efore, i n my delegation's opinion, 
that the question of v e r i f i c a t i o n , the importance of which i s recognised, should not 
be used as a pretext f o r f a i l i n g to f u l f i l c e r t a i n commitments solemnly undertaken 
before the i n t e r n a t i o n a l coirmiunity. The conclusion of a comprehensive nuclear 
t e s t ban t r e a t y has t h i s kind of p r i o r i t y and i t would be p o l i t i c a l l y langerous to 
delay i t any longer. 

Of course, i t would have been desirable f o r a l l the nuclear-weapon States to 
take part i n the work cf the Working Group. The i n t e r n a t i o n a l community knows 
where the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y l i e s f o r the delay i n the conclusion of a comprehensive 
t e s t ban t r e a t y . V/e hope, however, that аз progress i s male i n the d r a f t i n g of 
the t r e a t y , a l l the nuclear-weapon States w i l l f i n d i t possible to take part i n the 
v7ork of the V/orking Group. 

Another major problem on ош- agenda f o r t h i s session which has dravm our 
p a r t i c u l a r a t t e n t i o n i s the f o l l o w i n g . I t i s the complete and e f f e c t i v e p r o h i b i t i o n 
of the development, production and s t o c k p i l i n g of a l l chemical weapons and t h e i r 
d e s t r u c t i o n which, according to paragraph 75 of the F i n a l Document, i s one cf the 
most urgent measures of disarmament. 

I t i s , to t h i s end, e s s e n t i a l that the negotiations which have been going on 
f o r so long should culminate i n tangible r e s u l t s . i y delegation has noted i n t h i s 
connection that the Ad Eoc Working Group set up by the Goimitittee has received new 
proposals which have given new impetus to the negotiations. We hope that a 
s a t i s f a c t o r y s o l u t i o n w i l l soon bo fciand to the problems r e l a t i n g to the i n c l u s i o n 
of a clause p r o h i b i t i n g the use of chemical weapons and vérification of the 
p r o h i b i t i o n of use. 

undoubtedly, we cannot but be s e n s i t i v e to the question of the p r o h i b i t i o n of 
the use of chemical weapons, f o r they have been used during the l a s t two decodes 
against peoples s t r u g g l i n g f o r t h e i r n a t i o n a l l i b e r a t i o n i n A f r i c a and .Asia. 

The d r a f t convention should therefore be s u f f i c i e n t l y wide i n scope to take 
aocoiunt of the main problems r a i s e d by chemical weapons. 
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In paragraph 80, the F i n a l Document states that i n order to prevent an arms 
race i n outer space, f u r t h e r measures should be taken i n accordance with the s p i r i t 
of the Treaty on P r i n c i p l e s Governing the A c t i v i t i e s of States i n the E x p l o r a t i o n 
and Use of Outer Space, i n c l u d i n g the Moon and other C e l e s t i a l Bodies. 

The r i s k s of the m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer space have become greater with the 
appearance of a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems. Given the Dnportant r o l e that s a t e l l i t e s 
can play i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operation i n such f i e l d s as cormiunicatiens, meteorology 
and n a v i g a t i o n , i t i s e s s e n t i a l f o r steps to be taken to prevent outer space from 
becoming an area cf m i l i t a r y confrontation. 

Here again, the l a c k of any r e s u l t s from the b i l a t e r a l discussions between 
the Soviet Union and the United States has l e f t the matter i n the lap of the 
Committee. 

The proposal to. set up a working group on outer space seem.s to us a sound one, 
since such a group could help the Committee i n i t s consideration of the question 
of the n e g o t i a t i o n of e f f e c t i v e agreements to prevent an arms race i n outer space. 

I cannot end m.y statement without r e f e r r i n g to the question of the c o l o s s a l 
resources that are swallowed up i n the arms race and the negative consequences of 
t h i s f o r development, p a r t i c u l a r l y that of the most need^y coimtries. 

This question i s not on the prograrimie of work f o r the Coimàittee's 1982 sutimer 
session but i t i s undoubtedly on i t s agenda. 

Indeed, the volimie of the resources devoted to armaments presents a sorry 
contrast to the amount spent to meet the v/orld's urgent needs, 

A few f i g u r e s w i l l give a b e t t e r i l l u s t r a t i o n of t h i s waste. In 1982 world 
m i l i t a r y expenditures, according to the SIPRI Yearbook, t o t a l l e d I6OO-65O b i l l i o n . 
This f i g u r e i s equal to three-quarters of tho aggregate income of a l l the poorest 
peoples of the earth. 

Since the end of the Second World War, the arms race has absorbed riore than 
| 6 , 0 0 0 b i l l i o n , the equivalent of the. aggregate gross n a t i o n a l product of the 
en t i r e world i n 1975* These fabulous f i n a n c i a l resources are being swallowed up 
i n a vain quest f o r s e c u r i t y at a time when 570 m i l l i o n people are s u f f e r i n g from 
m a l n u t r i t i o n , 2,8 b i l l i o n people have no safe d r i n k i n g water and 1 b i l l i o n himian 
beings are.without proper medical care. The absurdity and the tragedy of the 
wastage caused by the arms race i s a l l the more evident v/hen we remember that the 
World Health Organization spent $83 m i l l i o n over a period of 10 years to eradicate 
smallpox from the world. That sum, according to the United Nations'report on the 
economic and s o c i a l consequences of the arms race, v/ould not be enough to buy a 
sin g l e s t r a t e g i c bomber. 
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Taking our a n a l y s i s f u r t h e r , we note that the wastage of resources i s not 
confined to f i n a n c i a l resources, A considerable proportion of s k i l l e d manpower i s 
d i v e r t e d i n t o l a r g e l y unproductive a c t i v i t i e s . M i l i t a r y research absorbs about 
40 per cent of research and development funds throughout the world and employs some 
400,000 engineers and s c i e n t i f i c and t e c h n i c a l s p e c i a l i s t s . Nor i s the environment 
spared: new m i l i t a r y techniques, such as sa t u r a t i o n bombing and incendiary and 
chemical weapons, when thoy have been used, have done i r r e p a r a b l e damage to the 
ecology. Moreover, the arras sector i s responsible f o r an exorbitant share of the 
consumption of non-renewable resources, A si n g l e example w i l l i l l u s t r a t e my 
t h e s i s : world consuTiiption o f l i q u i d hydrocarbons f o r m i l i t a r y purposes i s about 
7OO-75O m i l l i o n b a r r e l s a year, or twice the annual consumption of the whole of 
A f r i c a . This wastage i s l a r g e l y accounted f o r by a f a i r l y small number of 
coi m t r i e s . In 1977» the m i l i t a r y expenditures of the NATO and Warsaw Treaty 
coxintries represented 7I per cent of world expenditures, while those of the 
Th i r d World were I4 per cent. Although i t i s true that the m i l i t a r y expenditures 
of the l a t t e r group are unfo r t i m a t c l y tending to r i s e , thus d i v e r t i n g precious 
resoinrces from economic development, the expenditures o f the NATO and Warsaw Treaty 
countries have nevertheless not decl i n e d . 

The e f f e c t s of the arms race on i n t e r n a t i o n a l trade, development assistance 
and the t r a n s f e r of technology are s t i l l more negative. In f a c t , the s t r a t e g i c 
considerations underlying the t h i n k i n g of the m i l i t a r y Powers lead to r e s t r i c t i o n s 
and d i s c r i m i n a t i o n s i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l trade. Thus i-aw m a t e r i a l s , advanced 
technologies and goods of prime importance are c a l l e d s t r a t e g i c products and 
ipso f a c t o subject to r e s t r i c t i o n s . Such p r a c t i c e s are obviously incompatible 
wit h the establishment of a New In t e r n a t i o n a l Economic Order based on freedom of 
access f o r a l l countries without d i s c r i m i n a t i o n to c a p i t a l , raw mat e r i a l s and 
technology markets. 

Another f i e l d i n which the negative e f f e c t s of the arms race are f e l t i s 
that of development. The development assistance of the m i l i t a r y powers has been 
hampered by s t r a t e g i c and p o l i t i c a l considerations and so has been inadequate. 
The amount of money devoted to development assistance i s only one fourteenth of 
world m i l i t a r y expenditure and has remained s t a t i c f o r years. The target of 
0.7 per cent of GNP l a i d down i n the Development Strategy i s f a r from having been 
a t t a i n e d . Yet a c o n t r i b u t i o n of a mere 5 per cent of t h e i r m i l i t a r y expenditures 
would have meant a r i s e i n the development assistance of the market-economy 
countries from i t s present l e v e l of 0.32 per cent to the target f i g u r e of 
0.7 per cent. 

These considerations have been presented i n d e t a i l i n the United Nations 
report on disarmament and development. The report shows, i n t e r a l i a , that the 
continuation of the arms race can lead only to a cycle of confrontation, to 
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d e c l i n i n g prospects f o r mutually advantageous co-cperation and to a contraction 
of the development p o s s i h i l i t i e s of a l l nations. On the other hand, p o l i c i e s 
aimed at promoting- development would expand the oasis of détente and would place 
the Forth-South dialogue i n a more promising and more appropriate framework. The 
b e n e f i t s would thus i n e v i t a b l y bo both p o l i t i c a l and economic. 

In conclusion I should l i k e to say a few words about i n c r e a s i n g the 
e f f e c t i v e n e s s of the Committee on Disarmaraent, We believe that the Coranittee i n 
i t s present form i s m.oro democratic tlian the one that e x i s t e d before 1978 • 
Ke\rcrtheless, the fundam.ontal question remains the same. Are the Superpowers 
ready to allow a l l countries, lar-ge --̂ r small, to p a r t i c i p a t e i n the disarmament 
negotiations i n accordance with paragraph 2 6 -if the i ' i n a l Bocument? As long as 
they do not change t h e i r a t t i t u d e cn t h i s p oint, tha struggle f o r democratization 
must go on. The Committee on Disarmament w i l l only be able to play i t s proper 
r o l e i f the p r i n c i p l e of the démocratisation of tho disarmament process i s recognize 
and applied by a l l . Since disarmament i s a p o l i t i c a l process, i t must be approache 
from the p o l i t i c a l angle, and we imist not y i e l d to the temptation to believe that 
i f we place the prim^aiy emphasis on questions of a t e c h n i c a l nature, we s h a l l 
succeed i n s o l v i n g the fundaiiiental p o l i t i c a l problems that e x i s t . 

We consider that i t i s on the basis of the r i g h t claimed by the non-nuclear-
л/оароп States to express t h e i r views on the disarmament negotiations, as the 
representatives of Sweden and India have already argued, that the question of 
e n l a r g i n g the Coffimittee should be considered, t a k i n g i n t o accoimt the r e a l points 
on which the Conmiittee's e f f e c t i v e n e s s i s blocked. 

In conformity with paragraph 1 2 0 of the F i n a l Document, General Assembly 
r e s o l u t i o n 36/97 J and. paragraphs ;;e and 62 of the Concluding Docum.ent of the 
second s p e c i a l session of the General Assem.bly, the proposals f o r a IDiiited 
exp.ansion of the m.ombcrship of the Conmiittee have received wide support. 

we therefore hope that the Committee w i l l be able to make an appropriate 
recoimnendation i n t h i s conneviion, taking i n t o account, of course, the p r i n c i p l e 
of a f a i r geographical d i s t r i b u t i o n . 

In the past,.the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of members of the non-aligned movement i n the 
disarmament negotiations has made possible the emergence of a new s p i r i t , a 
s o f t e n i n g of the a t t i t u d e 01 confrontation inherent i n the bloc systeiu, and above 
a l l i t has i n s p i r e d continued devotion to the cause of disarmament. This 
miOderating influence of the non-aligned and n e u t r a l countries should continue to be 
exerted through t h e i r increased p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the disarmaiiient negotiations. 

The v i s i o n of a world freed from war has haunted mankind from e a r l i e s t times 
and goes back to the -lawn of c r e a t i o n . Today, t h i s v i s i o n i s the goal of our 
debates and a c t i v i t i e s i n t h i s Coinnittee, where wo seek, through n e g o t i a t i o n and 
dialogue, to f i n d a way of assuaging present confrontations i n order to ensure the 
future s u r v i v a l of the himian race. My country, f o r i t s p a r t , undertakes to 
mobilize a l l i t s i n v e n t i v e c a p a c i t i e s i n an e f f o r t to make a small c o n t r i b u t i o n to 
t h i s j o i n t endeaivour, which i s the e s s e n t i a l condition f o r the s u r v i v a l of mankind 
and h i s continued presence i n the future both on earth and i n the universe, amid 
the prodigious d i s c o v e r i e s of science and teclinolog;/ which have been achieved over 
the centuries through the genius of raan and have enriched the cul.tural and u n i v e r s a l 
heritage of the human race. 
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The CHAIRMAN: I thank the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Senegal f o r h i s 
statement, and f o r the kind words that he addressed to the Chair. 

That concludes my l i s t of speakers f o r today. Does any other delegation wish 
to' take the f l o o r ? 

Mr. WEGENER (Federal Republic of Germany): Mr. Chairman, I have a small 
t e c h n i c a l matter to r a i s e , p u t t i n g a question through you to the s e c r e t a r i a t . My 
query r e l a t e s to documents CD/314 and CD/315 which were d i s t r i b u t e d today, 
15 narrowly typed pages. As i s r e a d i l y v i s i b l e and as was explained to us by the 
speaker introducing these documents, they are verbatim e x t r a c t s from the extensive 
speech of that same delegation at the second s p e c i a l session. Nov? i t struck me 
that we a l l have these texts before us; we a l l have them on f i l e ; they are at 
our f i n g e r t i p s i f we vjant to read them. And the question has a l s o struck me vihat 
advantage i s being sought by d i s t r i b u t i n g them again, as I am t o l d there are close 
to 1,000 copies i n various languages. I am asking the question because we are i n 
a period of p a r t i c u l a r budgetary stringency of the United Nations and the delegation 
which has c i r c u l a t e d these papers i s most adamant i n i n s i s t i n g on the zero growth 
of our budget. I t i s not, of course, the s l i g h t e s t i n t e n t i o n of mine to contest 
the r i g h t of any delegation to c i r c u l a t e the papers i t wishes t o c i r c u l a t e , but I would 
l i k e to have personal c l a r i f i c a t i o n from the s e c r e t a r i a t , à small c a l c u l a t i o n , of the 
eventual cost i f a l l 40 delegations here were to r e d i s t r i b u t e our speeches a t the 
second s p e c i a l session here i n the Committee. In order to show that I do not 
want to make any c o n t r o v e r s i a l matter out of t h i s , I would be p e r f e c t l y happy i f 
the r e p l y i s given p r i v a t e l y to my delegation. 

The CHAIRMAN; I thank the di s t i n g u i s h e d representative of the Federal Republic 
of Germany and I would encourage the s e c r e t a r i a t to take up the l a s t suggestion. 
I now give the f l o o r to the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Peru. 

Mr. CANNOCK (Peru) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Spanish); Mr. Chairman, as t h i s i s the 
f i r s t occasion on which I am formally p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the work of the Committee on 
Disarmament, allow me f i r s t of a l l to say what a pleasure i t i s f o r the delegation 
of Peru to see you, the di s t i n g u i s h e d representative of a country to which my 
country f e e l s very c l o s e , guiding our work during the month of August. I have 
learned that during the part of t h i s summer session that has already gone by, my 
colleagues have been able to appreciate the competent and co n s t r u c t i v e way i n which 
you have been pres i d i n g over the Committee's viork, and that you have been seen 
as a most worthy successor to Ambassador Okawa, v/hose merits are w e l l known to 
the Peruvian delegation. 

I should l i k e f i r s t , i n my statement, Mr.- Chairman, to express my gr a t i t u d e to 
you f o r your kind v/ords of welcome, which were echoed by many of my new colleagues, 
whom I would a l s o l i k e to thank. I was already aware that the Committee on Disarmament 
was an unusual forum w i t h i n the family of i n t e r n a t i o n a l bodies, and I am glad to 
have been able to begin to appreciate that f o r myself today, f e e l i n g as I do the 
climate of personal c o r d i a l i t y i n which i t c a r r i e s out i t s work. I have not the 
s l i g h t e s t doubt that such an atmosphere i s the most favourable framework po s s i b l e 
f o r a group of persons t r y i n g to f i n d formulas f o r r e c o n c i l i n g a s e r i e s of 
di v e r g i n g i n t e r e s t s . 
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For my part, I have every i n t e n t i o n of ca r r y i n g out my functions as head of 
the Peruvian delegation to t h i s Committee i n a way which i s i n keeping both with 
the high i n t e l l e c t u a l l e v e l of i t s members and with the competence of my predecessor, 
Ambassador F e l i p e V a l d i v i e s o , on vihose behalf I l i i s h to express thanks f o r the kind 
words of members of the Committee upon h i s recent departure. I s h a l l endeavour to 
ensure that Peru's c o n t r i b u t i o n to the cause of general and complete disarmament 
continues to be one both of a c t i o n and of p r i n c i p l e , i n accordance with a t r a d i t i o n 
of i t s foreign p o l i c y which i s based on defence of the law and censure of arrogance. 

On the other hand, I am aware that the Committee i s passing through a d i f f i c u l t 
p eriod, i n Vihich i t s very i d e n t i t y has been c a l l e d i n t o question, both w i t h i n the 
Committee i t s e l f and outside i t . The g l a r i n g lack of p o s i t i v e r e s u l t s from the 
second s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament has only 
helped to f o s t e r such questioning, and a s i t u a t i o n soims to be emerging i n v/hich 
not only do we not know exactly v/hat we are but al s o we do not knov/ what we wish 
to be. 

I'ihat i s r e a l l y at stake behind these u n c e r t a i n t i e s i s tho negotiating capacity 
of the Committee, which we a l l recognize as the "s i n g l e m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament 
ne g o t i a t i n g forum", but which during these four long years has not managed to bring 
a s i n g l e t o p i c of neg o t i a t i o n to a successful conclusion, and has not even been 
able to s t a r t negotiations on the issues with the highest p r i o r i t y that are v/ithin 
i t s purview. 

I t i s not s u r p r i s i n g , although i t i s d i s t u r b i n g , that there continue to be 
obstacles to the s e t t i n g up of working groups on p r i o r i t y , important t o p i c s ; nor 
i s i t s u r p r i s i n g that there are other items v/hich are included i n our agenda but 
have not oven been introduced i n t o the di s c u s s i o n , such as "disarmament and 
development" or "conventional disarmament''. In t h i s context, i t i s l i k e w i s e not 
very s u r p r i s i n g that three of the working groups set up by the Committee have decided 
not to work during the present session, or that today negotiations v/orthy of the 
name are under way on only one i s s u e . 

In these circumstances, my country's p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n tho Committee w i l l be 
d i r e c t e d p r i m a r i l y towards defending the Committee's negotiating power, i n other 
words i t s essence, and to a c t i v e l y promoting conditions which w i l l make i t possible 
f o r e f f e c t i v e negotiations to be held on major issues w i t h i n the Committee. 

We are happy to know that our e f f o r t s w i l l take place i n t h i s atmosphere of 
personal warmth to which I have r e f e r r e d , which d i s t i n g u i s h e s the Committee's 
v/ork and o f f e r s , I b e l i e v e , the most favourable background f o r encouraging future 
n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

The CHAIRMAN; I thank Ambassador Cannock f o r h i s statement and f o r the kind 
remarks he addressed to tho Chair. 

Before I adjourn the plenary meeting, may I r e c a l l that the Committee w i l l hold 
an informal meeting i n f i v e minutes' timo to continue i t s consideration of proposals 
submitted under items 2 and 7 of the agenda. 

The next plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament w i l l be held on 
Thursday, 2б August, at 10.JO a.m. 

The plenary meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at A.33 p.m. 
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The CH&IRMAJT; I declare open the 182nd plenary meeting of the Committee on 
Disarmament. 

The Committee continues today i t s consideration of item 1 of i t s agenda, 
"Nuclear t e s t han". 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 r e c a l l that at our l a s t plenary meeting the delegate of 
Japan submitted document CD/3I9 concerning a request addressed to the Secretary-General 
of the World Meteorological Organization i n connection with the u t i l i z a t i o n of the 
Global Telecommunications System, As I announced on that occasion I have requested 
the s e c r e t a r i a t to c i r c u l a t e , f o r the Commáttee's consideration and d e c i s i o n , a 
d r a f t communication to the Secretary-General of Ш 0 i n connection with that matter. 
That d r a f t i s contained i n Working Paper No. 73. We w i l l take up the working paper 
at отдг next plenary meeting together with the report of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c 
Experts. 

I have on my l i s t of speakers f o r today the representatives of Czechoslovakia, 
Sweden, Belgium, China, the Federal Republic of Germany, the United States of America 
and I r e l a n d , 

I now give the f l o o r to the f i r s t speaker on my l i s t , the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
representative of Czechoslovakia, His Excellency /uiibassador Vejvoda, 

Mr. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia)г № . Chairman, f i r s t of a l l allow me to express 
my regrets that we are l o s i n g another colleague, Ambassador Vrhunec of Yugoslavia, 
a good and o l d personal f r i e n d of mine and delegate of a s o c i a l i s t country that 
Czechoslovakia has very good r e l a t i o n s w i t h . We say goodbye with regret and wish 
Ambassador Vrhmec a l l the best i n h i s future a c t i v i t i e s . 

Item 1 of our agenda, on a nuclear t e s t ban, i s indeed a question of the 
highest p r i o r i t y , being i n the focus of a t t e n t i o n not only of t h i s main i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
body f o r m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament negotiations but also of the whole i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
community. I t s importance has been emphasized by mimerous United Nations 
General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n s i n c l u d i n g such an important i n t e r n a t i o n a l document 
as the P i n a l Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted 
to disarmament, the v a l i d i t y of v/hich has been reaffirmed by the General Assembly 
at i t s second s p e c i a l session. 

The s o - c a l l e d Moscow Treaty of I963, banning nuclear weapon t e s t s i n the 
atmosphere, i n outer space and under viater, v/hich became a u s e f u l instrument i n 
curbing nuclear weapon developments as w e l l as a necessary step aimed at the p r o t e c t i o n 
of the environment, does not encompass underground nuclear-v/eapon t e s t i n g . Moreover, 
two nuclear-weapon Powers u n t i l now have not found i t necessary to j o i n t h i s Treaty, 
I t i s therefore quite understandable why the peoples of the world and the majority 
of States have been f o r many years s t r i v i n g to reach an imconditional p r o h i b i t i o n 
of a l l nuclear-weapon t e s t s . I t i s hardly necessa,ry to explain i n t h i s forum that 
the conclusion of a t r e a t y p r o h i b i t i n g nuclear-v/eapon t e s t s would represent an 
important step towards curbing the arms race, crea,te a b a r r i e r to f u r t h e r improvements 
of nuclear weapons and reduce the danger of nuclear war. I t s conclusion would also 
strengthen the p r i n c i p l e s of the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear weapons by not g i v i n g 
States aiming at a c q u i r i n g nuclear weapons the p o s s i b i l i t y of c a r r y i n g out nuclear 
explosions, which represent an indispensable stage i n t h e i r production. 
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Czechoslovakia pays s p e c i a l a t t e n t i o n to the cessation of nuclear weapon t e s t s . 
I t s representatives already i n 1958 took part i n the f i r s t conference of experts at 
which the f e a s i b i l i t y of detecting v i o l a t i o n s of a possible ban on nuclear explosions 
was discussed. Already then the experts came to the conclusion that i t i s possible 
to create a p r a c t i c a l and e f f e c t i v e system i n t h i s regard. 

Both i n the Committee on Pisarmament and i n i t s preceding.bodies we have f u l l y 
supported a l l proposals aimed at the e a r l y elabor?.tion and adoption of a t r e a t y 
p r o h i b i t i n g nuclear~weapon t e s t s f o r a l l time i n a l l spheres and with the p a r t i c i p a t i o n 
of a l l States, i n c l u d i n g , of ссогве, a l l nuclear-weapon States. V7e have always added 
our voice to that of those who have c a l l e d f o r the i n i t i a t i o n of b u s i n e s s - l i k e 
negotiations i n t h i s respect and f o r the c r e a t i o n of a vrorking group on t h i s subject. 

We v/elcome the f a c t that the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban has 
s t a r t e d i t s d e l i b e r a t i o n s . . However, i t i s the considered viev/ of our delegation 
that the mandato of the Group i s not v/ide enough. And. we note that t h i s view i s 
widely shared i n t h i s room. We believe that i t v/ould .not be wise to u n d u l y ' r e s t r i c t 
our discussions and to focus only on some p a r t i c u l a r aspects of the given problem. 
An approach to the mandate.of the V/orking Group whereby other v i t a l l y important 
aspects than those of v e r i f i c a t i o n and com.pliance v/ould.be completely ignored could 
become a serious obstacle to our work. I t seems ra.ther obvious that v e r i f i c a t i o n 
and compliance cannot.be discussed i n i s o l a t i o n from other r e l a t e d aspects, .in 
p a r t i c u l a r the scope of the p r o h i b i t i o n . Our approach to the a c t i v i t y of the 
Ad Hoc V/orking Group on a Nuclear Test Ban is.based on the assumption that anything 
the Group w i l l deal w i t h must contribute to the e a r l y e l a b o r a t i o n of a d r a f t 
agreement on a nuclear t e s t ban. I t v/ould be h i g h l y u s e f u l i f the Committee on 
Disarmament could adopt measures which v/ould ensture the elaboration of such an 
agreement i n a l l i t s aspects 

Ovœ opinion as to the o r i e n t a t i o n of the Ad Hoc V/orking Group's a c t i v i t i e s 
under i t s e x i s t i n g mandate i s expressed i n tho docment of the group of s o c i a l i s t 
countries introduced on l 6 August of t h i s yea.r by the delegation of the German 
Democratic Republic. V/e consider that the -ioven .items proposed, namely s 

National t e c h n i c a l means of v e r i f i c a t i o n ; 

I n t e r n a t i o n a l exchange of seismic data; 

Committee of experts; 

Procedures f o r c o n s u l t a t i o n ; 

On-site i n s p e c t i o n ; 

Procedures f o r complaints, and 

P o s s i b l e relevance of arrangements betv/een tv/o or more p a r t i e s , 

create a l o g i c a l and complete st r u c t u r e v/hich could serve as the basis f o r 
e f f e c t i v e and f r u i t f u l n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

http://cannot.be
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Por s e v e r a l years the Ad Hoc Working Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts has heen 
de a l i n g w i t h t e c h n i c a l aspects of i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operative measures to detect 
and i d e n t i f y seismic events. Our experts have heen t a k i n g part i n the work of 
t h i s Group from the very beginning. The experts have done a l o t of• u s e f u l work 
f o r the e f f e c t i v e s o l u t i o n of the problem of the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of seismic events 
by n a t i o n a l means. The d e t a i l e d reports i n documents CCD/558 of 1978 and 
CD/45 of 1979» containing i n s t r u c t i o n s f o r the exchange of seismic data, t e s t i f y 
to the f a c t that there are no b a s i c , insurmountable d i f f i c u l t i e s f o r the elaboration 
of a r e a l i s t i c system, based on e x i s t i n g p o s s i b i l i t i e s of seismological p r a c t i c e . 

Permit me i n t h i s connection to make a few remarks on the r e l a t i o n o f a 
possible t e s t ban t o the t e c h n i c a l assvirance of i r e r i f i c a t i o n . We a l l agree that 
seismological detection and i d e n t i f i c a t i o n would be an e f f e c t i v e instrument of the 
v e r i f i c a t i o n system of a future nuclear t e s t ban. However, from the purely t e c h n i c a l 
point of view i t i s quite c l e a r that 100 per cent r e l i a b i l i t y of detection i s not 
a t t a i n a b l e . Hence, a l l debates about the s o - c a l l e d threshold of detection and 
e f f o r t s to define i t with maximum, p r e c i s i o n might be i n t e r e s t i n g but at the same 
time they do not serve the purpose. One cannot avoid t a k i n g i n t o account that 
seismological methods do not represent the only way of v e r i f i c a t i o n and that 
v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance w i l l be ensured through a set of various procedures. 
We also proceed from the understanding that tho v e r i f i c a t i o n of a nuclear t e s t ban 
should be c a r r i e d out by n a t i o n a l t e c h n i c a l means. An i n t e r n a t i o n a l exchange of 
seismic data should also be ensirred i n such a way that each member State would 
have access to seismic data, while the i d e n t i f i c a l i o n of events vrould be undertaken 
by member States through t h e i r ovm n a t i o n a l means. I n t e r n a t i o n a l data centres w i l l 
have to be b u i l t i n order to ensure the smooth, r e l i a b l e and prompt exchange of 
seismic events data. The functions of these data centres are now tmder d e t a i l e d 
d i s c u s s i o n . 

The r e s u l t s achieved so f a r by the Group of Experts demonstrate that the system 
of i n t e r n a t i o n a l exchange of seismic data obtained through n a t i o n a l means has 
reached a h i g h l e v e l of r e l i a b i l i t y v/ith some of i t s aspects being t e s t e d on the 
basis of i n t e r n a t i o n a l experiments. These r e s u l t s also support the opinion that 
each v e r i f i c a t i o n system must be i n accordance v/ith the t e c h n i c a l c a p a b i l i t i e s of 
a l l States p a r t i e s to the futirre t r e a t y v/ith the equal r i g h t s and o b l i g a t i o n s of 
a l l ensured. We consider t h i s a very important aspect i f ve are to create a 
r e a l i s t i c and e f f e c t i v e system. And l e t i t a l s o be noted that even v/here some 
t e c h n i c a l problems p e r s i s t , i t i s alv/ays p o s s i b l e to overcome them provided that 
a l l p a r t i e s concerned exert good w i l l and readiness to f i n d an acceptable s o l u t i o n . 

Present developments lead vmequivocally to the conclusion that the t e c h n i c a l 
aspects of v e r i f i c a t i o n must be s'ubject to an o v e r a l l concept of the f u t u r e 
agreement i n a l l i t s aspects. We cannot decide on v e r i f i c a t i o n before we know 
what the scope of the agreement v / i l l be, without knowing whether i t w i l l be unlimited 
i n duration or whether a l l States, e s p e c i a l l y nuclear-weapon States, v / i l l p a r t i c i p a t e 
i n i t . The needs of v e r i f i c a t i o n and complia.nce can only be derived from a thorough 
consideration of the future agreement i n a l l i t s aspects. Even i f we v/ish to abide 
s t r i c t l y by the present mandate of tho Ad Hoc Working Group i t i s hardly possible 
to discuss v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance with any seriousness i n i s o l a t i o n from 
other basic p r o v i s i o n s of the future ba.n. 
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Two years ago, a f t e r w e studied the t r i p a r t i t e report to the Coranittee on 
Disarmanent (documiont CD/130) we v;ere able to note the progress achieved at the 
t r i p a r t i t e n egotiations between the USSR, the United States and the United Kingdom 
on a nuclear t e s t ban. We were also able to take i n t o account with s a t i s f a c t i o n 
that the t r i p a r t i t e negotiators were "determined to exert t h e i r best e f f o r t s and 
necessary w i l l and persistence to b r i n g tho negotiations to a.n e a r l y and successful 
conclusion" (paragraph 25 of the t r i p a r t i t e r e p o r t ) . 

Recently, hov/ever, v/c have v/itnessed a dangerous s h i f t i n the united States 
approach to t h i s p r i o r i t y question. I t deeply concerns us, since v/hat i s at stake 
i s e i t h e r the continuation of the nucle£,r arms race c r i t s e f f e c t i v e cijrbing, the 
strengthening of i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace or i t s f-orther undermining. Tho d e c i s i o n of 
the Unites States President Reagan not to resume tho t r i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s , the 
r e f u s a l to r a t i f y the ag-reements on the l i m i t a t i o n of undergro^d nuclear-v/eapon 
test s and on peaceful underground explosions signed i n 1974 and 1976 r e s p o c t i v e l y , 
e f f o r t s by the United States to continue an extensive programiriO cf nuclear-v/eapon 
t e s t s exceeding the agreed l i m i t of 150 k i l c t o n s and other concrete measures 
contrary to the demands of the peoples of the v/orld f o r the prevention of the danger 
of nuclear war can hardly assure a.nybody that the United States i s considering 
s e r i o u s l y the p o s s i b i l i t y of the conclusion of a nuclea.r test-ban t r e a t y , be i t 
now or l a t e r . 

I t i s thus not very encouraging t c note that cut of a l l the nuclear-weapon 
States there i s j u s t one expressing the p o l i t i c a l v / i l l and readiness to take part 
a c t i v e l y i n the el a b o r a t i o n of a nuclear t e s t ban both v/ithin the n u l t i l a , t e r a l 
negotiations i n the Coinmittee on Disarmomont and by resuming the t r i l a , t e r a l 
n e g o t i a t i o n s , b's regret that the United States and the united Kingdom are prepared 
to t a c k l e only v e r i f i c c i t i o n and compliance aspects, b'e also deem i t h i g h l y 
r e g r e t t a b l e that two nuclear-v/eapon States, China and France, do not f i n d i t 
necessary to take part i n the a.ctivitiGs of the Ad Hoc b'orking Group, the cr e a t i o n 
of which had been sought.by the majority of member States f o r quite seme time. 
Whatever t h e i r own assessment of the present s i t u a t i o n , a l l States represented 
i n t h i s body should exert maximum e f f o r t s t c contribute to the adoption of ineasures 
aimed at curbing the arms race, e s p e c i a l l y i n the nuclear f i e l d . Ye can therefore 
f u l l y agree with Ambassador van Dcngjn cf the Netherlands v/hc stated cn I 7 Aug^ast 
that "danger of nuclear weapons i s such that we have d i f f i c u l t y i n accepting the 
t h e s i s that f o r some States f u r t h e r t e s t i n g to enhance t h e i r nuclear c a p a b i l i t y 
remains necessary before a h a l t can be considered". 

In conclusion I would l i k e to express the c o n v i c t i o n that the 
Committee on Disarmament v/ith a l l f i v e nuclear-weapon States represented i n i t can 
imdoubtedly play an important r o l e i n s o l v i n g tho problems with respect to the 
p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclea,r~v/eapon t e n t s . Hov/ever, the p o l i t i c a l w i l l of a l l Stittes, 
and p r i m a r i l y of the nuclear-weapon States, t c tr.ke an a c t i v e pa.rt i n t h i s 
exercise i s an indispensable p r e r e q u i s i t e f o r success. 

№ . HYLTENIUS (Sv/eden): Fix. Chairman, I am today going to mako a statement 
on the question of a nuclear t e s t ban i n my capacity as a c t i n g head of the Swedish 
delegation. 
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Tho achievonent nf a nucloar test ban t r o a t y rould \>: ano -ji the ¡lost 
ijnT)ortant iítepe i n h a l t i n r ; and rcveraing th..; nuclear arrie race. I t hae fo i ' 'Tiany 
yearí! beer ov-elen'a p e r s i s t e n t p o l i c y t a do everything w i t h i n i t s capacity to 
prr^inete t h i s goal. T.:. ue a conproheneive nuclear teiit ban retaine i t s f u l l 
importance both RL? a îeeans Ь---- prevent the y r e l i i o r a t i c n of nuclear v/eapons and 
as a dsnonstration of the i n t e r e s t of l i e nuelear-veapen Powers f i n e l l y to enter 
i n t o an ora -f ¡.¡utual nuclear r e s t r a i n t . 

ла part of it;-: e f i e r t s tc achieve such a t r e a t y , Sweden i n Ij"/! tabled a 
d r a f t CTBT (CCD/;;?o/Rev.l !. I t i e ;;ee i n t e n t i o " :,f tne Swedien del-jgatien to 
submit a r e v i s e d version of t h i e d r e f t , h c p e i u l l y durin¿r the spring session of 
1 9 5 3 . In reviewing ока e x i s t i n g СТБТ i r a x t v;-̂  v ; i l l take i n t o account tiie developnents 
that have occurred since 1977. One 01 the p e l i t i o e l l y ir^portant f a c t o r s i s the 
conduct of t r i l a t e r a l negotis.tione --г. t h i o ; i a t t e r . Sv/eden deeply regrets the 
recent d e c i s i o n by one of the p a r t i e s net to re--r.ü:ie these negotiation::;. 

In J u l y 1980, the Unit.,:G Str:t.;3, tne Soviet enion and th.i united King.lore 
presented t h e i r l a t e s t report ír'e th.: t r i p a r t i t : . nogotisНэпе. Bven i f that 
report ^"ives us ecnc i n t e r e e t i n g inf•:-rncition, we ie:.il that :. acre comprehônsive 
account of these disouK;3Íens oeuld erovido the- Ce.'.ji:ittee en Lisarmanent ^eith 
valuable background m a t e r i a l foe' ne<;c tietionH - ; i t h i n thi:;: r e l y on : niioleai-
test-ban t r e a t y . Sweden therefore -.eegee tho t r i l a t e r a l partiee tc present to the 
Committee on risar'riauent a,̂  seen as oeeeicle a f u l l acccunt 'vf what wa:̂  achieved 
a.nd of the remaining ecstaolee. 

The questiens of nuclear disarmament an:l tj^e non-prolifaïeitien -/f nu::-lea:';' 
weapons concern a l l c^ivyitries of the world. I f a t e s t ban i s to bo e f f e c t i v e , 
i t must be designed to a t t r a c t oniverse.! adheronco. Agreement i n thi s Committee 
on a future t r e t i t y w i l l e f i o r a reasenaale chance r f attracting.; auol alherence. 
The Committee on DÍ3íi.rma.;eent as the,, s i n g l e : n u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g body i e 
indeed the proper forvte f o r negotiatiens on a nuc:lear t o s t ban. 

Like many other c e t u i t r i e s , Sv/eae'̂  s i n c e r e l y regrets that China and France de 
not p a r t i c i p a t e i n the e:ork 01 tne Ad Hoc Working Group, v/e hope that they w i l l 
reconsider t h e i r p o s i t i o n •->n t h i s matter. 

As to the scope ,;í a future test-ban t r e a t y , eur goal i s to achieve a 
comprehensive t r e a t y that p r o h i b i t s a l l nuclear t e s t explosions i n a l l environments 
f o r a l l ti.ne. This goal :eight be achieved i n one step or i n several steps. As 
to nuclear explosions f o r peaiceful purposes, the necessity of achieving a CTBT 
must, i n the opinion ox the Swedish dnlegatien, take rr-ecedenoe ever possible 
future b e n e f i t s of such explosions. t3y delegatien i e prepared to consider a l l 
serious proposals i n t h i s connection. 

I t i s a source of s a t i o f a c t i o n to oy delegation that consensus was at long 
l a s t reached i n t h i s Ceie;eittee on the establishment of an Ad Hoc v/erking Group 
on a Iluolear Test B:.R, The ¡nandate i s , i n the. ̂ riew ef the Sv/edish delegation 
and .many other delegations, c l e a r l y -unsatisfactory f o r the ptirpose of genuine ' -• 
negotiations o.n a comprehensive t e s t ban auid should, therefore, be improved. For 
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the time being, however, i t o f f e r s the only p o s s i b i l i t y w i t h i n reach f o r at 
le a s t i n i t i a t i n g a n e g o t i a t i n g process. Л dotermined e f f o r t should be made to 
examine s u b s t a n t i a l l y the aspects of v e r i f i c a t i o n of and compliance v i i t h a 
nuclear t e s t ban, as o u t l i n e d i n the mandate of the Ad Hoc Working Group. I t i s 
our hope that i t w i l l prove possible to cover some grouiid i n the Group i n 
preparation f o r r e a l negotiations on a nuclear t e s t ban. 

In h i s i n t e r v e n t i o n i n plenary on 12 August, a f t e r having accepted the 
chairmanship of the Ad Hoc b'orking Group, ilmbassador Lidgard s a i d , among other 
th i n g s , the folloxiTing: " I vrant to emphasize that we have accepted t h i s task on 
the s p e c i f i c c o n d i t i o n that the two major nuclear-vieapon powers w i l l co-operate 
i n earnest to achieve what can be achieved w i t h i n o i i x mandate", I hardly need 
to underline f u r t h e r the importance of t h i s assumption. I t i s only with the 
a c t i v e co-operation of a l l p a r t i c i p a n t s , and i n pa,rticular the leading nuclear-weapon 
Powers, that i t w i l l be possible to make progress i n the Working Group. 

Some countries have repeatedly claimed that the lack of adequate v e r i f i c a t i o n 
methods i s the main obstacle to a comprehensive test-ban t r e a t y . This i s the time 
and place to s t a r t r e s o l v i n g these important v e r i f i c a t i o n issues i n a m u l t i l a t e r a l " 
context, ly^ delegation therefore expects that a l l countries are now w i l l i n g to 
undertake sincere discussions of these matters, 

I should now l i k e to dwell upon some importa.nt aspects of the questions 
regarding v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance with a nuclea.r t e s t ban, vihich i n the 
view of my delegation should be dealt with imder the mandate of the Ad Hoc 
•ïvorking Group, 

One of the matters of v e r i f i c a t i o n to vrhich my country attaches great 
importance i s the question of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n system. I t i s the 
r i g h t and duty of a l l p a r t i e s to p a r t i c i p a t e i n the v e r i f i c a t i o n of a nuclear 
test-ban t r e a t y . Countries might, hovrever, owing to t h e i r geographical loca,tions, 
a v a i l a b l e t e c h n i c a l means and other circum.stcinces, have quite d i f f e r e n t t e c h n i c a l 
p o s s i b i l i t i e s to monitor a t r e a t y by n a t i o n a l means cilone. 

The purpose of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n system i s to even out such 
differences and to a s s i s t a l l pa^rties i n the monitoring of a t r e a t y . By pro v i d i n g 
easy and r a p i d access to compiled and pre-analysed data and to recordings obtained 
on a glob a l b a s i s , an i n t e r n a t i o n i x l v e r i f i c a . t i o n system gives a l l p a r t i e s 
e s s e n t i a l l y the same p o s s i b i l i t i e s of monitoring a t r e a t y . To f u l f i l these 
general requirements an i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n system must have a c a p a b i l i t y 
of providing information, data and recordings s u f f i c i e n t as a basis f o r v e r i f y i n g 
the t r e a t y , iin i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n system should, therefore, be an 
advanced and modern system having t e c h n i c a l equipment and c a p a b i l i t i e s which 
are not i n f e r i o r to those a v a i l a b l e to i n d i v i d u a l c o i m t r i e s . The i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
v e r i f i c a t i o n system must also have a capacity to provide information and data i n 
a form which i s u s e f u l to a,ll p a r t i e s . 
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Most g l o b a l v e r i f i c a t i o n systens are l i k e l y to produce such a large amount of 
basic data that, f o r most countries, the handling and analysis of a l l such basic data 
would be an unreasonably heavy and expensive task. There are, fui'thar, n- p o l i t i c a l or 
t e c h n i c a l reasons why these basic end standa,rdized a n a l y s e s — neoes;;ar;,'- i n suiy case — 
should not be ca.rried out at i n t e r n a t i o n a l data centros (iDCs), A few such centres 
v ; i l l be needed i n order to give a l l countries e. f a i r chance to monitor a, nuclear 
t e s t ban. The analyses at IDGs, therefore, have to take advantage of the most recent 
t e c h n i c a l and s c i e n t i f i c aevelopnents end b.e based on data produced and made 
a v a i l a b l e w i t h i n the i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n system. 1\пу- l i m i t a t i o n of the data 
to be used at IDCs would considerably reduce the e f f i c i e n c y o'fthe i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
v e r i f i c a t i o n system. For those cotmtries which are dependent on the;services of 
IDCo such d i s c r i m i n a t i o n w i t h i n the inter^.atio;я1 v e r i f i c a t i o n system-would hardly 
be acceptable. 

On s e v e r a l occasions the Swedish Government has stated i t s readiness to e s t a b l i s h , 
-jperate and finance an i n t e r n a t i o n a l data centre i n Sxieden. As part of the n a t i o n a l 
research work i n -Sweden on test-ban v e r i f i c a t i o n , an experimental data centre has been 
es t a b l i s h e d vrith tho aim. of f u r t h e r developing methods and procedures to be used at 
IDCs. D e t a i l e d présentait ion of the r e s u l t s of t h i s vrork ha.s been given to the Ad Hoc 
Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts, 

Co-operative seismic measures to be pa,rt of tin internationa.l v e r i f i c a t i o n system 
have been considered i n depth by the Ad Hoc Croup of S c i e n t i f i c Eicperts. In the view 
of the Swedish delegation, the work of the expert g-roup w i l l provide a good basis f o r 
the design of the seismological pa.rt of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n system. I t i s , 
hovrever, most important thart recent s c i e n t i f i c and t e c h n o l o g i c a l developments and 
r e s u l t s be takoii f u l l y i n t o account i n a l l the components of the g l o b a l system. A 
f u r t h e r modernization of the g l o b a l s e i s m o l o g i c i i l system i s thus a,n important task 
f o r the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts v.dthin i t s present mandate. 

Last s i r r i n g Sweden r a i s e d the question.-of vrhether an i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n 
system should include also a netvrork f o r the g l o b a l detection of airborne 
r a i d i o a c t i v i t y , supplementary .to seiam-alogical means, to look f o r cla.ndestine nuclear 
explosions i n the lovrer a.tmosphero (GD/257)» Such explosions, vrhich are p r o h i b i t e d 
under the p a r t i a l test-ban t r e a t y of I963, ha.ve so f a i r been monitored by nationa.l 
t e c h n i c a l means alone. 

Sar.üpling a^tnospheric ra-diocictivity i s the obvious m.ethod f o r d^etocting nuclear 
explosions i n the atmosphere » and i t i s also a method which should very much benefit 
fro.o i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operation, as i t i s d i f f i c u l t f o r any n a t i o n to e s t a b l i s h by 
i t s e l f a netvrork vrith s u f f i c i e n t , g l o b a l coverage. The Swedish delegation, therefore, 
f e e l s that the p o s s i b i l i t i e s of e s t a b l i s h i n g a g l o b a l network f o r the detoction of 
airborne r a d i o a c t i v i t y , s i r : i i l a r to that f o r oeismi^logica.l d e t e c t i o n , should be 
explored. Such a network vrcaild give a l l p a r t i e s e s s e n t i a l l y the same c a p a b i l i t y of 
•detecting r a d i o a c t i v i t y i n the atmosphere from m.iclcar explos.ions. 

Other t e c h n i c a l i№a.ns can provide a d d i t i o n a l va.luablo information f o r test-ban 
.monitoring, f o r exa.mple, recordings of lovr-fi-equency sound p.nd g r a v i t a t i o n a l vraves i n 
the atmosphere, electromagnetic mea,Burements s i m i l a r to thoso conducted to record 
strokes of l i g h t n i n g , and hydroacoustio measurements of soundwaves i n the deep oceans. 
Such hydroacoustio recordings might also .improve the c a p a b i l i t y to .monitor underground 
explosions i n oceanic a,re£is vrhoi'O fevr seismological sta.tions e x i s t . 
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The i n t r o d u c t i o n of v e r i f i c a t i o n measures i n a d d i t i o n to the g e n e r a l l y recognized 
s e i s m o l o g i c a l means should not be looked upon as an attempt to prolong the v e r i f i c a t i o n 
d i s c u s s i o n or t o make the v e r i f i c a t i o n issues more d i f f i c u l t t o r e s o l v e . The purpose 
i s merely to explore p o t e n t i a l b e n e f i t s from a l l t e c h n i c a l means of v e r i f i c a t i o n and 
t o make such means, i f deemed \ i s e f u l , a v a i l a b l e to a l l p a r t i e s to a futxire test-ban 
t r e a t y and not only to a l i m i t e d number of well-equipped co u n t r i e s . 

F i n a l l y , I would l i k e to b r i e f l y touch upon some i n s t i t u t i o n a l aspects of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance. 

In the implementation of a t r e a t y , a number of p o l i t i c a l and t e c h n i c a l issues 
w i l l a r i s e , and i t i s , t h e r e f o r e , important to have a mechanism that can handle such 
issues at appropriate l e v e l s of a u t h o r i t y and competence. In a d d i t i o n to arrangements 
f o r b i l a t e r a l and m u l t i l a t e r a l consultations between p a r t i e s , two committees with a 
common s e c r e t a r i a t should, i n the Swedish view, be e s t a b l i s h e d . 

One of the committees would be a t e c h n i c a l committee entrusted with the task of 
overseeing the operation of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n system and of s o l v i n g any 
t e c h n i c a l problem that might a r i s e i n the operation of that system. I t should also 
f o l l o w the s c i e n t i f i c and t e c h n i c a l developments w i t h i n f i e l d s of relevance to the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n system. Further, i t should be entrusted to propose the 
t e c h n i c a l modernization of that system. Another task would be to provide a forum 
f o r t e c h n i c a l discussions of observed events, about which countries might seek f u r t h e r 
c l a r i f i c a t i o n . The Committee could also be responsible f o r the t e c h n i c a l conduct of 
o n - s i t e i n s p e c t i o n s . 

The other committee, to be e n t i t l e d the c o n s u l t a t i v e committee, wotild be a 
p o l i t i c a l body entrusted w i t h the task of overseeing the operation of the t r e a t y 
as a whole. That committee would be a f o r m f o r p o l i t i c a l discussions of issues 
r e l a t e d to the implementation of the t r e a t y , i n c l u d i n g i t s v e r i f i c a t i o n . I t woiild 
i n t h i s respect, i n t e r a l i a , r e c e i v e requests f o r and r e s u l t s of on-site i n s p e c t i o n s . 
I t wotild a l s o supervise the work of the t e c h n i c a l committee. The c o n s u l t a t i v e 
committee could also plan and prepare f o r necessary review conferences. 

In conclusion, I wish to emphasize again that the Swedish Government w i l l 
continue t o make every e f f o r t i n the Committee on Disarmament, i t s Ad Hoc 
Working Group on a Muclear Test Ban and i n the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts 
t o contribute to progress toward a comprehensive test-ban t r e a t y . Sweden hopes 
that a l l c o u n t r i e s , and e s p e c i a l l y the nuclear-weapon States, are novj prepeired 
to f \ a l f i l t h e i r r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s and i n t e r n a t i o n a l o b l i g a t i o n s i n t h i s regard. 
Time i s a c r u c i a l f a c t o r . Therefore, a serious and concrete treatment of t h i s 
important matter must not be f u r t h e r delayed, even i f we, so f a r at l e a s t , have 
to operate under a l e s s than s a t i s f a c t o r y mandate. 



Mi.-. OinCSLIM (Belgium) ( t r a n s l a t e d from French) : I s h a l l devote my statement 
today to item 1 of our agenda, Huolear t e s t Ъг,п, ÍI subject to v;hich my Government 
continues tc atta„c;i the highest p r i o r i t y . 

At the inau,:r-tral meeting of the v/oi'king Group, I sa i d how important i t was f o r 
t h i s nev; body to aGÍ:'e the '••pportunity o f f e r o a to i t of d e f i n i n g covirses of act i o n 
l e a d i n g to the n e g o t i a t i o n of a nuclear t e s t ban. The more so despite, or perhaps 
bocfiuse of, a rc.iníÍ3er of apparently unfavourable l e c t o r s , ospeciailly tho i n t e r r u o t i o n 
of tho t r i l a t e r a l negotiatioïis, but also the f a c t that c e r t a i n mclear-v/eapon States 
say that they cannot, at t h i s stage, discuss the circumstances of t h e i r possible 
adherence to a t e s t ban agreement. 

The regret that iilght be f e l t i n such circumstances vrould be v a i n i f i t vrere 
to \)eaken our d'itorreLnation to implement the iJonmittee's d e c i s i o n to " f a c i l i t a t e 
progress toward n e g o t i a t i o n of с nuclear test ba.n". 

S i m i l a i r l y , the r e s t r i c t i v e nature of the Worlcing Group's ma.ndaite should not 
b.̂  an obstacle to the progress v.'o ca-e licping f o r i n t h i s . f i e l d . I t vrould be 
.pointless a!.t t h i s stage tc s t a r t a. d i s c u s s i o n on the natui'O, i n t e r p r e t a t i o n or 
future development of t h i s mandate. 

The recent experience of the Woiking Group on GheiiüLcal V/eapons has shovm that 
i t i s possible to do usefu l vrork vrithin tho iraJTievrorli of a liMLted mandato. 

In ад̂ '' event, a c e r t a i n f l e x i b i l i t y must p r e v a i l j.n our vray of approaching the 
vrork of t h i s new Group. In t h i s connection, vre £:.г0 encouraged by tho f i r s t 
statements made on t h i s subject, i n pa.rticula.r that of the United States delegation, 

V^uat noems tc us most important, ho^'over, i s that the mandate goes to the heart 
of the matter of a te s t ban, naBiely, the questions of v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance. 
Tlie s o l u t i o n t c tJiose problems ves never more tlism sketched out i n general terms 
duri"g the t r i l . . . t o r a l t a l k s and, whether v;e l i k ( ^ i t or not, they are s t i l l the key 
to a p o s s i b l e intornai-tionil a.gi'oemont cn a. toot ban. 

Tlie oecreta..ry-Generaà ' 3 report containing the study on a comprehensive nuclear 
t-.; t nan, vrhich vras submitted to the General Asserrrtily at i t s t h i r t y - f i f t h session, 
l i g h t l y states that "the problems of v e r i f i c a t i o n of a comprehensivo t e s t ban 
riece.:;sarily d i f f e r i n im.portant respects from thos-. c f tho pa.rtial t e s t ban Trea.ty 
Gignod i n 1963". 

I t seems to us, therefore, e n t i r e l y j u s t i f i e d tha.t v.'O should devote a l l our 
a t t e n t i o n to these problems during the i n i t i a l pilase. 

The effeotivcneso of our vrork v r i l l depond to a largo extent on the basis from 
which we depart, For t h i s .preliminary stc^go, i t i s important that vre should agree, 
vrithout prejudice to the p o s i t i o n s of States — end I repeat, without prejudice 
to the p o s i t i o n s of States — on a vrorking ¡lypothosis, vrhich can only be that of 
a t o t a l and f^omploto p r o h i b i t i o n of a l l nuclear t e s t s . 

This approach iia.s tho m:;rit of c r e d i b i l i t y since i t corresponds to the 
obje c t i v e l a i d down i n paragraph e l of the F i n a l üocumont of 197S« 
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I t also has the advantage of not d i v e r t i n g ошг a t t e n t i o n to the discussion of 
matters that the Committee i s not i n a p o s i t i o n to s e t t l e f o r the time being. I em 
t h i n k i n g i n p a r t i c u l a r of the subject of peaceful nuclear explosions. 

Such an approach víould mean s e t t i n g out at once to determine the requirements 
f o r the v e r i f i c a t i o n of a t o t a l absence of nuclea^r explosions. This v e r i f i c a t i o n 
i s e s s e n t i a l since clandestine t e s t s co-old give tho country c a r r y i n g them out an 
unacceptable railitaxy advantage. 

I should l i k e here to malie a parenthetic comment \;hich my collea-igues v.'ill not 
f i n d i n the text of my statement that has been d i s t r i b u t e d . I wish to express щг 
regret at the delay i n the adoption of the V/orking Gzxiup's prograrane of work. I t 
i s a p i t y that a l l delegations could not ha.ve evinced, on a matter v/hich ought, 
a f t e r a l l , to have been regarded as secondary, s u f f i c i e n t f l e x i b i l i t y to ha.ve made 
i t p o s s i b l e to embark on the substance of the discussions sooner. At l e a s t three 
meetings of the Working Group have been wasted, v/hereas adoption of the document 
prepared by the Swedish Chairman v/ould i n no way prejudice n a t i o n a l p o s i t i o n s on 
the various subjects under d i s c u s s i o n , and I should l i k e to make an appeal f o r 
ne g o t i a t i o n s , c o n s u l t a t i o n s , to be Ccirried out r a p i d l y today so that tomorrovvr, when 
the V/orking Group meets i n the a.fternoon, v/o s h a l l not again be obliged to waste 
time on a d i s c u s s i o n which I myself consider e n t i r e l y secondary. V/e ought as soon 
as p o s s i b l e to get dov/n to the essence of tho subject, tha^t i s , to di s c u s s i n g tho 
points proposed by the Swedish delega,tion. 

My delegation also constdeis that we should baso our vrork on a p o l i t i c a l and 
l e g a l approach rather than go i n t o p s e u d o - t e c h n i c a l i t i e s v/hich v/ould not help us 
at a l l and would give r i s e to p o i n t l e s s d i s eussions, f o r example on the acceptaole 
l e v e l of v e r i f i c a t i o n . Experience has shovra tha.t, i n t h i s area, the l e v e l of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n becomes established^ at some intermediary p o s i t i o n a.fter negotiations 
but not before them. 

The Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts on the det e c t i o n i\nd i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of seismic 
events c l e a r l y provides the necessa.ry t e c h n i c a l support f o r our v/ork. Relations 
betv/een t h i s expert group and tho Working Group ought to be close but f l e x i b l e , 
without any need f o r one group to be subordinate to the other. The paa-ticipa.tion 
of the Chairman of the Group of Experts i n the d i s c u s s i c ^ o f the V/orking Group — 
a p a r t i c i p a t i o n v/hich we a l l v/elcomo — should be enough to ensure the co-ordination 
of the two bodies' a c t i v i t i e s . 

As I have already s a i d , v e r i f i c a t i o n requirements f o r a. complete ban are n a t u r a l l y 
more s t r i n g e n t than those f o r a. p a r t i a l Ъгш. 

The Secretary-General's report to which I ha.ve аЛгоаДу r e f e r r e d s t a t e s , t h a t , 
i n the case of a comprehensive ban, " i t may not be possible to obt a i n , through tho 
p a r t i e s ' own means alone, assurance that the p r o h i b i t i o n i s being observed. P r o v i s i o n 
f o r v e r i f i c a t i o n by both n a t i o n a l and i n t e m a t i o n a u means must therefore be mauie". 

V e r i f i c a t i o n by n a t i o n a l t e c h n i c a l means might p o s s i b l y , i n a given case, s a t i a f y 
the n a t i o n v/hich possesses them. But that i s rather an o p t i m i s t i c hypothesis, as v/e 
knov/. Prirthermore, States v/hich d i d not possess such n a t i o n a l means would then be 
reduced to r e s o r t i n g to tho judgement of a thii-d party. La.stly, the uso of these 
n a t i o n a l means i s hardly compatible w i t h d e t a i l e d i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-ordina.tion, sinco 
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each Ste.te would have the aoverei¿íri, r i g h t to inalce such use оГ them as i t , sixx-i 
f i t . Generally spealcing, therefore, v;e can confine ourselves, i n an i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
convention, to a^greeing the.t the p a r t i e s гаг^у use n a t i o n a l m.eans and mutually 
undertake not to i n t e r f e r e \/ith tho use of such m.eans. Pro v i s i o n s r e l a t i n g 
to a.ccess by t h i r d S t a l e s to information c o l l e c t e d by n a l i o n a l means could 
also be the subject of po s s i b l e agreomonts. But no prov i s i o n s of t l i i s k i n d 
can ever replace гт i n t e r n a t i o n a l system of v e r i f i c a t i o n . Such a system at 
present a.ppears e s s e n t i a l . Por, assuming that there i s a complete ban on 
t e s t s , i t w i l l no longer be possible to s u b s t i t u t e underground nuclear 
explosions f o r explosions i n other environments, a„s -./аз the case a f t e r the 
adoption of the I963 Treaty. Tho l a t t e r i l i d not i n fe,ct provide f o r any 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l system o f v e r i f i c a t i o n , miainly because o f the high cost o f 
concealment and the r i s k of the detection of clejidestine explosions i n the 
atmosphere, i n outer space and und-er viator. But a, complete ban on explosions 
V7Í11 have to be v e r i f i e d , and precise mea,sures of i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n , ' 
i n c l u d i n g the p o s s i b i l i t y of on-site i n s p e c t i o n , v r i l l be e s s e n t i a l at a l l stages, 
both f o r routine checking and f o r the determination of the f a c t s i n cases of 
doubt or suspicisión. 

Obviously, seismological v e r i f i c a t i o n víill be one of the key elements i n 
a g l o b a l system f o r v e r i f y i n g com-pliance vjith a ban on underground t e s t s . In 
t h i s connection, vjo attach the greatest imiporta,nce to the a . c t i v i t i e s of the 
Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts, of v/hich Belgium has been a mem.ber from 
the outset. One of our f i r s t concerns, v/hen B e l g i i m became a member of the 
Committee on Disairmaijnent i n 1979> was to strengthen the lin l c s between the 
Committee and the Group of Experts. This r e s u l t e d i n the informal meeting of 
the Committee on 10 J u l y 1 9 3 0 with the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of the members of the 
Group of Experts. 

As regards the v/ork of the Group of Experts, i t seems to ma e s s e n t i a l 
that the value of i n t e r n a t i o n a l data, exchanges should be v e r i f i e d f u r t h e r 
by experiment, V/e therefore hope that i t v.all at l a s t be possible to carry 
out a g l o b a l dala., transmission experiment, with the v/idest p o s s i b l e pa,rti c i nation 
by Sta.tes. 

The forthcoming Congress of tlie -V/orld Me-teorological Organization ought 
also to provide an opportunity f o r c l a r i f y i n g the r o l e v/lij-cli that organization •— 
and p a . r t i c u l a r l y i t s g l o b a l teleoommuncations system. — could pla^'' i n the matter 
of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l data. exchai,r.g'e. The document submitted by the Ja..panose 
delegation tha.t v/as r e c e n t l y c i r c u l a t e d contains u s e f u l suggestions i n t h i s 
connection and v/o bel i e v e tha.t the Conmiittee should take a d e c i s i o n on them 
as soon as p o s s i b l e . 



CD/PV.132 
17 

( l l r . OnicGliny, Bjlffjigjn) 

The d i e t r i h u t i o n o f the seismological s t a t i o n s v/hich v/ould p a r t i c i pa.te 
i n the data exchange netv/ork i s another matter to v/hich v/e should continue 
to give the utmost a.ttention. Here, too, v/e h a v e noted b r o a . d a,greeraent i n 
favour of the v/idost possible geoíjxaphical representation, bearing i n niind 
i n p a r t i c u l a r the i n s u f f i c i e n c y of seismological s t a t i o n s i n the southern 
hemisphere, but also the p o l i t i c a l advantages of a s s o c i a t i n g a. large number 
of States with an internait i onad v e r i f i c a t i o n system. I7c r e a J i s e , hov/ever, 
that the attainment of t h i s objective v d l l pose considerable problems а з 

regards access by Stages to the r e q u i s i t e technology, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n respect 
of the automatic e x t r a c t i o n of seismic pairajieters. 

The status of the exchange of v/a.veform — or l e v e l 2 — d a . t a , a.lsc needs 
to be c l a a - i f i e d . 

Since the nev/ techniqiios now a v a i l a b l e f o r the e x t r a c t i o n of auch data. 
maJce i t e a s i e r to i d e n t i f y the l o c a t i o n , depth and magnititóe of seismic events 
and thus malte these data, as necessary as the l e v o l 1 data, that i s the basic 
pa^rameters of detected seisndc signa . l s , ought v/e not tc contémplate the routine 
t r a . n s m i s 3 Í o n of l e v e l 2 da.ta ra.ther than t h e i r transmission merely "on request"? 

We ought l i k e v i o e to give thought to the " i n t e r n a t i o n a l " status of the 
n a t i o n a l s eismological station» pa r t i cipatiîig i n trie netvfork as v/ell as that 
of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l data centres. 

Document CD/95 subnutteu by iV a s t r a l i a could form a u s e f u l basis f o r 
consideration i n t h i s connection. 

But i t i s p o s s i b l e that seismological v e r i f i c i i t i o n i s not s u f f i c i e n t to 
meet the needs c f i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a . t i o n . This i s something v/hich we 
should t r y to d e t e r i T d n e , 

Ought v/e, foi-- example, to provide f o r a d d i t i o n a l methods of v e r i f i c a t i o n , 
such a.s surveilla.nce of atmospheric ra.di с a c t i v i t y ? 

I s such s u r v e i l l a n c e ca.pable of i d e n t i f y i n g with c e r t a i n t y r a d i o a c t i v e 
emissions i n the atmosphere r e s \ i l t i n g from underground explosions? 

Would t h i s method be e f f e c t i v e i n the event of the .miniaturization of 
explosions? 
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Ought we perhaps to reserve t h i s laeans of detection f o r the discouragement 
aind v e r i f i c a t i o n c f p o s s i c l e clandestine a.tm-Ospheric explosions or the c l e a r i n g 
up of drouots such as those surrounding the i n c i d e n t c f 22 September 1979 o f f 
the coast of Sc.tVi Afric;-? 

Our attempts to give a nreliminar^^ an s v/e r to questions of the k i n d I 
have j u s t nentionea - ; i l l i n e v i t a b l y have i m p l i c a t i o n s f o r a reviev/ of the 
m-andate o f the G-rcup o f Experts as v/ell aie f o r the expansion o f i t s ' membership, 
i f the use of other methods ef o e t e c t i c n i n a d d i t i o n to the seisnü.c method 
i s deem.ed to be necessary. 

• Further methods could also be contemplated, i f they v/ould maJce v e r i f i c a t i o n 
Tiore c r e d i b l e v/ithout, hov/ever, rendering the provisions of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
a;gre em.ent nee d l e s s l y со mpl i с at e d. 

For exaunple, the d i f f i c u l t y of d i s t i n g u i s h i n g betv/een small nuclea,r 
• explosions and largo chemácal explosions could perhaps be overcome throeigh 
a process of p r i o r n o t i f i c a t i o n and v e r i f i c a t i o n o f the l a t t e r . 

On-site i n s p e c t i o n i e another e s s e n t i a l aspect of i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n . 
P o l i t i c a l attiteides i n t h i s regard seem to have evolved i n recent years. The 
Protocol to the 1976 Soviot-Amcri c m Treaty on Underground №aclear Explosions 
f o r Peaceful Purposes marked an important development i n that respect. 

Other i n d i c a t i o n s of t h i s dovelopmient ha,ve r e c e n t l y been given to us i n 
other f i e l d s , i n p a r t i c u l a r i n respect of cheirácal weapons and the v e r i f i c a t i o n 
of tho c i v i l i a n part o f tho nuclear f u e l c y c l e . 

On-site i n s p e c t i o n should form pa.rt both of routine control procedures and 
of the procedures f o r the déterminait i o n of the la.cts i n cases of doubt or 
s u s p i c i o n . 

Here a,gain v/e s h a l l lia.ve to s p e c i f y these procedure a i n d e t a i l v/hile paying 
heed to v;'naeb appearo to bo a;, new and. ueefv:.! p r i n c i p l e i n respect o.f v e r i f i c a t i o n , 
that of the minimum necessary degree,of i n t r a e i v e n e s s . 

In concluding t h i s statement, I should l i k e to express the hope that v/e 
s h a l l not v/aste tho opportunity -./o have created f o r ourselves i n osta,blishing 
the Working Group on a xTucle: г Test Ben. 

Gar f i r s t tasi: should be to i d e n t i f y tlie problems. Fov; tha.,t I ha.ve mentioned 
a number of them hero, i t oeems to me that they are many and complex. We s h a l l 
then have to suggect s o l u t i o n s , and subsecaaently to t r y to hariuonize them. 

I t i s i n t h i s way, I b e l i e v e , t";-ue,t the Comieittoo w i l l be able to contribute 
best to the attainment of the o s s o n t i c l o bjective o f a nuclea.r t e s t ban. 
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Mr.TIM JUT (China) (transíatgd from Chinese)i 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 i s of u n i v e r s a l concern. 

But f i r s t of a l l , i n the name of the Chinese delegation, I would l i k e to 
extend оги? warm welcome to our new colleague, Ambassador Cannock of Peru. I would 
al s o l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to express our gratitude to our colleagues who 
have l e f t us or are going to leave us f o r t h e i r c ontributions to the work of t h i s 
Committee, and to wish them much success i n t h e i r future d u t i e s . I r e f e r to 
Ambassador Venkateswaran of India, Ambassador Salah-Bey of A l g e r i a and 
Ambassador Vrhunec of Yugoslavia. 

In recent years, the i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n of the nuclear arms race between the 
Superpowers and the a c c e l e r a t i o n of t h e i r preparations f o r a nuclear war have 
placed the people of the world i n the dark shadow of a grave nuclear t h r e a t . 
People urgently demand that the nuclear disarmament issue be d e a l t with on a p r i o r i t y 
b a s i s and e f f e c t i v e measures taken to prevent nuclear war. The l a r g e - s c a l e , mass 
an t i - n u c l e a r campaigns that have taken place i n some regions of the world r e f l e c t 
the strong desire of the people of a l l countries to safegu.ard peace and s e c u r i t y and 
t h e i r strong opposition to nuclear war. Regrettably, the second s p e c i a l session of 
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, which a t t r a c t e d world-wide a t t e n t i o n , 
f a i l e d to meet p u b l i c 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 s p e c i a l session deserve our 
a t t e n t i o n and f u r t h e r consideration. 

Innumerable f a c t s have demonstrated that the nuclear arms race, nuclear 
monopoly and the threat of nuclear war have a l l emanated from the r i v a l r y f o r 
hegemony by the two Superpowers. At the second s p e c i a l 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 t e s t i n g , manufacture and 
deployment of nuclear weapons and t h e i r d e l i v e r y v e h i c l e s . This proposal, 
p i n p o i n t i n g the c h a r a c t e r i s t i c of the present state of nuclear armaments and 
underscoring the s p e c i a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y the two countries with the l a r g e s t nuclear 
arsenals should assiome i n nuclear disarmament, r i g h t l y demands that they immediately 
h a l t t h e i r nuclear arms race. I t deserves serious consideration. In order to 
lessen the danger of nuclear war, the USSR and the United States should not only 
cease the t e s t i n g , manufactiare and deployment of nuclear weapons but also 
s u b s t a n t i a l l y reduce t h e i r nuclear arsenals. The Chinese delegation has s p e c i f i c a l l y 
proposed, i n t h i s regard, a reduction of 50 per cent on a l l categories of nuclear 
weapons by the USSR and the United States. Since both already possess such g i g a n t i c 
nuclear arsenals, such a reduction w i l l not i n the l e a s t impair t h e i r s e c u r i t y . 
A f t e r they have taken a c t i o n to narrow the enormous gap between them and other 
nuclear-weapon States, a l l nuclear-weapon States should then cease t h e i r t e s t i n g , 
development and manufacture of nuclear weapons, and reduce and u l t i m a t e l y completely 
destroy them. 

Some countries propose that the use of nuclear weapons should be p r o h i b i t e d 
pending nuclear disarmament. We endorse t h i s proposal. We hold that i f a l l 
nuclear-weapon States undertake an o b l i g a t i o n not to 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 f a c t that, with the nuclear armaments of the Superpowers already 
at the dangerous l e v e l of o v e r k i l l capacity, a mere p r o h i b i t i o n of Use'obviously 
cannot eliminate the nuclear threat. E s p e c i a l l y at a time when the Superpowers 
are s t i l l stepping up nuclear arras expansion and continuously updating and deploying 
new types of nuclear weapons, how can the small and medium-sized countries f e e l 
secure and free from apprehension? 

In view of the above-mentioned reasons, we hold that p r o h i b i t i o n of the use of 
nuclear weapons should bo l i n k e d with t h e i r reduction and d e s t r u c t i o n . Moreover, 
at the same time as nuclear disarmament i s being c a r r i e d out, s u f f i c i e n t a t t e n t i o n 
should a l s o be given to conventional disarmament. Only t h i s can t r u l y contribute 
to world peace and the s e c u r i t y of States and to the reduction of the threat of war 
f a c i n g mankind. 

On the question of the cessation of nuclear t e s t s , we are of the view that t h i s 
i s one aspect of the o v e r - a l l question of nuclear disarmament. The cessation of 
nuclear t e s t s w i l l contribute to slowing doim the nuclear arms race. But only 
when i t i s c a r r i e d out i n conjunction with other nuclear disarmament measures can 
i t help to reduce the threat of nuclear war. The two Superpowers have already 
conducted more than 1,000 nuclear t e s t s of various kinds and possess a great number 
of nuclear weapons of high accuracy. They ought, i n response to the demands of 
the people of the world, immediately to cease a l l nuclear t e s t s and the nuclear ams 
race and to conduct negotiations on a genuine and d r a s t i c reduction of nuclear 
weapons so as to achieve nuclear disarmament at an e a r l y date. I f they were r e a l l y 
to act i n t h i s way, the other nuclear-weapon States would be w i l l i n g to cease the 
t e s t i n g and production of nuclear weapons and to reduce them. In a d d i t i o n , t h i s 
would a l s o help to dissuade those States with p o t e n t i a l nuclear c a p a b i l i t y from 
developing nuclear weapons. However, r e a l i t y runs counter to the wishes of the 
people. One Superpower has openly declared that i n order to recover i t s l o s t 
s u p e r i o r i t y , i t cannot stop nuclear t e s t i n g at the present stage. The other 
Superpower, while paying l i p service to nuclear disarmament and the complete 
p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear t e s t s , i s i n f a c t i n t e n s i f y i n g i t s nuclear t e s t s . In 1979» 
i t set a record by conducting 29 nuclear t e s t s w i t h i n one year. This f i g u r e exceeds 
the t o t a l number of nuclear t e s t s conducted by the other nuclear-weapon States 
combined i n that year. I t s nuclear t e s t s i n 1980 and 1981 also outnumbered those 
of other nuclear-weapon States. How can one believe that t h i s Superpower i s r e a l l y 
sincere about the cessation of the nuclear arms race and about nuclear disarmament? 

China's l i m i t e d nuclear capacity i s a self-defence measure necessitated by the 
existence of grave external t h r e a t s . As a developing s o c i a l i s t country, China 
needs to accelerate i t s economic development, and does not wish to use i t s resources 
on nuclear weapons. However, confronted by the Superpower m i l i t a r y threat, we 
cannot but maintain the necessary defence c a p a b i l i t y while engaging i n construction 
e f f o r t s . The head of the Chinese delegation to the second s p e c i a l session on 
disarmament r e i t e r a t e d , once again that at no time and under nO circumstances w i l l 
China be the f i r s t to use nuclear weapons and that China undertakes u n c o n d i t i o n a l l y 
not to use nuclear weapons against any non-nuclear-weapon State. This t e s t i f i e s 
f u l l y t o the f a c t that China's very l i m i t e d nuclear capacity serves the sole purpose 
of s e l f defence against f o r e i g n aggression. China i s a l s o prepared to undertake 
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the o b l i g a t i o n of nuclear disarmament. Once the two States with the l a r g e s t 
arsenals take the lead i n ceasing the t e s t i n g , improvement and manufacture of . 
nuclear weapons and reduce t h e i r nuclear weapons by 50 per cent, China w i l l 
undertake the commitment to cease the development and manufacture -of nuclear 
weapons and w i l l j o i n them i n the reduction and eventual t o t a l d e s t r u c t i o n of 
nuclear weapons. The Chinese people, l i k e the people of other countries, hope 
that t h i s day w i l l come at an e a r l y date. 

Mr. '/JEC-SKER (Federal Republic of Germany)? Mr. Ghairman, I beg yo-ur indulgence 
i f my i n t e r v e n t i o n touches upon several items and does not concentrate s o l e l y cn 
today's main subject. By contrast, i t w i l l be b r i e f . 

I t i s preoccupying f o r my delegcition that the Working Group on a Nuclear Test 
Ban i s s t i l l t r y i n g to agree on i t s work progrejmne, and that the prospects f o r 
consensus forinulationa aro not as good, as vre would v/ish. For our part, v;e welcome 
the new text of a work prograirimo which has been i n f o r m a l l y discussed i n various 
groups, on the basis of consultations and contributions by sevex-al delegatiens. 
In our view i t i s imperative that an agi'eement on t h i s text be achieved by 27 August, 
i n order to allow at l e a s t a minimumi am.ount of tim.6 f o r a n i n i t i a l reading of the 
various t o p i c s to be discussed. I f an agraem.ent i s not achieved v/e should c l e a r l y 
e s t a b l i s h the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of these who, f o r u l t e r i o r mo Lives as we must then 
ргезхяте, withhold t h e i r consent. A l l delegations knov; that the mandate of the 
NTB Group i s l i m i t e d . To many, t h i s i s an -unsatisfactory state of a f f a i r s . But 
however d^elegations f e e l , the only constructive way of showing; the alleged d e f i c i e n c y 
of the mandate would seem; to be to complete the present work assignment as qui c k l y 
as p o s s i b l e . Once i t i s completed, requests f o r a future broader mandate would 
c e r t a i n l y become more pers-aasive. 

At i t s plenary meeting -^f 24 Autgast, the СашЛЫее had an occasion to discuss 
the progress report of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts. The report, and 
the supplem-entary information so r e a d i l y provided by i t s competent Chairman, 
Dr. E r i c s s o n , have done m\i<û\ to shew the Committee where the Group stands i n i t s 
work. My delegation, as others, i s p a r t i c u l a r l y .indebted to Ajnbassador Okawa f o r 
h i s probing and i n c i s i v e questions as to where the Group should d i r e c t i t s f u r t h e r 
endeavours. I would l i k e to j o i n many ether dele.gations who refuse to see the work 
cf the Groi.ip go on f c r e v e r as á pvirely academic :-xereise. My delegation would 
enco-arage the experts to terminate t h e i r i-.oxt progress report as e a r l y ;Ln 1983 as 
they can, preferable by springtime. At the present juncture, the seismic experts 
have accumulated a wealth c f v?ritten m a t e r i a l . They are l a c k i n g on the experimental 
side. E s p e c i a l l y i n view of tho work the НТВ V/crking Group i s now embarking upon, 
t h i s Cor,]jriittee should give serious thoUi-.ht to enlarging the .mandate o f the .̂d Hoc 
Grout) of S c i e n t i f i c Experts and rendering i t mere p r e c i s e . Such an a m p l i f i e d 
mandate should, i n our viev;, (Contain such assigitments as the fcllowings 

A l l aspects of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e i s m i c data exchange system should be 
i n v e s t i g a t e d oxper.imontally with the a i d o f .,'Vory a v a i l a b l e s c i e n t i f i c and t e c h n i c a l 
me thodI 

Within a timc-frar.ie tc be s p e c i f i e d , the automatic and/or i n t e r a c t i v e 
e x t r a c t i o n of a l l Level 1 par.a.metors over a t e s t period of at l e a s t two weeks; 
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The transmission of t h i s complete set of parameters v i a the GTS/VJÎ'ÎO system on 
the basis of an o f f i c i a l r e c ognition.of the Group of Experts by ',#10; 

Examination, by p r a c t i c a l t e s t s , of the p o s s i b i l i t y of the transmission of 
Level 2 data over Ш 0 l i n e s as w e l l as other l a t a channels; the elabor a t i o n of 
standard formats f o r t h i s purpose; 

The develcpm.ent and experimental v e r i f i c a t i o n cf a n a l y t i c a l procedures i n 
data centres, using modern evaluation methods, and leading to a comparison of 
r e s u l t s of Level 1 and Level 2 data r e s p e c t i v e l y . 

I would l i k e to st r e s s that a more experimental o r i e n t a t i o n of the work of 
the experts would provide r e s u l t s which would be p a r t i c u l a r l y valuable f o r those 
co\mtries which are- not s e i s m o l o g i c a l l y equipped themselves and v/hich could use 
the exchange system as a basis f o r t h e i r own v e r i f i c a t i o n e f f o r t s i n the f i e l d of 
nuclear t e s t i n g . In any event, my delegation f e e l s that both the work of the 
Group of Experts during t h i s year and our debate i n plenary on 24 August have 
demonstrated the necessity of b u i l d i n g i n t o the mandate the assumption that a l l 
p a r t i c i p a t i n g countries are p o l i t i c a l l y and t e c h n i c a l l y prepared to apply the 
most recent i n s i g h t s of science and technology, and make the f u l l e s t conceivable 
use of them. 

Turning now to the f i e l d of chemical weapons, I would l i k e to voice the 
s a t i s f a c t i o n of my delegation over the mode of v/ork which the Ad Hoc V/orking Group 
i n that f i e l d has adopted. The present n e g o t i a t i n g method of launching a number 
of small, s p i r i t e d groups withovit a precise mandate has turned cut to bo quite 
s u c c e s s f u l . This i s an experiment i n m u l t i l a t e r a l n e gotiation from which ш may 
wish to draw cur lessons f o r other endeavours as v / e l l . We should commend 
Chairman Sujka f o r having introduced t h i s f l e x i b l e negotiation scenario; f o r the 
f i r s t time, our chemical v/eapcns negotiators have gone beyond the mere j u x t a p o s i t i o n 
of the p o s i t i o n s of i n d i v i d u a l country perspectives. They have nov/ s t a r t e d to 
evaluate the dif f e r e n c e between t h e i r views and to agxee, i n c r e a s i n g l y , on common 
p o s i t i o n s . 

E a r l i e r during t h i s session ny delegation commented upon a p a r t i c u l a r l y 
important feature of the current n e g o t i a t i n g sessinn; the nev; language 02: 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n offered i n ÎTew York by the Soviet delegation and 
reintroduced here. We have t r i e d to move the negotiatio/-, along c o n s t r u c t i v e l y 
by asking the Soviet délégation some questions cn aspects v/hioh v/e thought would 
need f u r t h e r c l a r i f i c a t i o n . These questions were put forward i n document 
eD/CV//CRP.63. In order to make cur liât cf questionr; even c l e a r e r , and to 
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f a c i l i t a t e responses by the Soviet delegation, we joined forces a few days l a t e r 
with the Dutch delegation to reformulate cur small questionnaire and to structure 
i t more l o g i c a l l y . I an g r a t e f u l to A>nbassadcr Issraelyan f o r having supplied 
some i n i t i a l answers to our f i r s t soi-ies of questions i n h i s statement on 
12 August. At that jimcture i t v/as quite obviously impossible to have r e p l i e s 
ready on a l l our questions. We a l l recognii-e how co/nplex t h i s suhjeot n a t t e r i s . 
Yet, r e i t e r a t i n g the high i n t e r e s t c f my delegation i n the Soviet Union's views, 
I would l i k e to state that ray delegation continues to hope f o r a f u l l f cnual 
response to our queries at tho appropriate time. The Soviet Union has been 
p a r t i c u l a r l y a r t i c u l a t e i n s t r e s s i n g the urgency of an e a r l y conclusion of a 
chemical weapons convention. Sinee i t appears that the c l a r i f i c a t i o n s i n the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n realm which my delegation seeks would be important f o r 
rapid, progress .in ош:- negotiation, we can confidently assuiie that e a r l y r e p l i e s 
to our questionnaire would help to advance the course cf o u x n e g o t i a t i o n s . I 
would a l s o l i k e to remind the d i s t i n g u i s h e d Soviet delegate that my delegation 
was immediately ready to supply ansv/ers to sii''-ilar questions i n the v e r i f i c a t i o n 
f i e l d v/hich.were d i r e c t e d to us a f t e r the c i r c u l a t i o n of our-working paper CD/265. 
I myself addressed, these questicns i n a d e t a i l e d statement i n plenary on I5 A p r i l , 
and my delegation took an opportunity to elaborate n-az- r e p l i e s and e l u c i d a t e 
a.dditional aspects i n d i r e c t contact with o v x Soviet colleagues. Some degree of 
r e c i p r o c i t y would c e r t a i n l y ba v/elcome. 

In conclusion, juay I make a b r i e f statement i n my capacity as the c-orrent 
Chairman c f the Ad Hoc Working Group on I t a d i e l o g i c a l Weapons. In response to 
tho l e t t e r c i r c u l a t e d at the beginning of our session on 3 August, I have received 
f u l l r e p l i e s from. 13 dele¿ations, and one r e p l y from the spokesm.an of a regiona l 
group, purporting to speak f o r i t s eight members. That makes r e p l i e s from about 
h a l f the members cf the Coirmiittoe. I an p a r t i c u l a r l y g r a t e f u l to those who have 
responded. In the next few lays I v/ould be pleased to be a v a i l a b l e to those who 
p r e f e r o r a l conununications and to those who would l i k e to elaborate on t h e i r 
v/ritten r e p l i e s . I would ask those delega.tiens to contact me at the e a r l i e s t 
p o s s i b l e p o i n t . A formal meeting c f the V/orking Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l V/eapons 
v / i l l . be held i n the afternoon of 2 September. I intend during that session to 
r e p o r t on the views expressed to.me and tc make suggestions f o r the f u r t h e r 
course of work. 
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мг. FIELDS (United States oT America): ¡Mr. Chairman, I associate my delegation 
V i i t h the v/orUs spoken by yourself and other colleagues noting v/ith some regret but 
great appreciation tha work of our two departing colleagues v/ho have l e f t since ray 
l a s t i n t e r v e n t i o n , the d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador of Yugoslavia, Dr. i ¡arco Vrhunec 
and Ambassador Anisse Salah-Bey of A l g e r i a . Me wish both of these colleagues 
God speed and success i n t h e i r new endeavours. Likewise, I vmsi! to associata my 
delegation with the many kind words of v.alcome extended to our new Peruvian 
colleague. Ambassador Peter Cannock and v/e look forv/ard to a pleasant, long and 
f r u i t f u l a s s o c i a t i o n ; we are delighted to have colleagues from our hemisphere 
p a r t i c i p a t e with ив, and we look forv/ard to that. 

At our plenary meeting l a s t Tuesday, t h i s Committee v/as provided v'ith 
tv/o axamples of statements that, unfortunately, contribute to hindering, rather than 
advancing, the v i t a l l y important work of the Committee. Rhetoric designed to mask 
rather than to i l l u m i n a t e the r e a l issues v/e face does not serve any h e l p f u l purpose, 
I do not believe that statements such as these, which atteiipt through s e l e c t i v e 
quotation from free statements made by free men i n a free press — to lay blame v/here 
blame c l e a r l y does not l i a , advance the true cause of a more peacaful world. 

The two statements to т/hich I ain r e f e r r i n g v/are made by the representatives of 
the Soviet Union and Mexico, The Soviet statement v;as one to which a l l delegations 
can a t t r i b u t e c e r t a i n motives. The second can only be understood as an attempt at 
c r e a t i n g a narrow, and biased, view of h i s t o r y i n order to show, or attempt to shov/, 
that the p o s i t i o n of my Governnent on the question of a nuclear t e s t ban i s somehow 
u n f a i t h f u l to tha true n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s of the United States, 

I should l i k e b r i e f l y to respond. For any United States a d m i n i s t r a t i o n , the 
most fundamental issues i t must address - - both for the American people and f o r 
the e n t i r e v/orld — are issues i n v o l v i n g nuclear weapons. So long as threats to tha 
s e c u r i t y of tha United States and i t s a l l i e s e x i s t , i n p a r t i c u l a r nuclear t h r e a t s , 
the United States has no choice but to r e l y upon a strategy of deterrence. This 
strategy which holds that our s t r a t e g i c arsenal must be adequate to deter any 
d e l i b e r a t e attack on the United States or our a l l i e s , has been endorsed by every 
Unitad States President since President Eisenhov/ar, I t i s inconceivable that the 
United States v/ould take u n i l a t e r a l steps, to v/eaken that deterrent. But at the sam.e 
time, tha United States v ? i l l pursue i n good f a i t h through negotiations e f f e c t i v e 
Pleasures to reduce tliose t h r e a t s , and u l t i m a t e l y to eliminate them. I t i s c l e a r l y 
i n our i n t e r e s t to do so. 

Our d i s t i n g u i s l i e d colleagua, Ambassador Garcia lîobles, treated us to a highly 
s e l e c t i v e h i s t o r y lesson. Three quotations from d i s t i n g u i s h a d Americans, speaking 
as p r i v a t e c i t i z e n s some Ю years ago, v/ere used to i l l u s t r a t e h i s viev/ of h i s t o r y . 
The d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of the Soviet Union, Ambassador Issra e l y a n , has 
sought to use the saae t a c t i c by c i t i n g contemporary reports from tha press, 
A quick search through the lengthy and r e a d i l y a v a i l a b l e public record i n the 
United States v/ould y i e l d quotations from equally d i s t i n g u i s h e d Americans v/ho held, 
or hold, other views, 

I w i l l not undertake counterquotes, as our time i s too valuable to be used i n 
such i d l e p u r s u i t s . Moreover, such an exercise would miss the point. I t would 
obscure the r e a l i s t i c perspectiva which :^iuides the actions of my Government. Let me 
say a few words about t h i s perspective. In June 1946, the United States, then the 
sole nation possessing nuclear v/eapons, boldly took the i n i t i a t i v e by o f f e r i n g 
to place these v/eapons under United Mations c o n t r o l . Mr. Bernard Daruch, i n 
proposing the plan v/hich bore h i s name, sai d poi.finantly, "We are here to make a 
c h o i c i batvjeen tha quick and tha dead'-. The Baruch plan v/as endorsed by a majority of 
the Unitad Nations, but e f f e c t i v e l y blocked by a nambar rlation which was a short 
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time l a t e r to launch the nuclear arms race. The a c q u i s i t i o n by the Si).viet.Union of 
nuclear weapons and i t s behaviour led to the establishment of the North A t l a n t i c 
Treaty Organization, a re g i o n a l c o l l e c t i v e defence body permitted under the terms of 
the United Nations Charter. This perspective embodies many patient e f f o r t s that have 
been made over the past quarter of a century by the United States to c o n t r o l nuclear 
v/eapons. These in c l u d e : the l i m i t e d test-ban Treaty of I565, the outer space Treaty, 
the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n Treaty, the sea-bed Convention, and the s t r a t e g i c arms 
l i m i t a t i o n agreements with the Soviet Union. This perspective embodies a l s o the 
extensive e f f o r t s made by my Government to make a v a i l a b l e throughout the world the 
benefits of the peaceful uses of nuclear energy, and i t s support f o r the establishment 
of the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Atomic Energy Agency with i t s e s s e n t i a l system of i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
safeguards. Our perspective has another side as w e l l , arid that i s the record of 
behaviour of the Soviet Union. Ue r e c a l l the B e r l i n VJall and the Cuban m i s s i l e 
c r i s i s . Our perspective i s coloured by Soviet a c q u i s i t i o n of enormous q u a n t i t i e s of 
nuclear and conventional v/eaponry i n the 1970s at a time when the united States was 
e x e r c i s i n g r e s t r a i n t during the s o - c a l l e d period of détente, lie are al s o cognizant of 
the Soviet development of an a n t i - s a t e l l i t e v/eapon, and t h e i r consistent pattern of 
adventurism and aggression, most re c e n t l y by t h e i r b r u t a l invasion of Afghanistan. 

Given t h i s perspective, what p o s i t i o n would any reasonable person expect the 
United States to take? Are v/e to react by disarming u n i l a t e r a l l y ? By putt i n g our 
f a i t h i n the goodwill of the Soviet Union and throwing caution to the winds? No 
responsible American o f f i c i a l could ever contemplate such a c t i o n s . 

But mutual reductions i n the l e v e l s of armaments — both nuclear and 
conventional — are c l e a r l y i n the i n t e r e s t of the United States. These reductions 
can free economic resources f o r better purposes i n the world. Our economic 
systems ~ given the opportunity — can create great benefits f o r ,the world at la r g e . 
The requirement to sust a i n a contest î/ith the Soviet Union i n the m i l i t a r y arena i s 
most c e r t a i n l y not a welcome one. B u l l e t s do not feed c h i l d r e n or b u i l d h o s p i t a l s . 

Let there be no question about the commitment of my Government to nuclear arms 
c o n t r o l and nuclear arms reductions. No delegation i n t h i s chamber can be o b l i v i o u s 
to the f a c t that two v i t a l l y important negotiations betv/een the United States and ths 
Soviet Union are under v/ay to achieve these ends. Let there be no question about the 
commitment of my Government to the achievement of a complete and v e r i f i a b l e ban on 
chemical weapons. Let there be no question about the w i l l i n g n e s s of the United States 
to pursue the mutual and balanced force reduction negotiations under way i n Vienna. 
And l e t there be no question about the commitment bf my country to i t s i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
o b l i g a t i o n s , under agreements to v/hich i t i s a party, i n p a r t i c u l a r the 
n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n Treaty. In the l i g h t of the s t r a t e g i c arms reduction t a l k s and the 
negotiations on intermediate-range nuclear forces — e f f o r t s f o r v/hich the 
United States took the i n i t i a t i v e — I f a i l to see how any Government could argue that 
my Government somehow considers A r t i c l e VI of the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n Treaty to be a 
dead l e t t e r , as some delegations have asserted here during our I982 session. Uith 
regard t o the issue of a nuclear t e s t ban, we have c o n s i s t e n t l y declared i t as a long-
range o b j e c t i v e but one which must be considered i n the broad range of nuclear arms 
c o n t r o l measures, and the o v e r - a l l s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s of the United States. My 
delegation i s prepared to p a r t i c i p a t e a c t i v e l y i n the work of the NTB Uorking Group, 
and I j o i n our colleagues v/ho have spoken t h i s morning i n urging e a r l y agreement on 
a programme of v/ork for that body. 

I t i s r e g r e t t a b l e that sohie delegations seem to approach the work of t h i s 
Committee as a game as p o l i t i c a l theatre where the objective i s to make debating 
points and embarrass those who take opposite p o s i t i o n s . My delegation c e r t a i n l y does 
not share that view. Uhether popular or unpopular, t h i s delegation v / i l l continue to 
take p o s i t i o n s which are based on serious n a t i o n a l i n t e r e s t s and a r e a l i s t i c view of 
the world i n which we l i v e . 
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The CHAIRMAN; I thank the representative of the United States of America f o r 
h i s statement. 

In accordance with the d e c i s i o n taken by the Committee at i t s 176th plenary 
meeting, I now give the f l o o r to the d i s t i n g u i s h e d representative of Irel a n d , 
His Excellency Ambassador Hayes, to whom I extend a warm welcome i n the Committee. 

Mr. HAYES ( I r e l a n d ) : Thank you Mr. Chairman, and thank you i n p a r t i c u l a r f o r 
your kind words of welcome. 

Let me begin ray remarks by congratulating you on your assumption of the 
chairmanship of t h i s Committee. Ue would wish to associate ourselves with the 
many — and well-merited — compliments that have been paid both to you and to your 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d predecessor from the f l o o r of t h i s Committee. 

I t i s a great honour f o r me to p a r t i c i p a t e as observer i n the Committee on 
Disarmament during i t s consideration of item 1 of the Committee's agenda which i s 
before today's plenary meeting. As you, Mr. Chairman, and the other members of 
the Committee are aware, Ireland i s a candidate f o r membership of t h i s body. I f 
our candidature i s s u c c e s s f u l , as we hope i t w i l l be, we are convinced that the 
p a r t i c u l a r question of a comprehensive t e s t ban w i l l be one of the most important 
questions we w i l l have to address as a member of the Committee. 

A l l who have followed t h i s p a r t i c u l a r question are aware of the importance which 
the I r i s h Government attaches to a comprehensive t e s t ban i n the context of the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l community's e f f o r t s to achieve nuclear disarmament. Year a f t e r year 
V7e have expressed our views at the General Assembly and have joined with other 
States i n co-sponsoring r e s o l u t i o n s on t h i s question. 

Looking about us we see that while e f f o r t s are made to negotiate disarmament 
measures i n the nuclear area, a l l too often those e f f o r t s are unable to keep pace with 
the advance of technology and they thus f a i l to slow down the nuclear arms race. A 
comprehensive t e s t ban could f u l f i l a v i t a l f u n c t i o n . I t would help to c u r t a i l the 
q u a l i t a t i v e competition among the nuclear-weapon Powers by l i m i t i n g t e c h n o l o g i c a l 
advance i n nuclear weapons. Vftiile the p a r t i a l test-ban Treaty of 1963 and the 
more recent threshold ban Treaty were important p s y c h o l o g i c a l l y , they have not been 
very e f f e c t i v e i n l i m i t i n g the improvement of nuclear weapons, Ue are convinced 
that something much more i s needed. There i s no a l t e r n a t i v e to the negotiation 
of a comprehensive t e s t ban of the kind to which the p a r t i e s to the p a r t i a l t e s t ban 
of 1963 committeed themselves on that occasion. 

Successive I r i s h Governments have emphasized the need f o r a c t i o n to prevent 
the spread of nuclear v/eapons. In 1959» the then M i n i s t e r for Foreign A f f a i r s 
of Ireland tabled a r e s o l u t i o n on t h i s question i n the United Nations, In the 
years that followed, we p e r s i s t e n t l y pursued our i n i t i a t i v e , gradually obtaining 
increased support u n t i l the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n Treaty was f i n a l l y concluded i n I967. 
Vte f e e l that that Treaty has made a valuable c o n t r i b u t i o n to the e f f o r t s of the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l community to l i m i t the spread of nuclear weapons. The acceptance 
by the nuclear-vjeapon Powers of a complete ban on a l l nuclear t e s t s would be 
a magnificent boost to i n t e r n a t i o n a l e f f o r t s to maintain and strengthen the 
n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n Treaty. Ireland and others which support the Treaty argue that i t 
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should be u n i v e r s a l l y accepted and c a l l on the States i n a p o s i t i o n to acquire 
nuclear weapons t o r e f r a i n from doing so i n the i n t e r e s t s of a l l . Agreement now 
by the e x i s t i n g nuclear-weapon Powers to end t e s t i n g would show that they, too, are 
w i l l i n g to accept r e s t r a i n t s and would give great encouragement to those of us who 
want to see a n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n Treaty f i r m l y establi^jhed and accepted by a l l . In 
the words of the Palme Commission, a comprehensive t e s t ban "would enhance the 
a c c e p t a b i l i t y and c r e d i b i l i t y of the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n Treaty". 

In view of the great importance which the I r i s h Government attaches to agreement 
on a comprehensive t e s t ban, i t i s f o r us a matter of great regret that the 
prospects f o r reaching agreement have not improved i n recent months. The t r i l a t e r a l 
t a l k s to which we attach great importance have not resumed and recent reports are 
someviihat p e s s i m i s t i c regarding the prospects f o r an e a r l y resumption. However, 
we are confident that the l a s t word has not been heard on t h i s and we, f o r our part, 
continue to hope f o r an e a r l y resumption. I t i s our view that concrete discussion 
between the nuclear-weapon States p r i n c i p a l l y involved i s e s s e n t i a l i f the e f f o r t s 
of the Committee on Disarmament are to be crowned with success. 

Those outside the Committee on Disarmament have watched your e f f o r t s w i t h i n the 
Committee i n recent years to come to g r i p s with t h i s most important question, 
i n c l u d i n g your e f f o r t s to agree on the establishment of a working group. We are, 
of course, aware that you d i d decide i n A p r i l of t h i s year to e s t a b l i s h an Ad Hoc 
V/orking 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 v/hich vje would have suggested. I would add 
that i n our view the d i s c u s s i o n should involve a l l the nuclear-weapon States. 

I would r e c a l l that on 29 February 1972 the then Secretary-General of the 
United Nations, speaking to the CCD, the predecessor of t h i s Committee, regarding 
a comprehensive t e s t ban, stated: " I believe that a l l the t e c h n i c a l and s c i e n t i f i c 
aspects of the problem have.been so f u l l y explored that only a p o l i t i c a l d e c i s i o n 
i s now necessary i n order to achieve f i n a l agreement." The problem of v e r i f i c a t i o n 
has, of course, bean c l o s e l y l i n k e d over the years with discussion of a comprehensive 
t e s t ban. However, i t seems to my delegation that what the Secretary-General s a i d 
i n 1972 i a c e r t a i n l y true today. The quest f o r an i n f a l l i b l e v e r i f i c a t i o n method may 
prove to be a very long one, but the margin of e r r o r i n v e r i f i c a t i o n i s being 
constantly reduced by s c i e n t i f i c developments i n detection and i d e n t i f i c a t i o n . VJe 
must be prepared to seek a balanced s o l u t i o n . , That, of course, i s what the 
Secretary-General meant i n 1972 when he expressed the view that only a p o l i t i c a l 
d e c i s i o n was now necessary i n order to achieve f i n a l agreement. 

From what I have s a i d i t w i l l be c l e a r why my delegation has had some i n i t i a l 
r eservations regarding the mandate of the new Ad Hoc Working Group. However, t h i s 
does not mean that our a t t i t u d e to i t i s a negative one. The establishment of the 
Ad Hoc Working Group allows the Committee to s t a r t work on t h i s most important 
subject. V/e are a l s o encouraged by our experience of the Ad Hoc Viorking Group on 
Chemical Weapons v/hich o r i g i n a l l y had what we might describe as a so'mewhat l i m i t e d 
mandate. In s p i t e of that l i m i t e d mandate i t has been able, as we know, to do 
extremely u s e f u l work. We would hope that i n the l i g h t of that experience the 
Ad Hoc Working Group which has now been established to deal with the subject of a 
comprehensive t e s t ban w i l l be able to carry out s i m i l a r l y u s e f u l work. 



CD/PV.182 
28 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Ireland f o r h i s statement and f o r 
the kind words that he has addressed to the Chair. 

That concludes my l i s t of speakers f o r today. Does any other delegation wish 
to take the f l o o r ? 

Mrs. GONZALEZ (Mexico) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Spanish): Mr. Chairman, I have asked 
f o r the f l o o r i n order to reserve my delegation's r i g h t to exercise i t s r i g h t of 
repl y to the statement made by the di s t i n g u i s h e d representative of the 
United States of America when my delegation has examined i n d e t a i l the content of 
that statement. 

The CHAIRMAN: The s e c r e t a r i a t has c i r c u l a t e d , at my request, an informal paper 
containing the time-table f o r meetings of the Comraittee and i t s s u b s i d i a r y bodies 
f o r the coming week. As uaual, the time-table i s i n d i c a t i v e and subject to change, 
i f necessary. I f there i s no o b j e c t i o n , I w i l l take i t that the Committee adopts 
the informal paper. 

I t v/as so decided. 

Ttie CHAIRMAN; Before I adjourn the plenary m.eeting, may I r e c a l l that at our 
next plenary meeting, on Tuesday, I w i l l put before the Committee f o r adoption 
the schedule of work contained i n paragraph 10 of the report of the A.d Hoc Group 
of S c i e n t i f i c Experts to Consider I n t e r n a t i o n a l Co-operative Measures to Detect 
and I d e n t i f y Seismic Events, as contained i n document CD/318, as w e l l as the 
d r a f t communication i n Working Paper No. 73-

May I a l s o r e c a l l that the Committee w i l l hold t h i s afternoon a t 3 p.m. an 
informal- meeting to consider the remaining proposals submitted under items 2 and 7 
of the agenda, as w e l l as the question of the improved and e f f e c t i v e f u n c t i o n i n g 
of the Committee on Disarmament. . 

The next plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament w i l l be held on 
Tuesday, 31 August, at 10.30 a.m. 

The plenary meeting.stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 12.35 p.m. 
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