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INDEX BY SUBJECT AND COUNTRY OF THE VERBATIM RECORDS 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON DISARMAMENT IN 1983 

List of Subject Headings 

I. Organization and Procedures 

1. General and Organizational Work 
2. Participation of Non-Member States 

II. Nuclear Test Ban 

III. Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament; prevention 
of nuclear war, including a l l related matters 

IV. Effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States 
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons 

V. Chemical Weapons 

VI. New types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons; 
radiological weapons 

VII. Comprehensive programme of disarmament 

VIII. Prevention of an arms race in outer space 

IX. Consideration of other areas dealing with the cessation of the arms race 
and disarmament and other relevant measures 

1. Annual Report of the Secretary-General 
2. United Nations role in disarmament 
3. Disarmament Commission 
4. Special Sessions of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament 
5. Nuclear-weapon-free zones 
6. Non-proliferation of nuclear weapons 
7. Peaceful uses of nuclear energy 
8v Bacteriological (Biological) Weapons 
9.- Geneva Protocol of 1925 

10. Environmental Modification Techniques 
11. Convention on Certain Conventional Weapons 
12. Conventional Weapons 
13. Regional disarmament 
14. Zones of Peace 
15. Sea-bed and Ocean Floor 
16. Reduction of military budgets 
17. Confidence-building measures 
18. Disarmament and international security 
19• Economic and social consequences of the arms race 
20. Disarmament and development 
21. Scientific and Technological Aspects of the Arms Race 
22. General and complete disarmament 
23. Research studies and training 
24. Public Information/World Public Opinion 
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Chrenoloirical Alphabetical 

PT Pajre С ountry/Speaker Country/Speaker PT Page 

I. Organization and Procedures 

1. General and CrrftaniKatiorial Wrn-V 

189 

L90 

191 

192 

8-11 

20-22 

25-26, 29 

31 

32-38 

8, 13-14 

10-11, 14 

8-12 

13-16 

Mongolia (the Chai man) 
Canada 
USSR 
Czechoslovakia 
Kenya 
Germany, Federal Republic of 
United States of America 
Belgium 
United Kingdom 

A l g e r i a 

Argentina 

A u s t r a l i a 

Belgium 

194 
198 

193 
198 
225 
233 
236 

192 
198 
237 

192 
206 

43-45 
25-27 

19-22 
29-З1 

7 
13-18 

40 

25-29 
15-16,38 
23-24 

8-12 
8 

L93 

20-23 

25-29 

50-33 

54-37 

57-38 

3-9 

Ll-14 

L5-17 

German Democratic Republic 
Australia 
China 
Cuba 
Kenya 
Italy 
Japan 
Peru 

Belgium (on behalf of 
western group) 

Bulgaria 

Burma 

209 
217 

237 

193 
214 
223 

195 
200 
224 

27 
11-12 

7 

29-32 
6-7 
27 

19-20 
29 
14 

L9-22 

25-26 

29-32 

Argentina 
Hungary 
3ulgaria 

Canada 189 
198 
216 
236 

20-22 
1 З - 1 4 
9-12 

44-45 

59-40 

*2-44 

Nigeria 
Ethiopia 

China 192 
198 
237 

30-33 
32 

7 
194 5,11-12 

L4-17 

L9-21 

22-27 

28-30, 32 

The Secretary-General of the 
United Nations 
Norway (non-member State) 
Pakistan 
Czechoslovakia 
Sri Lanka 

Cuba 

Czechoslovakia 

237 

192 
196 
198 

189 
194 
220 

17 

34-37 
8 

36-37 

31 
22-27 

5, 7 

55-38 Prance Egypt 195 41,43-44 

№ 4 1 

« 4 5 

Hungary 
Algeria 

Ethiopia 193 
221 
234 

42-44 
17 
24 
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PV Page С ountry/Sçeaker Country/Speaker Page 

I. Organization and Procedures 

1. General and Orp^rneationai Wn-rV 

195 8-10 

11, 13-16 

Morocco 
Romania 

France 194 
198 
202 
216 
238 
192 
198 
200 
205 
206 

35-38 
L6-17,38 

7 

196 

19-20 

28 

37-39 

41, 43-44 

49 

8 

Burma 
India 
Poland 
Egypt 
Sweden 
Cuba 

German Democratic Republic 

German Democratic Republic 
(on behalf of a group of 
s o c i a l i s t States) 

194 
198 
202 
216 
238 
192 
198 
200 
205 
206 

31 
28 

20-23 
22-23 

28 
18-19 

20,23-24 

197 8-10 

10 

24-26 

28 

29 

Indonesia 
Hungary (on behalf of a 
group of socialist States) 
Kenya 
Mexico 
Mongolia (the Chairman) 

Germany, Federal Republic of 

Hungary 

190 
198 
203 
231 
238 
193 
194 
203 

в, 13-14 
28-29 
ЗО-З1 

16 
7 

25-26 
4O-4I 
1 З - 1 4 

198 6- 7 
7- 10 

i l 
13 

13-14 
15- 16,38 
16- 17,38 

L8-20 

Italy 
Hungary (on behalf of a 
group of socialist States) 
Japan 
United States of America 
Canada 
Australia 
France 
USSR 

Hungary (on behalf of a group 
of s o c i a l i s t States) 

India 

Indonesia 
Islamic Republic of Iran 
I t a l y 
Japan " 

197 
198 
195 
207 

197 
203 

193 
198 
193 
198 

10 
7- 10 

28 
27 
8- 10 

27-28 
8-9 
6-7 

11-14 
11 

21 Poland Japan (on behalf of western 
group) 

Kenya 

Kenya (on behalf of Group 
of 21) 

202 29-31 

22- 23 

23- 25 

25-27 
28-29 

Î 9 - 3 1 

German Democratic Republic 
Kenya (on behalf of 
Group of 21) 

Algeria 
Sermany, Federal Republic of 
Argentina 

Japan (on behalf of western 
group) 

Kenya 

Kenya (on behalf of Group 
of 21) 

189 
192 
197 
207 
212 

198 

32-38 
37-38 
24-26 

27 
31-32 

23-25 

52 

52-36 

56-57 

58-39 

Shina 
Mexico 
Suba 
"tongolia (the Chairman) 

Mexico 197 
198 
202 
203 
216 
238 

28 
32-36 

32 
32 
28 

6 
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PV Рацре С ountry/Speaker С ountry/Speaker PY Page 

P-99 

boo 

201 

202 

роз 

204 

205 

fe 06 

1207 

I. Organization and Procedures 

1» General grid Отугатп a a t i a n a l Vn-rV 

-11 

19 

28 

29 

L9-21 
7 
L2, 14 

28 

29- 31 

52 
L3-14 
L5-22, 
51-32 

27-28 

50 

30- 31 

52 

L7 

L2 
L8-19 

3 

20, 23-24 

21 

3-10 

26, 27 

27 

27 

Morocco (the Chairman) 
Yugoslavia 
Pakistan 
German Democratic Republic 
(on behalf of a group of 
socialist States) 
iBurma 
Romania 
France 
United Kingdom 
USSR 
Japan (on behalf of 
Western Group) 
Mexico 
Hungary 
USSR 

Islamic Republic of Iran 
United States of America 
Germany, Federal Republic of 
Mexico 
Mongolia 
Nigeria 
German Democratic Republic 
(on behalf of a group of 
feudalist States) 
Belgium 
German Democratic Republic 
(on behalf of a group of 
socialist States) 
Morocco (the Chairman) 
Netherlands 
Morocco (the Chairman) 
India 
Kenya 

Mexico (on behalf of 
Group of 21) 

Mongolia 

Mongolia (the Chairman) 

Morocco 

Morocco (the Chairman) 

Netherlands 

Netherlands (the Chairman) 
Nigeria 

Nigeria (the Chairman) 

Pakistan 

Pakistan (the Chairman) 

Pakistan (on behalf of 
Group of 21) 
Peru 

Peru (the Chairman) 

Poland 

Romania 

208 

204 
216 

17 
24 

189 
197 
198 

8-11 
29 

38-39 

195 8-10 

199 
206 
207 
208 

7 
21 

26,27 
12,15 

207 
235 

9-10 
25-26 

216 40-41 

193 
205 
236 
237 

39-40 
12 

37-38 
24-25 

217 
221 

7-8, 33 
19-20 

194 
200 

19-21 
19 

222 
224 

7 
6 

237 7 

193 
236 

15-17 
50 

233 
234 
236 
237 
238 

33 
28-29 

6 
6-7 
6, 35-37 

195 
198 
212 

37-39 
21 

7 

195 
201 
237 

11,13-16 
19, 21 

7 
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I. Organization and Procedures 

1. General and Organizational Work 

208 6 Mexico (on behalf of 
Group of 21) 

S r i Lanka 
Sweden 

194 

195 

28-30,32 

49 

209 

212 

214 

12-15 

27 

7 

31-32 

6-7 

Morocco (the Chairman) 
Belgium 
Poland 
Kenya 
Bulgaria 

USSR 189 
198 
202 
203 
220 
233 
238 

25-26,29 
18-20 
28 

15-22 
12-16 
32-33 
22-23 

215 

216 

30 

6 

United States of America 
Venezuela 

USSR (on behalf of a group of 
s o c i a l i s t States) 

237 6 

9-12 

24 

Canada 
Mongolia 

United Kingdom 192 
202 
237 

13-16 
12,14 
12,16 

28 

31 

38-39 

Mexico 
France 
Senegal (non-member State) 

United States of America 191 
198 
203 
215 

10-11,14 
13 
30 
30 

40-41 Netherlands (the Chairman) 237 
238 
216 

200 
222 
237 

6 

20 

6 
9-11 

8-9,13 
19,20 

217 

218 

7-8, 33 

11-12 

6-7 

Nigeria (the Chairman) 
Belgium 
The Secretary of the 
Committee 

Venezuela 
Yugoslavia 

237 
238 
216 

200 
222 
237 

6 

20 

6 
9-11 

8-9,13 
19,20 

220 5, 7 Czechoslovakia Non-member States 

221 

12-16 

17 

USSR 
Ethiopia 

Norway 194 
229 

14-17 
6 

19-20 Nigeria (the Chairman) Senegal 216 38-39 
222 7 Pakistan (the Chairman) The Secretary-General of 194 8, 11-12 

8-9, 13 

27 

Yugoslavia 
Bulgaria 

the United Nations 

223 

8-9, 13 

27 

Yugoslavia 
Bulgaria The Secretary of the 218 6-7 223 

8-9, 13 

27 

Yugoslavia 
Bulgaria Committee 236 50 

224 S 
14 

Pakistan (the Chairman) 
Burma 

238 35 

225 7 Argentina 
229 S Norway (non-member State) 
231 16 Germany, Federal Republic of 
233 13-18 

32-33 

33 

Argentina 
USSR 
Peru (the Chairman) 
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I. Organization and Procédures 

1. General and Organisâtюгл1 Work 

234 24 
28-29 

Ethiopia 
Peru (the Chairman) 

235 25-26 Netherlands 
236 6 

37-38 
40 

44-45 
50 

50 

Peru (the Chairman) 
Nigeria 
Argentina 
Canada 
The Secretary of the 
Committee 1 

Peru 
237 6 

6-7 
6 

7 

7 

7 
7 
12,16 

17 

19,20 
23- 24 
24- 25 

United States of America 
Peru (the Chairman) 
USSR (on behalf of a group 
of s o c i a l i s t States) 
Pakistan (on behalf of 
Group of 21) 
Belgium (on behalf of 
Western Group) 
Romania 
China 
Jnited Kingdom 
China 
Jugoslavia 
Australia 
Tigeria 

238 6,35-37 
6 

7 
20 
22-23 
28 
35 

Peru (the Chairman) 
Mexico 
Germany, Federal Republic of 
United States of America 
USSR 
France 
The Secretary of the 
Committee 
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I. Organization and Procedures 

2. Participation of Non-Member States 

190 

192 

194 

195 

196 

199 

200 

201 

208 

212 

213 

216 

217 

220 

231 

232 

21 

16 

17 

33 

7 

16 

49 

14 

16 

12 

23 

7-10 

11 

26-27 

6 

38-39 

32 

16 

18 
6 

Sweden 
United Kingdom 
Norway (non-member State) 
France 
Mongolia (the Chairman) 
Romania 
Sweden 
German Democratic Republic 
Morocco (the Chairman) 
Spain (non-member State) 
Morocco (the Chairman) 
Morocco (the Chairman) 
German Democratic Republic 
(on behalf of a group of 
socialist States) 
Netherlands (the Chairman) 
Netherlands (the Chairman) 
Senegal (non-member State) 
The Secretary of the 
Committee 
Finland (non-member State) 
Peru (the Chairman) 
Peru (the Chairman) 

France 
German Democratic Republic 
German Democratic Republic 
(on behalf of a group of 
s o c i a l i s t States 

Mongolia (the Chairman) 

Morocco (the Chairman) 

Netherlands (the Chairman) 

Peru (the Chairman) 
Romania 
Sweden 
United Kingdom 
Non-member States; 
Finland 
Norway 
Senegal 
Spam 
The Secretary of the 
Committee 

194 

196 
208 

195 

199 
201 
208 
212 
213 
231 

232 

195 

I90 
195 

192 

220 
194 

216 

200 

217 

33 

14 

11 

7 
16 
23 
7-10 
26-27 
6 
18 
6 
16 
21 
49 
16 

16 

17 
38-39 

12 

32 
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PV Page С crontry/Speaker Country/Speaker FY Page 

I I . Nuclear Test Ban 

189 9-10 Mongolia (The Chairman) Alger i a 194 44 

13-14 Mexico 209 31-33 

20-22 Canada Argentina 198 31 Canada 
201 7 

24,29 USSR 212 42-43 
31 Czechoslovakia Argentina (on behalf of 209 29-ЗО 
34-35 Kenya Group of 21) 

190 1 З - 1 4 Germany, Federal Republic of Aus t r a l i a I92 26,27,25 

19-20 

Germany, Federal Republic of 
196 16-17 19-20 Sweden 209 25-27 

191 8-9,13-14 United States of America 221 6-8 8-9,13-14 
228 9-10 

15 USSR 237 21 
192 11,12 Belgium Belgium 192 11,12 

28-29 14 United Kingdom 209 
11,12 
28-29 United Kingdom 

217 11,13 
20-21 German Democratic Republic 236 17 
26,27,29 A u s t r a l i a B r a z i l 200 17-18 
35,37 Cuba 209 41-42 35,37 

212 46 
193 7-9 I t a l y 220 19 

12-13 Japan 223 24-27 

15 Peru Bulgaria 193 30-31 15 Peru 
199 11-14 

ЗО-З1 Bulgaria 209 19-20 

40 Nigeria 214 
220 

10 
7,9-10 

42-43,45 Ethiopia Bulgaria (on behalf of a 204 

10 
7,9-10 

42-43,45 Ethiopia Bulgaria (on behalf of a 204 14 
194 11 The Secretary-General of group of s o c i a l i s t States) 

the United Nations 
group of s o c i a l i s t States) 

Norway (non-member State) Burma 195 19 
14-15 Norway (non-member State) 209 44-45 
19 Pakistan 212 47 19 

224 15 
22,23-24, Canada 25 Czecho slo vakia Canada 189 20-22 25 

212 47 
29-ЗО S r i Lanka 216 9-10 
37 France 236 46,47, 

48 
44 Algeria 

46,47, 
48 

195 9-10 

14 

19 

29-34 

37-38 

41-43 

46 

Morocco 
Romania 
Burma 
USSR 
Poland 
Egypt 
Finland (non-member State) 
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PV Page Country/Speaker Country/Speaker PV Page 

II. Nuclear Test Ban 

196 15- 16 

16- 17 

22-23 

Sweden 
Aust r a l i a 
United States of America 

Cuba 192 
209 
212 
221 

35,37 
23-24 
28-29 
13-И 

197 8-9 Indonesia Czechoslovakia 189 31 
10 

11-12 

Hungary (on behalf of a 
group of s o c i a l i s t States) 
Czechoslovakia 

194 
197 
205 
209 

25 
11-12 
20- 24 
21- 22 

12-13 

18-21 

Germany, Federal Republic of 
USSR Egypt 

220 

195 

6 

41-43 

22 

25 

Japan 
Kenya 

Ethiopia 193 
221 
234 

42-43,45 
18 
24-25 

29,30 Mongolia (The Chairman) France 194 37 
29-30 Sweden German Democratic Republic 192 20-21 

198 12-13 United States of America 200 
222 

25-27 
28 

199 

200 

19 

31 

39 

11-14 

12 

17-18 
21-22 

USSR 
Argentina 
Mongolia (The Chairman) 
Bulgaria 
Spain (non-member State) 
B r a z i l 
Pakistan 

German Democratic Republic 
(Chairman, Ad Hoc Working 
Group on a Nuclear Test Bai) 
German Democratic Republic 
(on behalf of a group of 
s o c i a l i s t States) 

231 
232 
236 

236 

205 

6-9 
12 

8-9 

6-7 

19 

201 

202 

203 

25-27 

7 

17-18 
16-17 

German Democratic Republic 
Argentina 
United Kingdom 
USSR 

Germany, Federal Republic 
of 

Hungary 

190 
197 
210 

224 
235 

13-и 
12-13 
6-7 

13 
7 

204 

30 

14 

17,20-21 

22 

United States of America 
Bulgaria (on behalf of a 
group of s o c i a l i s t States) 
Mongolia 
Sweden 

Hungary (on behalf of a 
group of s o c i a l i s t States 

197 10 

205 10 

15 

19 

20-24 

India 
Nigeria 
German Democratic Republic 
(on behalf of a group of 
s o c i a l i s t States) 
Czechoslovakia 

206 19 USSR 
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I I . Nuclear Test Ban 

207 9-11 Netherlands India 205 10 
209 7-9 United States of America 209 36-39 

10-12 Mongolia Indonesia 197 8-9 

13 Mongolia (on behalf of a 
group of s o c i a l i s t States) 

I t a l y 193 
209 

7-9 
47-48 

13-14 Poland Japan 193 12-13 13-14 
197 22 

15-18 USSR 224 23-25 
19-20 Bulgaria 232 9 

21-22 Czechoslovakia Kenya 189 
197 

34-35 
25 

23-24 Cuba 227 14-15 
25-27 A u s t r a l i a Mexico 189 13-М 
28-29 Belgium 209 40 28-29 Belgium 

212 44-45 
.29-30 Argentina (on behalf of 

Group of 21) 
216 
234 

28 
16 

31-33 Algeria Mongolia 204 17,20-21 

33-35 Pakistan 209 
210 

10-12 
I2-I3 

36-39 India 212 41 
40 Mexico 216 24 40 

223 8 
41-42 B r a z i l Mongolia (the Chairman) 189 
41-42 Mongolia (the Chairman) 189 9-10 
42-44 United Kingdom 

Mongolia (the Chairman) 
197 29,30 

44-45 Burma 198 39 

46 Sweden Mongolia (on behalf of a 209 13 46 Sweden 
group of s o c i a l i s t States) 

47-48 I t a l y 
group of s o c i a l i s t States) 

47-48 I t a l y 
Morocco 195 9-10 

48 Netherlands (The Chairman) 217 28-29 
210 6-7 Germany, Federal Republic o i Netherlands 207 9-11 

12-13 Mongolia 235 27-29 

13 Netherlands (The Chairman) Netherlands (the Chairman) 209 48 13 Netherlands (The Chairman) 
210 13 

13 USSR 212 27-28,2S 
212 27- 28,29 

43,45 

28- 29 

41 

42-43 

44-45 

46 

46 

47 

47 

47 

Netherlands (The Chairman) 

Cuba 
Mongolia 
Argentina 

Mexico 
USSR 
B r a z i l 
Canada 
Burma 
Pakistan 

43,45 
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PV Page Country/Speaker Country/Speaker PV Раге 

214 

215 

216 

217 

218 
219 

220 

221 

222 

223 

224 

225 

10 

31 

9-10 

16 

24 

28 
38 

8 
11,13 

16-22 

28-29 

6 

7-9 

6 

7,9-Ю 
14 

17 

19 

19 

6- 8 
9-Ю 

13-14 

18 
13 

23- 24 

28 
8 

17 

24- 27 

7- 8 

13 

15 

23-25 

20-21 

I I . Nuclear Test Ban 

Bulgaria 
United States of America 
Canada 
USSR 
Mongolia 
Mexico 
Senegal (non-member State) 
Nigeria (The Chairman) 
Belgium 
Sweden 
Morocco 
Nigeria (The Chairman) 
United Kingdom 
Czechoslovakia 
Bulgaria 
USSR 
Finland (non-member State) 
B r a z i l 
Nigeria (The Chairman) 
Aust r a l i a 
Poland 
Cuba 
Ethiopia 
Yugoslavia 
USSR 
German Democratic Republic 
Mongolia 
United States of America 
B r a z i l 
Nigeria 
Hungary 
Burma 
Japan 
Peru 

Nigeria 

Nigeria (the Chairman) 

Pakistan 

Pakistan (the Chairman) 

Peru 

Peru (the Chairman) 

Poland 

Romania 
S r i Lanka 
Sweden 

Sweden (Chairman, Ad Hoc 
Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts) 

193 
205 
224 

217 
218 
220 

194 
200 
209 
212 
237 

227 
228 
229 

193 
225 

230 
236 
238 

195 
209 
221 

195 

194 

190 
196 
197 
204 
209 
217 
231 

228 

40 
15 
7- 8 

8 
6 

19 

19 
21-22 
33-35 
47 
8- 11 
37 
5,9,11 
23 

15 
20-21 

8,14 
6,12-13 
36 

37-38 
13-М 
9- 10 

14 

29-30 

19-20 
15- 16 
29-30 
22 
46 
16- 22 
9-11 
7-9 
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Chronological Alphabetical 

P? 

227 

228 

229 

230 

231 

232 

234 

235 

236 

237 

238 

Page 

14-15 

37 

5,9,11 

7-9 

9-10 

10- 11 

6-7 

23 

8,14 

11- 13 

6-9 

9-11 

12- 15 

9 

12 

9 

16 

24-25 

7 

27-29 

6,12-13 

6-7 

8-9 

17 

46,47,48 

8,11 

14-16 

20 

21 

15 

21,23 

36 

С ountry/Speaker Country/Speaker 

II. Nuclear Test Ban 

Kenya 
Pakistan (The Chairman) 
Pakistan (The Chairman) 
Sweden (Chairman, Ad Hoc 
Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts) 
A u s t r a l i a 
United States of America 
Norway (non-member State) 
Pakistan (The Chairman) 
Peru (The Chairman) 
United Kingdom 
German Democratic Republic 
Sweden 
USSR 
Japan 
German Democratic Republic 
Venezuela 
Mexico 
Ethiopia 
Hungary 
Netherlands 
Peru (the Chairman) 
German Democratic Republic 
(Chairman, Ad Hoc Working 
Group on a Nuclear Test Ban) 
German Democratic Republic 
Belgium 
Canada 
Pakistan 
United Kingdom 
Yugoslavia 
A u s t r a l i a 
United States of America 
USSR (on behalf of a group 
of s o c i a l i s t States) 
Peru (the Chairman) 

USSR 

USSR (on behalf of a group 
of s o c i a l i s t States) 
United Kingdom 

United States of America 

Venezuela 
Yugoslavia 

Non-member States 
Finland 

Norway 

Sengal 
Spam 
The Secretary-General of 
the United Nations 

FT Pare 

189 24,29 
191 15 
195 29-34 
197 18-21 
198 19 
203 16-17 
206 19 
209 15-18 
210 13 
212 46 
216 16 
220 14 
222 23-24 
231 12-15 

238 21,23 

192 14 
202 17-18 
209 42-44 
219 7-9 
23О 11-13 
237 14-16 
191 8-9, 

13-и 
196 22-23 
198 12-13 
203 30 
209 7-9 
215 31 
223 17 
228 10-11 
238 15 

234 9 

222 13 
237 20 

195 46 
220 17 

194 14-15 
229 6-7 

216 38 

200 12 

194 11 
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189 

190 

191 

192 

193 

H I . Cessation of the nuclear arms race and 
nuclear disarmament; prevention of 
nuclear war, including a l l related matters 

9, И 

13-17 

18-20 

23-29 

31 

8-9,11-121 

15-19,22 

22-23 

8-11, 13 
15 

15 

7-8, 
11-12 

13, 15 

17-22 

24, 26 
28-29 

30-32 

35-37 

37-38 

7, 9-Ю 

Mongolia (the Chairman) 
Mexico 
Canada 
USSR 
Czechoslovakia 
Germany, Federal Republic of 
Sweden 
USSR 
United States of America 

USSR 
Belgium 

United Kingdom 
German Democratic Republic 
[Australia 

11-12, 
14 

15-17 

18-21 

24-26 

28-31 

40-41 

42, 
44- 45 

45- 46 

China 
Cuba 
Kenya 
I t a l y 
Japan 

Peru 
Argentina 
Hungary 
Bulgaria 
jNigeria 
Ethiopia 

German Democratic Republic 

Algeria 

Argentina 

Australia 

Belgium 

Belgium (on behalf of 
Aust r a l i a , Belgium, Germany 
Federal Republic of, I t a l y , 
Japan and Netherlands) 
B r a z i l 

Bulgaria 

Burma 

Canada 

China 

Cuba 

194 
198 

193 
198 
201 
215 
225 
233 
236 

192 

198 
237 

192 

216 
217 

254 
236 

233 

200 
226 
234 
238 

193 
214 
220 
223 
195 
200 
224 

I89 
198 

192 
198 
215 
237 

I92 
196 
198 
221 

43-44 
25-27 

18-21 
29-31 
7-12,23 
9 
6- 11 
15 
40 
24,26, 
28-29 
15-16 
22 

7- 8, 
11-12 
13- 15 
9, 11, 
14- 15 
27-28 
17 

31-32 

14-17 
27 
23 
34 
28-31 
6- 10 
7- 11 
28- 31 
17- 20 
29- 31 
14- 17 
18- 20 
13-14 
30- З2 
32 
10-13 
17 

35- 37 
7-9 
36- 37 
15- 16 
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I I I . Cessation of the nuclear arms race and 
nuclear disarmament; prevention of 
nuclear war. including a l l related matters 

194 8-11 The Secretary-General of 
the United Nations 

Czechoslovakia 194 
I89 

22, 25-27 
31 

13-14 

18-21 

Norway (non-member State) 
Pakistan 

211 
220 
226 

6-11 
5-6 
17-20 

22, 25-27 Czechoslovakia 238 33-34 

29-32 S r i Lanka Egypt 195 40-43 

34-35, 37 

43-44 

France 
Algeria 

Ethiopia 193 
221 
234 

42, 44-45 
17 
24 

195 9 

12-15 

17-20 

Morocco 
Romania 
Burma 

France 194 
198 
202 
206 

34-35, 37 
16-17, 38 
8-11 
24 

21-25, 
27-28 

29 

35-38 

India 

USSR 
Poland 

216 
227 
238 

34-35 
36 
26 

21-25, 
27-28 

29 

35-38 

India 

USSR 
Poland 

German Democratic Republic 192 
193 

17-22 
45-46 

40-43 

45 

Egypt 
Finland (non-member State) 

198 
200 
205 

22- 23 
23- 24 
15-16 

196 

197 

7-9 

7-8, 10 

Cuba 
Indonesia 

216 
222 
225 

19-23 
25-28 
12-15 

17-18 

24-26 

27, 28 

India 
Kenya 
Mexico 

German Democratic Republic 
(on behalf of a group of 

23О 
232 

205 

9-10 
11-12 

16-19 

198 6-7 I t a l y s o c i a l i s t States) 

7-10 

10-11 

Hungary (on behalf of a 
group of s o c i a l i s t States) 
Japan 

Germany, Federal Republic of 190 
198 
207 
223 

8-9,11-13 
28-29 
23-25 
18-23 

12-13 United States of America 238 9-13 

13-14 

15-16 

Canada 
Australia 

Hungary 193 
203 
212 

24-26 
9-10,13 
17,19 

16-17, 38 

18-19 

France 
USSR Hungary (on behalf of a 

224 
235 

198 

12 
6- 15 

7- 10 
21 Poland group of s o c i a l i s t States) 
22-23 German Democratic Republic India 195 21-25, 

23-25 Kenya (on behalf of 
Group of 21) 197 

205 

27,28 
17-18 
L0-11 

25-27 Algeria 214 Ll-14 
28- 29 

29- З1 

Germany, Federal Republic of 
Argentina 

226 
236 

L2-16 
50-34 
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H I . Cessation of the nuclear arms race and 
nuclear disarmament; prevention of 
nuclear war. including a l l related matters 

32 China Indonesia 197 7-8,10 

33-35 Mexico 211 
217 

21 
25-27 

36-37 Cuba Islamic Republic of Iran 203 25-28 
38-39 Mongolia (the Chairman) I t a l y 193 7, 9-Ю 

200 7-8, 10 Yugoslavia 198 6-7 

14-17 B r a z i l Japan 193 11-12, 14 14-17 
198 10-11 

19-21 Pakistan 232 7-10 
23-24 German Democratic Republic Japan (on behalf of 202 30-31 
29-31 Burma Western Group) 

201 7-12, 23 Argentina Kenya 192 37-38 7-12, 23 Argentina 
197 24-26 

22-23 United Kingdom 227 14-16 
202 8-11 

12-14 

France 
United Kingdom 

Kenya (on behalf of Group 
of 21) 

198 25-25 

23, 25 USSR Mexico I89 13-17 23, 25 

Japan (on behalf of 
Western Group) 

197 27, 28 
30-31 Japan (on behalf of 

Western Group) 198 
202 

33-35 
32-33 

32-33 Mexico 205 52 32-33 
216 28 

203 9-Ю, 13 Hungary 226 24-25 
15-16 USSR 234 15-22 

25-28 Islamic Republic of Iran Mexico (on behalf of Group 208 6 25-28 
of 21) 

29 United States of America of 21) 
29 Mongolia 204 15-20 
32 Mexico 216 25-26 

204 15-20 Mongolia 223 6-10 
224 27-29 

205 10-11 India 224 27-29 
205 

12-14 Nigeria Mongolia (the Chairman) I89 9,11 
12-14 Nigeria 198 38-39 
15-16 German Democratic Republic Morocco 195 9 
16-19 German Democratic Republic 

(on behalf of a group of 
215 
217 

14-15 
29-З1 

s o c i a l i s t States) Morocco (the Chairman) 208 15 
206 13, 23 

22 

USSR 
United States of America 

Netherlands 207 

235 

7-9, 
11-12 
26 

24 France 24 Nigeria 193 4041 
207 7-9, 11-12 Netherlands 205 12-14 

20-23 Poland 224 6-7 20-23 
236 35, 36 

23-25 Germany, Federal Republic of Nigeria (the Chairman) 
35, 36 

23-25 Germany, Federal Republic of Nigeria (the Chairman) 217 8 
208 6 

13 

Mexico (on behalf of 
Group of 21) 
Morocco (the Chairman) 
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194 18-21 
200 19-21 
237 8, 10-11 
222 6-7 
223 32 
227 36 
229 24, 25 

193 15-17 
225 16-18,20 

230 7 
236 40-41 
238 6 

195 35-38 
198 21 
207 20-23 
212 8-10 
221 9-12 
227 29-ЗО 
195 12-15 
226 6-11 

194 29-З2 

190 15-19,22 
231 9 

I89 23-29 
190 22-23 
191 15 
195 29 
198 18-19 
202 23,25 
203 15-16 
206 13, 23 
216 16-17 
220 13 
222 18-24 
224 17-22 
225 22-28 

238 21, 22, 
23, 24 

192 13, 15 
201 22-23 
202 12-14 
21Я 7 
237 12 

211 

212 

213 

214 

215 

216 

217 

219 

220 

221 

222 

6-11 

21 

8- 10 

17, 19 

6 

6- 10 

11-14 

9 

10-13 

14-15 

31 

13- 15 

16-17 

19-23 

25-26 

28 

34-35 

37-38 

8 

9, 11, 

14- 15 

23-27 

29-З1 

7 

5- 6 

7- 11 

13 

17 
9- 12 

15- 16 

17 

6- 7 

10- 13 

18-24 

25-28 

III. Cessation of the nuclear arms race and 
nuclear disarmament; prevention of 
nuclear war, including a l l related matters 

Czechoslovakia 
Indonesia -1 

Poland 
Hungary 
Viet Nam (non-member State) 
Bulgaria 
India 
Argentina 
China 
Morocco 
United States of America 
Belgium 
USSR 
German Democratic Republic 
Mongolia 
Mexico 
France 
Senegal (non-member State) 
Nigeria (the Chairman) 
Belgium 

Indonesia 
Morocco 
United Kingdom 
Czechoslovakia 
Bulgaria 
USSR 
Finland (non-member State) 
Poland 
Cuba 
Ethiopia 
Pakistan (the Chairman) 
Yugoslavia 
USSR 
German Democratic Republic 

Pakistan 

Pakistan (the Chairman) 

Peru 

Peru (the Chairman) 

Poland 

Romania 

S r i Lanka 
Sweden 

USSR 

USSR (on behalf of a group 
of s o c i a l i s t States) 
United Kingdom 
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I I I . Cessation of the nuclear arms race and 
nuclear disarmament; prevention of 
nuclear war. including a l l related matters 

223 6-10 Mongolia United States of America 191 8-11,13, 

224 

11-17 

18-23 

28-31 

32 

6-7 

12 

14-17 

17-22 

27-29 

United States of America 
Germany, Federal Republic of 
Bulgaria 
Pakistan (the Chairman) 
Nigeria 
Hungary 
Burma 
USSR 
Mongolia 

Venezuela 
Yugoslavia 

Non-member States 

198 
203 
206 
215 
223 
238 

234 

200 
222 
237 

15 
12-13 
29 
22 
31 
11-17 
17-19 ' 

6- 9 

7- 8, 10 
10-13 
19-20 

225 6-11 Argentina Finland 195 45 

226 

12-15 

16- I8, 20 

22-28 

6-11 

12-16 

17- 20 

24-25 

German Democratic Republic 
Peru 
USSR 
Romania 
India 
Czechoslovakia 
Mexico 

Norway 
Senegal 
Vietnam 
The Secretary-General of the 

220 

194 

216 

213 

194 

17 

13-14 

37-38 

6 

8-11 

12-15 

16- I8, 20 

22-28 

6-11 

12-16 

17- 20 

24-25 

German Democratic Republic 
Peru 
USSR 
Romania 
India 
Czechoslovakia 
Mexico 

United Nations 
The Secretary of the 
Committee 

226 
228 

28 
7 

27 B r a z i l 
28 The Secretary of the 

Committee 
227 14-16 

29-ЗО 
36 

36 

Kenya 
Poland 
France 
Pakistan (the Chairman) 

228 7 The Secretary of the 
Committee 

229 24, 25 Pakistan (the Chairman) 
23О 7 

9-10 

Peru (the Chairman) 
German Democratic Republic 

231 9 Sweden 
252 7-10 1 

11-12 

Japan 7-10 1 
11-12 German Democratic Republic 

233 15 

31-32 

Argentina 
Belgium (on behalf of 
Aus t r a l i a , Belgium, Germany, 
Federal Republic of, I t a l y , 
Japan and Netherlands) 
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I I I . Cessation of the nuclear arms race and 
nuclear disarmament; prevention of 
nuclear war. including a l l related matters 

234 6-9 
15-22 
23 
24 
27-28 

Venezuela 
Mexico 
B r a z i l 
Ethiopia 
Belgium 

235 6-13 
26 

Hungary 
Netherlands 

236 17 
30-34 
35, 36 
40 
40-41 

Belgium 
India 
Nigeria 
Argentina 
Peru (the Chairman) 

237 8, 10-11 
12 
17 
19-20 
22 

Pakistan 
United Kingdom 
China 
Yugoslavia 
Australia 

238 9-13 
17-19 
21, 22, 
23, 24 
26 
33-34 
34 
36 

Germany, Federal Republic of 
United States of America 
USSR (on behalf of a group 
of s o c i a l i s t States) 
France 
Czechoslovakia 
B r a z i l 
Peru (the Chairman) 
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189 10 

29 

31 

34, 36 

192 28 

193 20 

26 

32 

194 20 

29 

37 

43-44 

195 14 

42, 43 

197 24 

198 19 

31 

200 12 

201 7, 11, 

205 10 

I4-I5 

207 9, И 

22 

25 

210 8-11 

211 21-23 

215 15-18 

31 

216 18 

25 

220 17 

225 11 

12 

IV. E f f e c t i v e international arrangement s to assure 
non-nuclear-veanon States against the use or 
threat of use of nuclear weapons 

Mongolia (the Chairman) 
USSR 
Czechoslovakia 
Kenya 
Australia 
Argentina 
Hungary 
Bulgaria 
Pakistan 
S r i Lanka 
France 
Algeria 
Romania 
Egypt 
Kenya 
USSR 
Argentina 
Spain (non-member State) 
Argentina 
India 
Nigeria 
Netherlands 
Poland 
Germany, Federal Republic of\ 
Romania 
Indonesia 
Morocco 
United States of America 
USSR 
Mongolia 
Finland (non-member State) 
Argentina 
German Democratic Republic 

Algeria 
Argentina 

Australia 
B r a z i l 
Bulgaria 

China 
Czechoslovakia 
Egypt 
France 

German Democratic Republic 
Germany, Federal Republic of 
Hungary 
India 
Indonesia 
Kenya 

Mongolia 
Mongolia (the Chairman) 
Morocco 
Netherlands 
Nigeria 

Pakistan 

Pakistan (Chairman, Ad Hoc 
Working Group on Negative 
Security Assurances) 
Pakistan (on behalf of 
Group of 21) 

Peru (the Chairman) 
Poland 

194 

193 
198 
201 
225 

192 

232 

193 
227 

227 

I89 

195 

194 
232 

225 

207 

193 

205 

211 

I89 
197 
227 

216 

I89 

215 

207 

205 
236 

194 
237 

236 

232 

236 

207 

45-44 

20 
31 
7, H , 2 3 | 

11 

28 

14- 18 

32 

35-55 

17-18 
51 
42, 43 

37 
22 

12 

25 

26 

10 

21-23 

34, 36-51 
24 
16 

25 

10 

15- 18 

9, И 

14-15 
35-37 

20 

8-9, И 

49 

6-7 

50 

22 

i 
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226 

227 

232 

234 

236 

237 

238 

10 

16 

17-18 

33-35 

6-7 

14-18 

22 

8 

35-37 
49 

50 

8-9, 11 

14 

IV. E f f e c t i v e international arrangements to assure 
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or 
threat of use of nuclear weapons 

Romania 
Kenya 
China 
Bulgaria 
Pakistan (on behalf of 
Group of 21) 
B r a z i l 
France 

Venezuela 

Nigeria 
Pakistan (Chairman, Ad Hoc 
Working Group on Negative 
Security Assurances) 
Peru (the Chairman) 
Pakistan 

United States of America 

Romania 

S r i Lanka 
USSR 

United States of America 

Venezuela 
Non-member States 
Finland 
Spain 

195 
210 
226 

194 

189 
198 
216 

215 
238 

234 

220 

200 

14 
8-11 
10 

29 

29 
19 
18 
31 
14 

8 

17 

12 
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V. Chemical Weapons 

I89 10 Mongolia (the Chairman) Algeria 194 45 

22 Canada Argentina 193 21 

29 USSR — 198 30 
29 USSR — 199 9-10 
31 Czechoslovakia 225 6 31 

227 21-25 
34, 37 Kenya 253 17 

190 9, 13 Germany, Federal Republic of Australia 192 25, 26, 
21 Sweden 27-28, 

29 
26 191 8-13 United States of America 209 

27-28, 
29 
26 

15-16 USSR 214 I5-I8 

192 

15-16 
225 29-З2 

192 9-10 Belgium 237 21-22 
13-14 United Kingdom Belgium 192 9-10 
18, 22-23 German Democratic Republic 206 7-12 18, 22-23 German Democratic Republic 

217 12 
25, 26 Australia 236 17 
27-28, 29. B r a z i l 202 19-22 
32 China 226 26 

193 7-8 I t a l y Bulgaria 193 51 
13 Japan 204 

220 
10-14 
7 

17 Peru 
21 

Burma - — 195 20 
21 Argentina 195 

31 Bulgaria Canada I89 22 
31 Bulgaria 195 47-48 
53-37 United States of America 216 9, 11-12 53-37 

Nigeria 236 45-46, Nigeria 236 
47, 48 

Ethiopia 237 25 

194 Ll 

1.5-16, 17 

The Secretary-General of 
the United Nations 
Norway (non-member State) 

Canada (Chairman, Ad Hoc 
Working Group on Chemical 
Weapons) 

236 41-44 

20-21 China 192 32 20-21 Pakistan China 
199 14-16 

22, 24-25 Czechoslovakia 212 27 

29 
214 22-24 

29 S r i Lanka 227 18-21 
35-36 France 237 17 

40 Hungary 
45 Algeria 
46 United States of America 
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V. Chemical Weapons 
195 10 Morocco Cuba 196 9 

15 Romania 201 22 15 
221 14 

20 Burma 
189 

20 Burma Czechoslovakia 189 31 
38-39 Poland 194 22, 

4344 Egypt 
211 

24-25 
11 

45, 4647 Finland (non-member State) 220 6 

4748 Canada 229 11-14 

196 

4748 
238 33 

196 9 Cuba 
195 43-44 

196 Egypt 195 43-44 
10-14 German Democratic Republic 232 19-21 

17-22 USSR Ethiopia 193 43 

197 9-10 Indonesia 234 25 

13-16 Germany, Federal Republic of France 194 
201 

35-36 
16-18 

24-25 Kenya 202 11 

L98 20 USSR 216 31-34 L98 
238 27 

50 Argentina 
18, 

50 Argentina German Democratic Republic 192 18, 
L99 ?-10 Argentina 22-23 

1.4-16 China 196 10-14 1.4-16 
200 23 

200 11 Yugoslavia 212 14 

12-14 Spain (non-member State) 222 
230 
238 

28 
9 

22 Pakistan 
222 
230 
238 34 

23 German Democratic Republic German Democratic Republic 200 28 

28 German Democratic Republic (on behalf of a group of 201 21-22 

(on behalf of a group of s o c i a l i s t States) 205 19 
s o c i a l i s t States) Germany, Federal Republic of I90 9, 13 

201 13-15 Sweden 197 13-16 13-15 
233 27-ЗО 

16-18 France 238 7-9, 
21-22 German Democratic Republic 32-33 

(on behalf of a group of Hungary 194 40 
s o c i a l i s t States) 224 13 

22 Cuba India 205 11 

23 Morocco (the Chairman) 232 12-14 

202 11 

14-17 

L9-22 

25-28 
27-30 

France 
United Kingdom 
B r a z i l 
USSR 
Japan (on behalf of Western 
Group) 
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203 

204 

205 

206 

207 

209 

211 

212 

213 

214 

215 

216 

217 

Page 

19-21 

2З-25 

30 

7-10 

10-14 

22 

11 

14 

19 

7-12 

15 

7, 9, 
12-13 

15-19 

26 

11 

12-14 

15-20 

10-11 

14 

27 

7-10 

29-ЗО 
15-18 

22-24 

26-27 

30 

|9, 11-12 

17 
24, 26-27 

29 

31-34 
В 

12 

Country/Speaker Country/Speaker 

V. Chemical Weapons 
Indonesia USSR 

Poland 
United States of America 
United States of America 
Bulgaria 
Sweden 
India 
Nigeria 
German Democratic Republic 
(on behalf of a group of 
s o c i a l i s t States) 
Belgium 
USSR 

Netherlands 
Yugoslavia 
Australia 
Czechoslovakia 
United States o f America 
USSR 
Poland 
German Democratic Republic 
China 
Viet Nam (non-member State) 
Mongolia 
Australia 
China 
Nigeria 
United States of America 
Canada 
USSR 
Mongolia 
Mexico 
France 
Nigeria (the Chairman) 
Belgium 

I t a l y 

Japan 

Japan (on behalf of 
Western Group) 
Kenya 

Mexico 
Mongolia 

Mongolia (the Chairman) 
Morocco 
Morocco (the Chairman) 
Netherlands 

Nigeria 

Nigeria (the Chairman) 
Pakistan 

Peru 

Peru (the Chairman) 

Poland 

PV 

197 

193 
227 

193 
224 

202 

I89 
197 
227 

216 

213 
216 

Pare 

9-10 

7-8 
6-10 

13 

25-27 

27-30 

34, 37 
24-25 
16 

29 

29-ЗО 
24, 
26-27 

189 10 

195 10 

201 23 

207 12-13 
235 29-ЗО 
193 40 
205 14 
215 26-27 
236 34 

217 8 

194 20-21 
200 22 
237 9, 11 

193 17 
225 18 

236 50 
237 25 
238 36 

195 38-39 
203 23-25 
212 10-11 
221 12 
227 29, 

31-32 
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219 

220 

221 

222 

224 

225 

226 

227 

229 

230 

232 

233 

234 

235 

б 

6 

7 

14 

18 

12 

14 

13 

15-17 

128 

13 

125-27 

б 

18 

|29-32 

I - 23 

126 

6-10 

I I - 14 

16 

18- 21 

¡21-25 

26- 29 

29, 31-32 

17-Ю 
11- 14 

? 

12- 14 

19- 21 

L7 
27- 30 

9 

25 

L7-24 

29-30 

V. Chemical Weapons 

United Kingdom 
Czechoslovakia 
Bulgaria 
USSR 
Finland (non-member State) j 
Poland 
Cuba 
Yugoslavia 
United States of America 
German Democratic Republic 
Hungary 
Japan 
Argentina 
Peru 
Australia 
Yugoslavia 
B r a z i l 
I t a l y 
Spain (non-member State) 
Kenya 
China 
Argentina 
Sweden 
Poland 
Norway (non-member State) 
Czechoslovakia 
German Democratic Republic 
India 
Egypt 
Argentina 
Germany, Federal Republic of 
Venezuela 
Ethiopia 
USSR 
Netherlands 

Romania 
S r i Lanka 
Sweden 

USSR 

USSR (on behalf of a group 
of s o c i a l i s t States) 
United Kingdom 

United States of America 

Venezuela 
Yugoslavia 

195 

194 

190 
201 
204 
227 

189 
191 
196 
198 
202 
203 
206 
211 
216 
220 
235 
236 
238 

238 

192 
202 
219 
236 
237 

191 
193 
194 
203 
204 
211 
215 
222 
236 
238 

234 

200| 
207 
222 
226 
2371 

15 

29 

21 
13-15 
22 

26-29 

29 
15-16 
17-22 
20 
25-28 
19-21 
15 
15-20 
17 
14 
17- 24 
50-53 
24- 25 
21 

13- 14 
14- 17 
6 
18- 22 
12 

8-15 
33-37 
46 
30 
7-10 
12-14 
30 
15- 17 
25- 29 
14 

11 
15-19 
13 
21-23 
19 
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236 

237 

238 

17 

18-22 

25-29 

34 

41-44 

45-46, 
47, 48 

50 

50-53 

9, И 

12 

17 

19 

21-22 

25 

25 

7-9, 

32-33 

14 
21 

24-25 

27 

33 

34 

36 

V. Chemical Weapons 

Non-member States Belgium 
United Kingdom 
United States of America 
Nigeria 
Canada (Chairman, Ad Hoc 
Working Group on Chemical 
Weapons) 
Canada 

Peru (the Chairman) 
USSR 
Pakistan 
United Kingdom 
China 
Yugoslavia 
Au s t r a l i a 
Canada 
Peru (the Chairman) 
Germany, Federal Republic oi| 

United States of America 
USSR (on behalf of a group 
of s o c i a l i s t States) 
USSR 
France 
Czechoslovakia 
German Democratic Republic 
Peru (the Chairman) 

Finland 

Norway 

Spain 

Viet Nam 
The Secretary-General of 
the United Nations 

195 

220 

194 

229 

200 
227 

213 

194 

45, 
46-47 
18 

15-16, 
17 
7-10 

12-14 
11-14 

7-10 

11 
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VI. New types of weapons of mass destruction 
and new systems of such weapons; 
ra d i o l o g i c a l weapons 

189 10 Mongolia (the Chairman) Alge r i a 194 45 

190 

25,29 

31 

34,37 

14 

USSR 

Czechoslovakia 
Kenya 
Germany, Federal Republic of 

Argentina 

A u s t r a l i a 

193 
198 
225 

192 
221 
237 

20 
30 
6,11 

28 
7,8 
22 

20 Sweden Belgium 192 10 

191 14 United States of America 217 
236 
226 
193 
220 
228 

204 

236 

198 
189 
220 

13 
17 

26-27 

З1-З2 
7 
5-7 

14 

48 

32 

31 
6 

192 

193 

194 

10 

14 

28 

13-14 

20 
31-32 

43 

21 

29 

Belgium 
United Kingdom 
Australia 
Japan 
Argentina 
Bulgaria 
Ethiopia 
Pakistan 
S r i Lanka 

B r a z i l 
Bulgaria 

Bulgaria (on behalf of a 
group of s o c i a l i s t States 

Canada 
China 
Czechoslovakia 

217 
236 
226 
193 
220 
228 

204 

236 

198 
189 
220 

13 
17 

26-27 

З1-З2 
7 
5-7 

14 

48 

32 

31 
6 

37 France Egypt 195 43,44 

39 Hungary (on behalf of a 
group of s o c i a l i s t States) 

Ethiopia 193 
234 

43 
26 

195 

198 

45 

15 

43,44 

Algeria 
Romania 
Egypt 
USSR 

Argentina 

Prance 

German Democratic Republic 

194 
238 
212 
230 

37 
27 

12-14 
9 

195 

198 20 

30 

Algeria 
Romania 
Egypt 
USSR 

Argentina 

German Democratic Republic 
(on behalf of a group of 
s o c i a l i s t States; 

205 19 

32 China Germany, Federal Republic of 190 14 

200 
202 

12 

24-25 

Spain (non-member State) 
USSR Hungary 

203 
234 
212 

31 
10-14 
16 

203 20 USSR Hungary (on behalf of a group 
of s o c i a l i s t States) 

194 39 

204 

30 

31 

14 

, 22 

United States of America 
Germany, Federal Republic of 
Bulgaria (on behalf of a 
group of s o c i a l i s t States) 
Sweden 

Japan 
Kenya 
Mongolia 

Mongolia (the Chairman) 

193 

189 

216 
223 

189 

13-14 

34,37 

25 
6 
10 
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VI. New types of weapons of mass destruction 
and new systems -of such weapons; 
r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons 

205 

212 

215 

216 

19 

12-14 

16 

40-41 

30 

25 

German Democratic Republic 
(on behalf of a group of 
s o c i a l i s t States) 
German Democratic Republic 
Hungary 
United Kingdom 
United States of America 
Mongolia 

Netherlands 
Pakistan 

Peru 
Peru (the Chairman) 
Poland 
Romania 

235 

194 
237 

225 

236 

221 

195 
229 

27 

21 
9-10 

18 
6,13 

12 

15 
I5-I6 

217 13 Belgium S r i Lanka 194 29 
220 

221 

223 

225 

226 

6 

7 

15 

7,8 

12 

6 

6,11 

18 

26-27 

Czechoslovakia 
Bulgaria 
USSR 

A u s t r a l i a 
Poland 
Mongolia 
Argentina 
Peru 
B r a z i l 

Sweden 

Sweden (on behalf of the 
Chairman, Ad Hoc Working 
Group on Radiological 
Weapons) 

USSR 

190 
204 
229 

236 

189 
198 
202 
203 
220 
229 

20 
22 

20-22 

9-10 

25,29 
20 
24-25 
20 
15 
17-20 

228 
229 

230 

234 

5-7 

15-16 

17-20 

20-22 

9 

9 

IO-14 

26 

Bulgaria 
Romania 
USSR 

Sweden 
German Democratic Republic 
Venezuela 
Germany, Federal Republic of 
Ethiopia 

USSR (on behalf of a group 
of s o c i a l i s t States/ 

United Kingdom 

United States of America 

Venezuela 
Non-member States 

238 

I92 
212 
237 

191 
203 
215 
238 
234 

22 

14 
4O-4I 
15- 14 
14 
30 
30 

16- 17 
9 

23S 

236 
27 

6,13 

9-10 

17 

48 

Netherlands 
Peru (the Chairman) 
Sweden (on behalf of the 

Chairman, Ad Hoc Working 
Group on Radiological 
Weapons) 

Belgium 
Canada 

Spain 200 12 

237 9-10 

13-14 
22 

Pakistan 
United Kingdom 
Aust r a l i a 
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VI. New types of weapons of mass destruction 
and new systems -of such weapons; 
ra d i o l o g i c a l weapons 

238 16-17 

22 

27 

United States of America 
USSR (on behalf of a group 

of s o c i a l i s t States) 
Prance 
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VII. Comprehensive programme of disarmament 

I89 10 Mongolia (the Chairman) Algeria 194 44 

19О 

192 

12-14 

34-35 

21 

15 

Mexico 
Kenya 
Sweden 
United Kingdom 

Argentina 

A u s t r a l i a 

193 
198 

192 
236 
237 

20 
30 

28 
14 
22 

28 A u s t r a l i a Belgium 236 I5-I6 

193 

194 

33 

17 

20 

44 

11 

16 

19-20 

22,25 

China 
Peru 
Argentina 
Ethiopia 
The Secretary-General of 
the United Nations 
Norway (non-member State) 
Pakistan 
Czechoslovakia 

Burma 

China 

Cuba 
С zechoslovakia 
Egypt 
Ethiopia 
France 

195 
236 

192 
237 

221 

194 

195 

193 

194 
238 

20 
16 

33 
17 

14-15 

22,25 

43,44 

44 

37 
28 

29 

37 

S r i Lanka 
France 

German Democratic Republic 222 
236 

28 
8 

44 Algeria Germany, Federal Republic of 236 15 

195 10 Morocco Hungary 255 6 

16 Romania India 205 11 

20 Burma Indonesia 236 14 

198 

39 

43,44 

49 

20 

Poland 
Egypt 
Sweden 
USSR 

Japan (on behalf of 
Western Group) 
Kenya 
Mexico 

202 

189 

I89 
216 

30 

34-35 

12-14 
28-29 

200 

201 

202 

205 

30 

39 

10-11 

22 

20 

18 

30 

11 

Argentina 
Mongolia (the Chairman) 
Yugoslavia 
Pakistan 
Romania 
United Kingdom 
Japan (on behalf of 
Western Group) 
India 

Mexico (Chairman, Ad Hoc 
Working Group on a 
Comprehensive Programme of 
Disarmament) 
Mongolia 

Mongolia (the Chairman) 

Morocco 

Nigeria (the Chairman) 

236 

236 

I89 
198 

195 
217 

217 

11-12,14 

1 3 - Н Д 5 

10 
39 

10 
31-32 

8* 
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/ 

VII. Comprehensive programme of disarmament 

215 

216 

31 

18 

United States of America 
USSR 

Pakistan 194 
200 
237 

19-20 
22 
10 

217 

28-29 

8 

31-32 

Mexico 
Nigeria (the Chairman) 
Morocco 

Peru 
Peru (the Chairman) 

195 

23О 
256 
238 

17 

8 
6,13 

36 

221 14-15 Cuba Poland 195 13 

222 

230 

251 

235 

256 

13 

28 

8 

9 

6 

6,13 

8 

Yugoslavia 
German Democratic Republic 
Peru (the Chairman) 
Sweden 
Hungary 
Peru (the Chairman) 
German Democratic Republic 

Romania 

S r i Lanka 
Sweden 

USSR 

195 
201 

194 

190 
195 

231 

198 
216 

16 
20 

29 
21 
49 

9 

20 
18 

11-12,14 

13-14,15 

Mexico (Chairman, Ad Hoc 
Working Group on a 
Comprehensive Programme of 
Disarmament) 
Mongolia 

USSR (on behalf of a group 
of s o c i a l i s t States) 
United Kingdom 

238 

192 
202 
237 

23 

15 
18 
13 

14 

14 

15 

Indonesia 
Australia 
Germany, Federal Republic of 

United States of America 

Yugoslavia 

215 
238 

200 
222 

31 
14 

10-11 
13 

237 

15-16 

16 

10 

13 

17 

22 

Belgium 
Burma 
Pakistan 
United Kingdom 
China 
Australia 

Non-member State 
Norway 
The Secretary-General 
of the United Nations 

194 

194 

16 

11 

238 14 

23 

28 

36 

United States of America 
USSR (on behalf of a group 
of s o c i a l i s t States) 
France 
Peru (the Chairman) 
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V I I I . Prevention of an arms race i n outer space 

I89 10 
22 

29 

31 

36 

Mongolia (the Chairman) 
Canada 
USSR 

Czechoslovakia 
Kenya 

A l g e r i a 

Argentina 

A u s t r a l i a 

194 
213 

193 
215 
233 

192 
237 

45 
23-25 
20-21 
6-9 
15 

28 
23 

19О 

191 

192 

193 

14 

20-21 
8,14 

11 

18,23 

28 

30,33 

35,37 
7-8 

14 
20-21 

31 

41 

Germany, Federal Republic of 
Sweden 
United States of America 
Belgium 
German Democratic Republic 
Australia 
China 
Cuba 
I t a l y 
Japan 
Argentina 
Bulgaria 
Nigeria 

Belgium 

Belgium (on behalf of 
Au s t r a l i a , Belgium, Canada, 
Prance, Germany, Federal 
Republic of, I t a l y , Japan, 
Netherlands, United Kingdom 
and United States of America) 

Bulgaria 

Canada 

China 

192 
217 
236 
235 

193 
220 

189 
216 
236 

I92 
233 
237 

11 
13 
17 

31 

31 
9 
22 
9,10 
48 

30,33 
10-12 
17 

194 
44 

15 
21 

31-32 

37-38 

Ethiopia 
Norway (non-member State) 
Pakistan 
S r i Lanka 
France 

Cuba 

Czechoslovakia 

Egypt 

I92 
221 

189 
233 
195 
214 

35,37 
15-16 

31 
18- 21 
42-43 
19- 21 

195 

45 

10 
16 

39 
42-43 

Algeria 
Morocco 
Romania 
Poland 
Egypt 

Egypt (on behalf of 
Group of 21) 

236 22-24 

197 10 

26 

Indonesia 
Kenya 
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TIU. Prevention of an anas race i n outer space 

198 20 USSR Ethiopia 193 44 
234 26 

200 10 Yugoslavia Prance 194 37-58 

Spain (non-member State) 202 10 
12 Spain (non-member State) 238 27 

202 10 France German Democratic Republic I92 18,23 
203 7-12 Hungary 222 27,28 

Q 
16 USSR 9 

Germany, Federal Republic of I9O 14 

29 United States of America Hungary 203 7-12 

205 
224 13 

205 11 India 224 13 

India 2O5 11 
207 9,15-14 Netherlands 2O5 
207 9,15-14 Indonesia 197 10 
212 20-25 Sri Lanka 197 

215 

20-25 
I t a l y 193 7-8 

215 11-15 Sweden 
I t a l y 193 7-8 

215 11-15 Japan 193 14 
2 З - 2 5 Algeria 

Japan 193 14 

26-29 
Kenya 189 36 

26-29 Mongolia 
Kenya 

197 26 
32 Netherlands (the Chairman) Mexico 216 29 

214 19-21 Egypt Mongolia 213 26-29 
24 Netherlands (the Chairman) 216 25,27 

215 

24 
235 6-9 

215 6-9 Argentina 235 35 
27-29 Nigeria 238 51-32 

31 United States of America Mongolia (the Chairman) 189 10 

216 9,10 Canada Mongolia (on behalf of a 238 ЗО-31 

17 USSR group of s o c i a l i s t States) 
17 Morocco 195 10 

25,27 Mongolia 
29 Mexico 

217 8 Nigeria (the Chairman) 
13 Belgium 

219 7 United Kingdom 
220 9 Bulgaria 

15-16 USSR 

221 15-16 Cuba 
20 Nigeria (the Chairman) 



CD/421 
Appendix I I I / V o l . I 
page 54 

Chronological Alphabetical 

Page Country/Speaker Country/Speaker PV Pase 

222 

223 

224 

225 

233 

13 
27,28 

32-33 

13 

18 

6-9 

10-12 

15 

18-21 

22-26 

V I I I . Prevention of ar. aras race i n outer space 

Yugoslavia 
German Democratic Republic 
Pakistan (the Chairman) 
Hungary 
Peru 
Mongolia 
China 
Argentina 
Czechoslovakia 
USSR 

Netherlands 

Netherlands (the Chairman) 

Nigeria 

Nigeria (the Chairman) 

Pakistan 
Pakistan (the Chairman) 
Peru 
Peru (the Chairman) 
Poland 

Romania 
S r i Lanka 

Sweden 

USSR 

USSR (on behalf of a group 
of s o c i a l i s t States) 

207 9,13-14 
235 26 

213 32 
214 24 

193 41 
215 27-29 
236 34-35 

217 8 
221 20 

194 21 

223 32-33 

225 18 
238 36 

195 39 
235 14-17 

195 16 

194 31-32 
212 20-25 
190 20-21 
213 I I - I 5 

189 29 
198 20 
203 16 
216 17 
220 I 5 - I 6 
233 22-26 
236 39-40 

238 21,23 
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V I I I . Prevention of an arms race i n outer space 

234 9 Venezuela United Kingdom 219 17 
26 Ethiopia 237 13 

235 14-17 Poland United States of America 191 8,14 235 14-17 
203 29 26 Netherlands 215 31 

31 Belgium (on behalf of 238 19 
A u s t r a l i a , Belgium, Canada, Venezuela 234 9 Prance, Germany. Federal Yugoslavia 

234 

Republic of I t a l y , Japan, Yugoslavia 200 10 
Netherlands!, United Kingdom 222 13 
and United States of 237 20 
America) Non-member States 

33 Mongolia Norway 194 15 
236 9 German Democratic Republic Spain 200 12 

17 Belgium 
22-24 Egypt (on behalf of Group 

of 21) 
34-35 Nigeria 
39-40 USSR 

48 Canada 
237 13 United Kingdom 

17 China 
20 Yugoslavia 
23 A u s t r a l i a 

238 19 United States of America 
21-23 USSR (on behalf of a group 

of s o c i a l i s t States) 
27 France 

30,31 Mongolia (on behalf of a 
group of s o c i a l i s t States) 

31-32 Mongolia 
36 Peru (the Chairman) 
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IX. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
cessation of the arms race and disarmament and 

other relevant measures 
1. Annual Report of the Secretary-General 

194 8-12 The Secretary-General of the Burma 224 16 194 
United Nations German Democratic Republic 222 25 

202 13,14,18 United Kingdom Kenya 213 16 

213 16 Kenya Peru 225 20 
222 25 German Democratic Republic Romania 226 11 
223 13 United States of America United Kingdom 202 15,14,18 
224 16 Burma United States of America 223 13 
225 20 Peru The Secretary-General of 

8-12 226 11 Romania the United Nations 194 8-12 
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DC. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
cessation of the arms race and disarmament and 

other relevant measures 

2. United Nations role i n disarmament 

189 12 Mexico Bulgaria 220 10 

24,26 USSR Czechoslovakia 194 22 

34-35 Kenya 
Egypt 

220 6 

190 11 Germany, Federal Republic of Egypt 195 Ц 

194 9,10,12 The Secretary-General of the Ethiopia 234 24 
United Nations France 194 53,34 

14,16 Norway (non-member State) 202 9 

18,19,21 Pakistan Germany, Federal Republic of 190 Ll 18,19,21 
207 25 

22 Czechoslovakia Hungary Czechoslovakia Hungary 235 M l 
33,34 France India 33,34 India 205 Ll 

195 41 Egypt 226 L6 

197 23 Kenya Japan 232 5,9 
202 9 France Kenya L89 54-35 
205 11 India L97 23 205 

213 19-22 
207 25 Germany, Federal Republic of Mexico L89 12 
215 19-22 Kenya 226 24 
220 6 Czechoslovakia 234 21 

10 Bulgaria Pakistan 194 18,19,21 

222 12,14 Yugoslavia Romania 226 8 

226 8 Romania USSR 189 24,26 

16 India Yugoslavia 222 12,14 

24. MPTCICÏO Non-member State 
232 8,9 Japan Norway 194 14,16 

The Secretary-General of 
the United Nations 194 ?,10,12 

234 21 Mexico 
24 Ethiopia 

235 9-и Hungary 



CD/421 
Appendix I I I / V o l . I 
page 38 

Chronolog:cal Alphabetical 

PV Page С cuntir/Speaker С ountrr/Speaker PV Page 

IX. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
cessation of the arms race and disarmament and 

other r e ! event measures 

5. Disarmament Commission 

19О 

19О 

223 

226 

10 

16 

20 

8 

Germany, Federal Republic oí 
Sweden 
Germany, Federal Republic of 
Romania 

Germany, Federal Republic of 

Romania 
Sweden 

190 
223 

226 

190 

10 
20 

8 

16 
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IX. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
cessation of the arms race and disarmament and 

other relevant measures 

4. Special Sessions of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament 

189 

190 

192 

193 

194 

195 

196 

197 

9 

13 

24-25 

34-35 

13 

16 

9,11 

15 

19,23 

32 

37 

11 

17 

18,21 

30 

44 

9 

16 

19 

22 

29 

8,10 

14 
18,20 
27 

40 

48 

7,8 
15 

28 

4. 

Mongolia (the Chairman) 
Mexico 
USSR 
Kenya 
Germany, Federal Republic of 
Sweden 
Belgium 
United Kingdom 
German Democratic Republic 
China 
Kenya 
Japan 
Peru 
Argentina 
Bulgaria 
Ethiopia 
The Secretary-General of 

the United Nations 
Norway (non-member State) 
Pakistan 
Czechoslovakia 
S r i Lanka 
Morocco 
Romania 
Burma 
India 
Egypt 
Canada 
Cuba 
Germany, Federal Republic of 
Mexico 

Algeria 
Argentina 

Belgium 
Bulgaria 
Burma 
Canada 

China 

Cuba 
Czechoslovakia 

Egypt 
Ethiopia 
France 
German Democratic Republic 

German Democratic Republic 
(on behalf of a group of 
s o c i a l i s t States) 
Germany, Federal Republic of 

Hungary 
India 

198 

193 
198 
201 

192 

193 

195 

195 
198 

192 
215 

196 

194 
226 

195 

193 

202 

192 
198 
222 
225 

208 

I90 
197 

235 

195 
214 
236 

26-27 

18,21 
29-ЗО 
11 

9,11 

30 

18,20 

48 
14 

13 
13 

7,8 

22 
17 

40 

44 

8 

19,23 
22 
27 
15 

11 

13 
15 

7 

27 
11 
30 
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198 

199 

201 

202 

203 

204 

208 

214 

215 

216 

221 

222 

223 

225 
Í 

I 226 

23О 

235 

236 

1237 

6 

11 

12 

14 

22 

26-27 

29-30 

7 

11 

8 

16 
15-16 

11 

11 

13 

28 

38 

9 

7 

14 

27 

12,14 

15 

19 

9 

17 

24 

7 

7 

30 

10 

IX. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
cessation of the arms race and disarmament and 

other relevant measures 

4. Special Sessions of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament 

I t a l y 
Japan 
United States of America 
Canada 
German Democratic Republic 
Algeria 
Argentina 
Morocco (the Chairman) 
Argentina 
France 
USSR 
Mongolia 
German Democratic Republic 

(on behalf of a group of 
s o c i a l i s t States) 

India 
China 
Mexico 
Senegal (non-rmember State) 
Poland 
Pakistan (the Chairman) 
Yugoslavia 
German Democratic Republic 
United States of America 
German Democratic Republic 
Peru 
Romania 
С zechoslovakia 
Mexico 
Peru (the Chairman) 
Hungary 
India 
Pakistan 

I t a l y 
Japan 

Kenya 

Mexico 

Mongolia 
Mongolia (the Chairman) 
Morocco 
Morocco (the Chairman) 
Pakistan 

Pakistan (the Chairman) 
Peru 

Peru (the Chairman) 
Poland 
Romania 

S r i Lanka 
Sweden 
USSR 

United Kingdom 
United States of America 

Yugoslavia 
Non-member States 
Norway 
Senegal 
The Secretary-General of 
the United Nations 

[198 

193 
198 

189 
192 

189 
197 
216 
226 

204 

I89 

195 

199 

194 
237 

222 

193 
225 

230 

221 

195 
226 

194 

190 

I89 
205 

I92 

198 
223 

222 

194 

216 

194 

6 

111 
11 

34-35 
37 

13 
28 
28 
24 

15-I6 

8,10 

19 
10 

17 
19 

14 
9 

29 

16 

24-25 
16 

15 

12 

12,14 

14 

16 

38 
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IX. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
cessation of the arms race and disarmament and 

other relevant measures 

5. Nuclear-weapon-free zones 

189 17 Mexico Argentina 201 7-12,23 

36-37 Kenya 225 9-10 

190 19 Sweden B r a z i l 232 17-18 
192 20 German Democratic Republic Bulgaria 193 28 192 German Democratic Republic 

214 7 
35 Cuba Cuba 35 Cuba Cuba I92 35 

193 26 Hungary Cze choslovakia 194 27 28 Bulgaria 211 11 

43 Ethiopia Egypt 195 42 

194 27 Czechoslovakia Ethiopia 193 43 

195 13 Romania German Democratic Republic 192 20 

37 Poland 200 23-25,31 37 

Egypt 225 12 
42 Egypt Germany, Federal Republic of 197 16 

197 16 Germany, Federal Republic of 200 31 

24 Kenya Hungary 193 26 
200 8 Yugoslavia 224 12 

23-25, 31 German Democratic Republic Indonesia 211 
217 

23 
26 

31 Germany, Federal Republic of Kenya 189 36-37 
201 7-12, 23 Argentina 197 24 

22-23 United Kingdom Me x i со 189 17 

207 21-22 Poland Poland 195 37 

10-11 
207 21-22 

210 10-11 Romania 207 21-22 

Romania 195 13 
211 11 Czechoslovakia 210 10-11 

23 Indonesia 226 9-10 

214 7 Bulgaria Sweden I90 19 

23 7 26 Indonesia United Kingdom 201 22-23 

220 18 Finland (non-member State) Yugoslavia 200 8 Finland (non-member State) 
222 13 

222 13 Yugoslavia Non-member State 
13 

224 12 Hungary Finland Hungary Finland 220 18 
225 9-Ю Argentina 220 18 

12 German Democratic Republic 
226 9-10 Romania 
232 17-18 B r a z i l 
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DC. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
cessation of the arms race and disarmament and 

other relevant measures 

6. Non-proli f e r a t i o n of nuclear weapons 

189 13 Mexico Algeria 194 44 
189 21 Canada Belgium 217 11 

190 13 Germany, Federal Republic of B r a z i l 200 16-17 
193 8 

12 

43, 45 

I t a l y 
Japan 
Ethiopia 

Bulgaria 
Canada 

223 
232 

199 

189 

24,26-27 
15-16 
11 

21 
194 19 Pakistan 198 14 

31 S r i Lanka Cze choslovakia 205 20 

44 Algeria Egypt 195 42-43 

195 0 y Morocco Ethiopia 193 43,45 

42-43 Egypt German Democratic Republic 198 23 

197 8 Indonesia Germany, Federal Republic of 190 13 

190 12 

14 

23 

United States of America 
Canada 
German Democratic Republi 

Indonesia 

I t a l y 

207 

197 

211 

19З 

25 

8 
22-23 

8 
199 11 Bulgaria 209 47 

200 

203 

205 

16-17 

18 
20 

B r a z i l 
USSR 
Czechoslovakia 

Japan 

Mexiсо 

193 
232 

189 
234 

12 
9 

13 
16 

207 8-9 Netherlands Morocco 195 9 
?5 Germany, Federal Republic of 215 17-18 

209 35 Pakistan Netherlands 207 8-9 

47 I t a l y Nigeria 236 35-36 

211 22-23 Indonesia Pakistan 194 
209 

225 

194 

203 

237 

198 
238 

19 
35 

20-21 

31 

18 
I 4 - I 5 

12 
18-19 

215 

217 

223 
225 

232 

17-13 
11 

24, 26- 27 
20-21 

9 

15-16 

Morocco 
Belgium 
B r a z i l 
Peru 
Japan 
B r a z i l 

Peru 
S r i Lanka 
USSR 
United Kingdom 
United States of America 

194 
209 

225 

194 

203 

237 

198 
238 

19 
35 

20-21 

31 

18 
I 4 - I 5 

12 
18-19 

234 16 Mexico 
236 35-36 Nigeria 
237 14-15 United Kingdom 
238 18-19 United States of America 
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189 
190 

192 

195 

194 

195 

198 

202 

205 

206 

24 

14 

20 

10 

14 

57 

15-14 

52 

44 

21 

57 

59-40 

45 

45 

12 

25 

52 

59 

25-25 

15 

20 

24 

207 25 

215 24-26 

216 17 

217 13 

219 8-9 

220 15 

221 7 

IX. Consideration of other areas dealing v i t h the 
cessation of the arms race and disarmament and 

other relevant measures 

7. Peaceful uses of nuclear energy 

JtJSSR 
bermany, Federal Republic of 
Sweden 
JBelgium 
United Kingdom 
Cuba 
Japan 
Bulgaria 
Ethiopia 
Pakistan 
Prance 
Hungary (on behalf of a group 
jof s o c i a l i s t States) 
Algeria 
Egypt 
Jnited States of America 
Algeria 
3hina 
Mongolia (the Chairman) 
USSR 

pungary 
USSR 
|German Democratic Republic 
(on behalf of a group of 
s o c i a l i s t States) 

bermany, Federal Republic of 
Сzechoslovakia 
USSR • 
[Belgium 
united Kingdon 
ftjSSR 
Au s t r a l i a 

Algeria 

Argentina 
A u s t r a l i a 

Belgium 

B r a z i l 
Bulgaria 

China 
Cuba 
Czechoslovakia 
Egypt 
Ethiopia 
France 
German Democratic Republic 
(on behalf of a group of 
s o c i a l i s t States) 
Germany, Federal Republic of 

Hungary 
Hungary (on behalf of a 
group of s o c i a l i s t States) 
Japan 
Mongolia (the Chairman) 
Netherlands 
Pakistan 

Sweden 

Sweden (on behalf of the 
Chairman, Ad hoc Working 
Group on Radiological 
Weapons) 

194 
198 

225 

221 
257 

I92 
217 

226 
195 
228 
198 
I92 

215 

195 

195 

194 

206 

I90 
207 
254 

205 

194 

193 

198 

235 

194 
237 

I90 
229 

236 

45 
25 

10-11 

7 
22 

10 
13 

27 

32 
6 

32 

37 

24-26 

43 

44 

37 

24 

14 
25 

10-14 

13 
39-40 

13-14 

39 

27,28 
21 
10 

20 

21-22 

9-10 
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IX. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
cessation of the aras race and disarmament and 

other relevant measures 

7. Peaceful uses of nuclear energy 

225 

226 

228 
229 

234 

10-11 

27 

6 

17-19 

21-22 

9 

Argentina 
B r a z i l 
Bulgaria 
USSR 
Sweden 
Venezuela 

USSR 

USSR (on behalf of a 
group of s o c i a l i s t States) 

189 
202 
203 
216 
220 
229 

238 

24 
23-25 
20 
17 
15 

I 7 - I 9 

22,23 

10-14 Germany, Federal Republic of United Kingdom 192 14 

235 

236 

27,28 
9-10 

Netherlands 
Sweden (on behalf of the 
Chairman, Ad hoc Working 
Group on Radiological 
Weapons) 

United States of America 

Venezuela 

219 
237 
198 
238 

234 

8-9 
13-14 

12 

16-17,19 

9 
237 10 

13-14 
22 

Pakistan 
United Kingdom 
Au s t r a l i a 

238 16-17,19 
22,23 

United States of America 
USSR (on behalf of a group 
of s o c i a l i s t States) 
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IX. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
cessation of the arms race and disarmament and 

other relevant measures 

8. Ba c t e r i o l o g i c a l (Biological) Weapons 

190 

191 

192 

206 

210 

227 

9 

11 
26 
11 
6 

19-20 

Germany, Federal Republic of 
United States of America 
Au s t r a l i a 
Belgium 
Germany, Federal Republic of 
China 

A u s t r a l i a 
Belgium 
China 

Germany, Federal Republic of 

United States of America 

192 

206 
227 

19О 
210 
191 
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IX. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
cessation of the arms race and disarmament and 

other relevant measures 

9» Geneva Protocol of 1925 

190 8 

191 11 

16 
192 26 
193 34, 35 

196 18-22 

199 9-10 
14-16 

200 14 

201 14 

16-18 

202 14-15 

19 

204 10 

12 

206 11-12 

211 16 

214 18 

22-24 

216 33-34 

40 

217 12 
224 27 
227 10 

11 

19-20 
22-23 

27 
229 7 
232 13 

233 30 

236 19 

237 9 

238 25 

Germany, Federal Republic of 
United States of America 
USSR 
Aus t r a l i a 
United States of America 
USSR 
Argentina 
China 
Spain (non-member State) 
Sweden 
France 
United Kingdom 
B r a z i l 
United States of America 
Bulgaria 
Belgium 
USSR 
Aus t r a l i a 
China 
France 
Sweden 
Belgium 
Japan 
I t a l y 
Spain (non-member State) 
China 
Argentina 
Sweden 
Norway (non-member State) 
India 
jGermany, Federal Republic of 
Qnited Kingdom 
Pakistan 
USSR 

Argentina 

A u s t r a l i a 

Belgium 

B r a z i l 
Bulgaria 
China 

France 

Germany, Federal Republic of 

India 
I t a l y 
Japan 
Pakistan 
Sweden 

USSR 

United Kingdom 

United States of America 

Non-Member States 

199 9-10 
227 22-23 

192 26 
214 18 
206 11-12 
217 12 

202 19 

204 12 

199 14-16 
214 22-24 
227 19-20 

201 16-18 
216 33-34 

I90 8 
233 30 

232 13 

227 10 

224 27 

237 9 

201 14 
216 40 
227 27 

191 16 
196 18-22 
211 16 
238 25 

202 14-15 
236 19 

191 11 
193 34, 35 
204 10 

Norway 
Spain 

229 

200 
227 

7 
14 
11 
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DC. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
cessation of the arms race and disarmament and 

other relevant measures 

10. Environmental modification techniques 

191 14 United States of America A u s t r a l i a 192 26 

192 26 Australia German Democratic Republic 196 11 

196 11 German Democratic Republic Germany, Federal Republic of 210 6 

210 6 Germany, Federal Republic of United States of America 191 14 



CD/421 Appendix III/Vol.I page 48 

1 Chronclogieal Alphabetical 

PT Page С стоп try/Speaker Country/Speaker PV Page 

IX. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
cessation of the arms race and disarmament and 

other relevant measures 

11. Convention on Certain Conventional Weapons 
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189 

190 

191 

192 

193 

194 

195 

196 

197 

198 

1200 

IX. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
cessation of the arms race and disarmament and 

other relevant measures 

12. Conventional Weapons 

Alg e r i a 
A u s t r a l i a 

Belgium 

Bulgaria 

Burma 

Canada 

China 

Cuba 

Czechoslovakia 

Prance 

German Democratic Republic 

Germany, Federal Republic of 

Hungary 

India 

Indonesia 
Islamic Republic of Iran 
Japan 
Mexico 
Netherlands 
Nigeria 

21 Canada 
27 USSR 
31 Czechoslovakia 

11-13 Germany, Federal Republic of 
18, 22 Sweden 

10 United States of America 
7-9 Belgium 
18 German Democratic Republic 
24 Australia 
30 China 
11 Japan 
28 Bulgaria 
41 Nigeria 
10 The Secretary-General of the 

United Nations 
14 Norway (non-member State) 
31 S r i Lanka 
18 Burma 
37 Poland 

8 Cuba 
10 Indonesia 
18 India 
11 Japan 
15 Australia 

- 17 France 
18 USSR 
23 German Democratic Republic 
27 Algeria 
28 Germany, Federal Republic of 
32 China 

33-34 Mexico 
7-9 Yugoslavia -
21 Pakistan 

30-31 Burma 

198 

192 
198 

192 
217 

193 
214 
220 

195 
200 

189 
236 

192 
198 
215 

196 

189 
211 
238 

198 
202 

192 
198 
222 

190 
198 
223 

203 
224 
235 

197 
226 
197 

203 

193 
198 
232 

198 

207 

193 

27 

24 
15 

7-9 
10, 11 

28 
9 
9 

18 
30-31 

21 
48 

30 
32 

11-12 

8 
31 
10 
33 

17 
9,11 

18 
23 
26 

H-13 
28 

20-22 

\ J 
'-9,11-121 

18 
1 З - 1 4 
10 

26-27 

11 
11 
8 

33-34 

7,9 

41 
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IX. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
cessation of the arms race and disarmament and 

other relevant measures 

12. Conventional Weapons 

202 9, H France Pakistan 200 21 

15, 14 United Kingdom Pakistan (the Chairman) 222 6 

203 9 Hungary Peru 225 19 
26-27 Islamic Republic of Iran Peru (the Chairman) 230 8 

206 15, 18 USSR Poland 195 37 

207 

211 

212 

214 

215 

7, 9 

10 

10 

9 

11-12 

Netherlands 
Czechoslovakia 
Poland 
Bulgaria 
China 

S r i Lanka 
Sweden 
USSR 

212 

194 

190 

189 
198 
206 

10 

31 

18, 22 

27 
18 

15,18 
217 

220 

222 

223 

10, 11 

9 

6 

10 

26 

12, 14 

20-22 

Belgium 
Bulgaria 
Pakistan (the Chairman) 
Yugoslavia 
German Democratic Republic 
United States of America 
Germany, Federal Republic of 

USSR (on behalf of a group 
of s o c i a l i s t States) 
United Kingdom 
United States of America 

Venezuela 
Yugoslavia 

238 

202 

191 
223 

234 

200 
222 

24 

13, 14 
10 

12,14 

7 

7-9 
10 

224 12 Hungary Non-member State 
225 19 Peru Norway 194 14 

226 

230 

13-14 

8 

India 
Peru (the Chairman) 

The Secretary-General of 
the United Nations 

194 10 

232 8 Japan 
234 7 Venezuela 
235 7-9,11-12 Hungary 
236 48 Canada 
238 24 

33 

USSR (on behalf of a group 
of s o c i a l i s t States) 
С ze cho s10vakia 
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189 

190 

191 

192 

193 

194 

195 

197 

198 

200 

202 

11 ' 

9-Ю, 
12-13 

15-17, 19 

10 

15 

7 

17, 19-20 
22-23 

24-25 

31 

12, 14 

26 

28-29 

40-41 

11 

13, H 

I8-I9 

26-27 

31 

33-34 

9 

12-13 

18-19 

22 

35-37 

40 

45 

7-8 

10-11 

8 

23-25,31 

31 

10, 11 

12-13 

IX. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
cessation cf the arms race and disarmament and 

other relevant measures 

13. Regional disarmament 

Mongolia (the Chairman) 
Germany, Federal Republic ofJBelgium 

Sweden 
United States of America 
USSR 
Belgium 
German Democratic Republic 

Australia 
China 
Japan 
Hungary 
Bulgaria 
Nigeria 

Bulgaria 

[Burma 
China 
[Czechoslovakia 

Egypt 
Ethiopia 

The Secretary-General of the) 
United Nations 

IF ranee 

Norway (non-member State) 
Pakistan 
Czechoslovakia 
S r i Lanka 
France 
Morocco 
Romania 
Burma 
India 
Poland 
Egypt 
Finland (non-member State) 
Indonesia 
Japan 
Yugoslavia 
German Democratic Republic 
Germany, Federal Republic of 
France 
United Kingdom 

Australia 

berman Democratic Republic 

ierman Democratic Republic 
i(on behalf of a group of 
s o c i a l i s t States) 
Germany, Federal Republic of 

Hungary 

[India 
{Indonesia 

192 

192 
217 

193 
214 
220 
223 

195 

192 

194 
211 
220 
226 
238 

195 
221 
234 

194 
202 
216 
238 

192 

200 
222 
225 
23О 

205 

190 

200 
223 
231 
238 

193 
212 
224 
235 

195 

197 
217 

24-25 

7 
9 - ю , 14] 
28-29 
6, 9 
8-9 
31 

18- 19 

31 

26-27 
9, 11 
6 
19- 20 
33-34 

40 

17 
26 

33- 34 
10, 11 
34- 35 
26-27 

17,19-20] 
22- 23 
23- 25, 3 i | 
26-27 
12 
9 

18-19 

9-Ю, 
12-13 
31 
20 
16 
11-13 

26 
18 
11-12 
8 

22 

7-8 
26 
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204 

205 

206 

207 

210 

211 

212 

214 

216 

217 

220 

221 

222 

223 

224 

225 

226 

230 

I8-I9 

18- I9 

14, 16-17 \ 

19 

22 

8-9 

22-23 

8, 10-11 

9, 11 

8-11 

18 

45 

6, 9 

34-35 

9-Ю, 14 

26 

6 

8-9 

11-12 

17 

10, 13 

18-19, 23¡ 

26-27 

6, 9-Ю 
16 

20 

31 

11-12 

22 

12 

19- 20 

7, 9 

19-20 

9 

IX. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
cessation of the aras race and disamsTnert and 

other relevant measures 

13. Regional d.i.saraaaent 

Mongolia IJapan 

Mongolia 
German Democratic Republic 
(on behalf of a group of 
s o c i a l i s t States) 
USSR 

United States of America 
Netherlands 
Poland 
Romania 
Czechoslovakia 
Poland 
Hungary 
United States of America 
Bulgaria 
France 
Belgium 
Indonesia 
Czechoslovakia 
Bulgaria 
Poland 
Ethiopia 
Yugoslavia 
USSR 
German Democratic Republic 
Mongolia 
United States of America 
Germany, Federal Republic of 
Bulgaria 
Hungary 
USSR 
German Democratic Republic 
Peru 
Romania 
Czechoslovakia 
German Democratic Republic 

Mongolia (the Chairman) 
Morocco 
Netherlands 
Nigeria 
Pakistan 
Peru 
Poland 

Romania 

S r i Lanka 
Sweden 

USSR 

USSR (on behalf of a group of 
s o c i a l i s t States) 
United Kingdom 
United States of America 

Venezuela 
Yugoslavia 

Non-member States 
Finland 
Norway 
The Secretary-General of 
the United Nations 

193 
198 

204 
223 

I89 

195 

207 

193 

194 

225 

195 
207 
212 
221 

195 
210 
226 

194 

19О 

191 
206 

222 
224 

238 

202 

191 
206 
212 
223 

234 

200 
222 

195 

194 

194 

12, 14 
10- 11 

I8-I9 
6, 9-10 

11 

9 

8-9 

4041 

18- 19 

19- 20 

35-37 
22-23 
8-11 
11- 12 

12- 13 
8, 1 0 - l l | 
7, 9 

31 

15- 17, 
19 

15 
14, 
16- 17, 19| 
18-19,231 
22 

21, 23 

12-13 

10 
22 
45 
16 

8 

8 
10, 13 

45 

13, 14 

11 
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IX. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
cessation of the arms race and disarmament and 

other relevant measures 

13. Regional disarmament 

231 16 Germany, Federal Republic of 
234 8 Venezuela 

26 Ethiopia 
235 8 Hungary 
238 11-13 Germany, Federal Republic of 

21, 23 USSR (on behalf of a group 
of socialist States) 

26-27 France 
33-34 Czechoslovakia 
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DC. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
cessation of the arms race and disarmament and 

other relevant measures 

14• Zones of peace 
189 36 Kenya Algeria 194 42 
192 35 Cuba Bulgaria 193 28 

193 28 Bulgaria Cuba 192 35 
194 31 S n Lanka German Democratic Republic 222 27 

42 A l g e r i a Kenya I89 36 
200 8 Yugoslavia S r i Lanka 194 31 
222 13 Yugoslavia Yugoslavia 200 8 

27 German Democratic Republic 222 13 
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IX. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
cessation of the arms race and disarmament and 

other relevant measures 

15. Sea-bed and Ocean Floor 

190 

203 

225 

23I 

232 

22 

18 
33 

16, 17-lc 
17 

6 

Sweden 
USSR 
Pakistan (the Chairman) 
Peru (the Chairman) 
France 
Peru (the Chairman) 

France 
Pakistan (the Chairman) 
Peru (the Chairman) 

Sweden 
USSR 

231 

225 

231 

232 

190 

203 

17 

33 

16, 
17-18 
6 

22 

18 
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IX. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
cessation of the arms race and disarmament and 

other relevant measures 

16. Reduction of m i l i t a r y budgets 

189 37 Kenya Belgium 217 13-14 
190 11 Germany, Federal Republic of Czechoslovakia 211 11 

195 13 Romania Germany, Federal Republic of 190 11 

25-27 India India 195 25-27 
200 

211 

212 

217 

222 

226 

6-7 

11 

33-34 

13-14 

19 

8 

Yugoslavia 
Czechoslovakia 
Kenya 
Belgium 
USSR 
Romania 

Kenya 

Romania 

USSR 
Yugoslavia 

I89 
212 

195 
226 

222 

200 

57 
53-34 

13 
3 

19 

S-7 
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190 

192 I 

193 

194 

195 

198 

202 

206 

207 

215 

217 

222 

223 

225 

226 

232 

234 

235 

9- 12 

11 

19 

25 

34-35 

26 

12 

34 

25 

17 

11 

16 

19 

25 

20 

14-15 

13 

7 

17 

20, 22 

28 

10- 11 

8, 9 
12 

9 
16 

27 

8-9 

Country/Speaker Country/Speaker 

IX. Consideration of other areas dealing with the 
cessation of the arms race and disarmament and 

other relevant measures 

17. Confidence-building measures 

Germany, Federal Republic of! 
Belgium 
German Democratic Republic 
A u s t r a l i a 
Cuba 
Hungary 
The Secretary-General of 
the United Nations 
France 
India 
France 
France 
United Kingdom 
USSR 
Germany, Federal Republic of| 
Japan 
Belgium 
Yugoslavia 
Mongolia 
United States of America 
Germany, Federal Republic of| 
USSR 

Romania 
Japan 
German Democratic Republic 
Venezuela 
Mexico 
Belgium 
Hungary 

A u s t r a l i a 
Belgium 

Cuba 
France 

German Democratic Republic 

Germany, Federal Republic of 

Hungary 

India 
Japan 

Mexico 
Mongolia 
Romania 
USSR 

United Kingdom 
United States of America 
Venezuela 
Yugoslavia 
The Secretary-General of 
the United Nations 

PV 

I92 

I92 
217 
234 

192 

194 
198 
202 

192 
232 

190 
207 
223 

193 
235 

195 
215 
232 
234 
223 

226 

206 
225 

202 

223 

234 

222 

194 

Page 

25 

11 
14-15 

27 

34-35 

34 . 
17 
11 

19 
12 

9-12 
25 

20, 22 

26 
8-9 

25 
20 

8,9 
16 

7 

10-11 

19 
28 
16 

17 

9 

13 

12 



CD/421 
Appendix III/Vol.I 
page 58 

Chronological Alphabetical 

PV Page Country /Stuaker С ountry/Speaker PV Pan 

189 

190 

191 

192 

193 

194 

195 

197 

198 

200 

202 

207 

11 

I8-19 

26-29 

9 

16 

9-10 

7 

19 

10 

11 

16, 17 

26 

9 , 12 

14 

18, 19 

35 

42 , 45 

12 

21-26 

36 

7-8 
16 

18 
23 

8 

24 

7 

7-8, 9 

32 

8 
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The CHAIRMAN: I declare open the 198} session and the 189th plenary meeting 
of the Committee on Disarmament. 

Г Speaking ^n- Russian] Distinguishec delegates, ladies and gentlemen, this"year, 
the honour and duty of taking the Chair at the opening of the session of this 
multilateral disarmament negotiating forum have fallen to the l o t of the -
representative of the Mongolian People's Republic. In assuming the office of 
Chairman, I should lik e to express my confidence that our delegation can f u l l y 
count on the assistance and support of a l l participants i n this__forum_in the 
discharge of this responsible.mission. I should also lik e to assure my 
distinguished colleagues that the Mongolian delegation w i l l make every effort 
to contribute to businesslike and constructive work at the present session. 

I should lik e to take this opportunity, both on my own behalf and on that of 
this Committee, to offer warm congratulations to Mrs. Alva Myrdal of Sweden and 
Ambassador García Robles of Mexico on their being awarded the Nobel Peace Prize. 

I would ask the delegation of Sweden kindly to transmit our heartfelt 
congratulations to Mrs. Alva Myrdal. 

Ambassador Garcia Robles is well known to us as one of Mexico's outstanding 
diplomats. 

The great efforts of Ambassador Robles, who devotes his wealth of experience and 
his knowledge to the cause of disarmament, are held i n high esteem i n our Committee. 
Permit me from the bottom of my heart to wish distinguished Ambassador Robles, one 
of the honoured veterans of our influential forum, further great success i n his 
noble work. 

Allow me also to express to Ambassador García Robles sincere gratitude for his 
s k i l f u l and wise guidance of the Committee's work during the closing stage of i t s 
last year's session. 

I should lik e warmly to welcome our new colleagues, the representatives of 
Algeria, China, India, Japan, Kenya, Sweden, the United Kingdom and Venezuela. Ve 
look forward to their close co-operation and businesslike participation. 

It i s a pleasure to us to see among us and to welcome the distinguished 
Director-General, Mr. Erik Suy. 

I should also like to extend the most cordial welcome to my long-standing 
colleague, the distinguished Secretary of the Committee and Special Representative 
of the United Nations Secretary-General, Ambassador Riki Jaipal, who has always 
contributed to the utmost in his responsible duties and i s ever ready selflessly 
to assist us i n the furtherance of our common, very d i f f i c u l t tasks. I should 
l i k e , too, to welcome his deputy, Mr. V, Berasategui, and a l l the members of the 
secretariat. 

Distinguished delegates, we are meeting once again today for another session of 
this multilateral disarmament negotiating body i n a d i f f i c u l t international situation 
i n which the arms race, and especially the nuclear arms race, is constantly gaining 
in intensity. 



CD/PV.189 
9 

(The Chairman) 

I should like to remind you that, in the Pinal Document of i t s f i r s t special 
session devoted to disarmament, the United Nations General Assembly emphasized that 
the removal of the threat of a world war — a nuclear war — i s the most acute and 
urgent task of the present day. Mankind i s confronted with a choice: i t must 
either halt the arms race and proceed to disarmament or face annihilation. 

It i s precisely for this reason that broad strata of vorld public opinion, 
people of the most varying convictions, are speaking out with new strength against 
the danger of war, the threat of nuclear war. Such concepts and doctrines as those 
of a "limited nuclear war", "a f i r s t disabling nuclear 3trike", '"protracted nuclear 
conflict" and the like are alien to the w i l l and minds of peoples. 

Distinguished delegates, over two decades have elapsed since this negotiating 
body was created. As we know, this body has undergone a number of organizational 
and structural changes during that period. Today, a l l the nuclear-^weapon Powers 
that are permanent members of the Security Council are represented here, together 
with other m i l i t a r i l y significant States. 

In the period following the conclusion of the Moscow Treaty banning nuclear 
weapon tests i n three environments, and in the 1970s, when there was tangible progress 
i n the improvement of international relations, a number of important multilateral 
treaties and agreements i n the sphere of the limitation of the arms race and 
disarmament were drawn up and signed within the framework of this Committee. This 
played an important role i n the strengthening of universal peace and security. 
Our Committee deservedly earned thereby the approval and gratitude of world public 
opinion. 

It seems to me that i t is the task of this Committee now t"o redouble i t s 
efforts to secure the speediest possible elaboration of appropriate agreements on 
the v i t a l issues on i t s agenda. 

I think you w i l l agree with me when I say that the ES in c r i t e r i a for our 
negotiations should be that they are genuine negotiations and that they achieve 
results. 

There can be no doubt that the question which should have priority i n our 
negotiations i s that of the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disarmament. 

A general and complete nuclear-weapon test ban would be of exceptional 
importance i n the resolution of that issue. 

The question of the conclusion of a comprehensive test-ban treaty has been 
on the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament for шагу years now. A few years 
ago tripartite negotiations were being held on this subject, but most regrettably 
these were broken off. 

Prom the day of i t s entry into force, the 1965 Treaty has served as an 
important instrument of arms limitation. As you know, 20 yea^s ago the parties 
to that Treaty undertook to seek to achieve the adoption of a comprehensive set 
of measures in this sphere. Since then, the urgent need to achieve agreement on 
the cessation of underground nuclear tests has constantly been stressed at 
sessions of the General Assembly and i n numerous international forums. 
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I should like to remind you that 10 years ago, i n his message to the 
Committee on Disarmament, the Secretary-General of the United Hâtions expressed 
the hope "that the year 1973» which marks the tenth anniversary of the Partial 
Test Ban Treaty, w i l l also mark a turning point i n the efforts to achieve a 
comprehensive nuclear-test ban 1. 

Unfortunately, there has s t i l l heen no positive decision on this v i t a l l y 
important issue, the solution of which would contribute to the limitation of 
the nuclear arms race and the halting of the qualitative improvement of nuclear 
weapons. 

Naturally, negotiations on this matter, as on other pressing disarmament 
issues, are complex and involve many d i f f i c u l t i e s . They c a l l for persistence, 
patience and time. However, the key factor i n this extremely impQrtant matter 
must Ъе the demonstration of p o l i t i c a l w i l l and resolve on the part of a l l 
participants. Self-isolation would Ъе a disservice to this important cause. 

Let us, then, demonstrate greater w i l l and willingness so that this forum 
may, right from the outset of this session's work, hegin without delay concrete 
negotiations on the substance of the matter, with a view to the earliest possible 
elaboration of an international treaty on the prohibition of a l l nuclear weapons 
tests. 

It seems to me that positive results of work on the elaboration of such an 
international instrument would be an important contribution by our Committee to 
ЪЪе over—all credit balance for 1983» "the year of the twentieth anniversary of 
the Treaty banning nuclear weapons tests i n three environments. 

With your permission, I should also like to underline the importance of the 
resorption of the t r i p a r t i t e negotiations on this matter, which would undoubtedly 
serve as a stimulus- to the work of the Committee on Disarmament. 

Distinguished delegates, as regards the question of the prohibition and 
elimination of chemical weapons, the vorld expscts concrete results from our 
Coimittee. I think that, as is shown by the outcome of our work at the last 
cession, the conditions necessary for the achievement of agreement exist. As 
I see i t , the important thing now i s to proceed as rapidly as possible to 
agreement on the text of the basic provisions of a future convention, taking 
into account a l l the existing proposals and future i n i t i a t i v e s . 

The problem of preventing an arms race i n outer space has recently become 
particularly pressing and urgent. 

The approach to the consideration of this question must be constructive, 
aimed at the prevention of the further militarization of space and the use of 
contemporary sc i e n t i f i c and technical achievements for peaceful purposes. 

I think i t would not be superfluous to r e c a l l that the General Assembly also 
recognized the value of the resumption of b i l a t e r a l negotiations between the USSR 
and the United States of America on the prevention of an arms race i n outer space. 

Those, I believe, are the highest p r i o r i t y items on the agenda for the 
Committee's present session. In saying this, I i n no way intend to minimize the 
importance of such issues as those of a comprehensive programme of disarmament, the 
prohibition of radiological weapons and the strengthening of security guarantees 
for non-nuclear-weapon States, on which negotiations have already begun and may be 
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continued i n the respective subsidiary bodies with an appropriate mandate. At 
i t s last session, the United Nations General Assembly also adopted resolutions 
on these items, containing specific recommendations to" the Committee on Disarmament. 

The peoples of the world today pin high hopes on the successful conclusion of 
the Soviet-United States talks on the limitation of nuclear weapons i n Europe and on 
the limitation and reduction of strategic weapons. It i s , indeed, true that the 
answer to the question whether there w i l l or w i l l not be a new spiral i n the arms 
race i s directly dependent on the results of those talles. 

Distinguished delegates, i n the present d i f f i c u l t period in international 
l i f e , we take heart from the fact that an active dialogue and negotiations are 
now i n progress on the most urgent problems of the day. 

Some important proposals have been put forward with the specific aim"of 
eliminating distrust, lowering the level of military confrontation and thereby 
ensuring peace and security throughout the world. 

I believe that this i s precisely the object of the proposal made i n the 
recent Prague Declaration for the conclusion of a treaty on the mutual non-use 
of military force and the maintenance of peaceful relations between the States 
parties to the Warsaw Treaty and the States parties to the North Atlantic Treaty — 
a treaty which should be open to a l l other States also. 

In my opinion, this i n i t i a t i v e i s designed to meet the goals of preventing 
military confrontation and building confidence between States, and i s not merely i n 
the interests of the States belonging to the two alliances and of the other European 
States but also reflects the aspirations of the States i n the other regions of the 
world. 

As I see i t , this new proposal i s again closely related to the oonorete 
initia t i v e s of the Governments of States in various regions of the world that are 
call i n g for the achievement of agreement on the questions of the prevention of 
military confrontation, the non-use of force and non-àggression, and the 
implementation of regional measures for the maintenance of peace and sta b i l i t y . 

In my capacity as the representative of the Mongolian People's Republic, I 
should lik e to point out that, i n i t s statement of 17 January 1983» our Government 
f u l l y supported the proposals by the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty as a genuine 
alternative to a thermonuclear catastrophe endangering the l i f e and c i v i l i z a t i o n of 
mankind. 

Distinguished delegates, i n conclusion, permit me to express the hope that at 
i t s 198З session the Committee on Disarmament w i l l do everything i n i t s power to 
commence effective negotiations on the priority issues on i t s agenda and to make a 
tangible contribution to the general cause of halting the arms race and achieving 
disarmament, and especially nuclear disarmament. 

ГResuming m English] I have on my l i s t of speakers for today the representatives 
of Mexico, Canada, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Czechoslovakia and Kenya. 
Before giving the floor to the f i r s t speaker, I would like to welcome i n the Committee 
the Deputy Prime Minister and Secretary of State for External Affairs of Canada, 
the Honourable Allan J. MacEachen, who w i l l address the Committee today. I am 
sure that a l l members of the Committee welcome his presence at the opening of our 
annual session. 

I now give the floor to the representative of Mexico, Ambassador García Robles. 
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Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish); My delegation i s pleased 
that the alphabetical order of the names of our countries means that i t i s you who are 
succeeding me today as Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament. The proximity of the 
seats which we two always occupy in this negotiating body has placed me in a privileged 
position to appreciate the constructive and wise part which you have played since we 
began our work four years ago. I am certain that your chairmanship w i l l be distinguished 
by those same qualities during this month of February, in which you w i l l have the 
important task of guiding our discussions. 

While offering you my sincere congratulations, I should at the same time like to 
express my gratitude to you for your very kind words concerning the award of the 
Nobel Peace Prize for 1982, an honour which I shared with Alva Myrdal at the end of 
last year. As I already had occasion to say at the start of the work of the 
First Committee of the General Assembly on Id October last year, although the Prize i s 
usually awarded on a personal basis, i t must be borne in mind that people do not l i v e . 
or act in a vacuum, especially in the case of ac t i v i t i e s l i k e those believed to 
contribute to the promotion and strengthening of peace. Consequently, as I stated then 
and wish to repeat today, I am firmly convinced that in this case i t should be 
considered that the Prize has been awarded, albeit indirectly, to a number of recipients 
in addition to myself, including i n particular this multilateral disarmament negotiating 
body and i t s predecessor from 1962 onwards, which had successively two different names, 
as well as the First Committee of the General Assembly. 

This i s also substantiated by the reasons specifically mentioned by the 
Nobel Committee when explaining the grounds for i t s choice for 1982. These were given 
as follows: 

The Committee considered that the two recipients had "for many years played a 
central role i n the United Nations disarmament negotiations" and had contributed "to 
opening the eyes of the world to the threat which humanity faces through the continuing 
nuclear arms race". 

Mr. Chairman, my delegation wishes to associate i t s e l f with the warm words of 
welcome you addressed to those of our distinguished colleagues who are taking part ip 
our work for the f i r s t time today as well as to the Secretary and Deputy Secretary of 
the Committee. 

The increased number of resolutions relating to disarmament (no less than 58) which 
have come to us from the thirty-seventh session of the United Nations General Assembly, 
the largest number in the annals of the Organization, creates a risk of our being unable 
to see the wood for the trees. 

In order to help avoid that, I should Tike to confine this statement to two of the 
issues dealt with in those resolutions, namely, the comprehensive programme of 
disarmament and the bilateral negotiations on nuclear weapons. Naturally, this does not 
mean that I am unaware of the importance of a number of other issues, with which I hope 
to have the opportunity of dealing in later statements, such as a nuclear-weapon test 
ban, the prevention of nuclear war, the prevention of the arms race i n outer space, and 
the elimination of chemical weapons. 

I have chosen the subject of a comprehensive programme of disarmament because i t 
seems to me that of a l l the items on the agenda of this negotiating body this i s perhaps 
the one which, by reason as much of i t s history as of i t s prospects, may be considered 
as capable of f u l l realization during the course of this year, and of incalculable 
significance as regards i t s effects. 
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As you w i l l r e c a l l the Committee, as the r e s u l t o f two years' continuous work by 
an ad hoc working group, was able to submit to the General Assembly, at i t s 
second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n devoted to disarmament, a d r a f t c o n t a i n i n g a l l the necessary 
m a t e r i a l f o r a comprehensive programme, i n the form e i t h e r o f unanimously agreed t e x t s 
or o f a l t e r n a t i v e t e x t s (with the exception o f the i n t r o d u c t i o n , which i t was agreed, 
should be d r a f t e d l a t e r , and f o r which the Chairman o f the Working Group subsequently 
submitted a d r a f t to the General Assembly. 

Unfortunately, as a l l the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s i n t h i s Committee w i l l 
doubtless r e c a l l , the General Assembly was unable to b r i n g to a s u c c e s s f u l c o n c l u s i o n 
the p r eparation o f a comprehensive programme o f disarmament t h a t would f a i t h f u l l y 
r e f l e c t the requirements set f o r t h i n paragraph 109 o f the F i n a l Document o f the 
f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n devoted to disarmament. I s h a l l not review here the reasons f o r 
th a t f a i l u r e : I d i d so a t s u f f i c i e n t l ength i n the statement I made j u s t s i x months 
ago a t the Committee's 175th meeting, h e l d on 3 August 1982, the t e x t o f which may 
e a s i l y be consulted by anyone so wishing. I s h a l l confine myself to re p e a t i n g what I 
s a i d then, that the d e c i s i v e element which l e d to t h a t f a i l u r e was the negative 
a t t i t u d e o f one o f the two nuclear superpowers towards nuclear disarmament and i n 
p a r t i c u l a r towards a t o t a l nuclear-weapon-test ban. 

This a t t i t u d e i s i n f l a g r a n t c o n t r a d i c t i o n with the commitment made under the 
P a r t i a l Test Ban Treaty n e a r l y 20 years ago, the preamble o f which expresses the 
determination to achieve "the discontinuance o f a l l t e s t explosions o f nuclear weapons 
for a l l time". This undertaking was e x p l i c i t l y r e i t e r a t e d f i v e years l a t e r i n the 
preamble to the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n Treaty, and i s c e r t a i n l y a l s o i m p l i c i t i n a r t i c l e VI 
o f t h a t Treaty. 

The r e s p o n s i b i l i t y t h a t the superpower i n question would bear i f i t p e r s i s t e d i n 
i t s negative p o s i t i o n would c e r t a i n l y be much gr e a t e r t h i s year than i t was i n 1982. 
For i t should not be forgotten t h a t a t i t s second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n devoted t o 
disarmament the General Assembly, a f t e r r e g r e t t i n g t h a t i t had not been able to adopt 
a comprehensive programme o f disarmament, s t a t e d t h a t i t "was encouraged" by "the 
unanimous and c a t e g o r i c a l r e a f f i r m a t i o n by a l l Member States o f the v a l i d i t y o f the 
F i n a l Document" o f the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n devoted to disarmament, as w e l l as " t h e i r 
solemn commitment to i t and t h e i r pledge to respect the p r i o r i t i e s i n disarmament 
n e g o t i a t i o n s as agreed t o i n i t s Programme o f A c t i o n " . I t then went on t o say: 

"Member States have a f f i r m e d t h e i r determination to continue t o work f o r the 
urgent c o n c l u s i o n o f n e g o t i a t i o n s on and the adoption o f the Comprehensive 
Programme o f Disarmament, which s h a l l encompass a l l measures thought to be 
adv i s a b l e i n order to ensure t h a t the goal o f general and complete disarmament 
under e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l becomes a r e a l i t y i n a world i n which 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y p r e v a i l , and i n which a new i n t e r n a t i o n a l economic 
order i s strengthened and c o n s o l i d a t e d . To t h i s end, the d r a f t Comprehensive 
Programme o f Disarmament i s hereby r e f e r r e d back t o the Committee on Disarmament, 
together wi t h the views expressed and the progress achieved on the sub j e c t a t the 
s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . The Committee on Disarmament i s requested to submit a r e v i s e d 
d r a f t Comprehensive Programme o f Disarmament to the General Assembly a t i t s 
t h i r t y - e i g h t h s e s s i o n . " 

That i s a quotation from the d e c l a r a t i o n adopted by consensus at the General Assembly's 
second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n devoted to disarmament, l a s t year. 
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I t i s a b s o l u t e l y c l e a r from the statement which I have j u s t quoted t h a t the 
General Assembly expects the Committee to transmit to i t , not next year nor s t i l l 
l e s s i n 1985 but a t i t s t h i r t y - e i g h t h s e s s i o n , to be h e l d i n the course o f t h i s year 
which i s j u s t beginning, a d r a f t comprehensive programme which i s wholly or v i r t u a l l y 
free o f b r a c k e t s . Since the outcome o f the Committee's work on t h i s i s s u e w i l l , i n 
the l a s t r e s o r t , depend on whether the superpower to which I have already made s e v e r a l 
references f i n a l l y decides to a c t i n accordance with the l e g a l l y b i n d i n g commitments 
i t gave some time ago w i t h respect to a t e s t ban, we should l i k e t o s t r e s s t h a t a 
d e c l a r a t i o n t o t h a t e f f e c t would unquestionably be one o f the most e f f e c t i v e means o f 
ensuring t h a t the statement to be made i n the Committee next F r i d a y by one o f the 
highest o f f i c i a l s o f the a d m i n i s t r a t i o n o f the State i n question w i l l be a memorable 
one. What i s more, t h i s would not e n t a i l any o b l i g a t i o n f o r t h a t State a d d i t i o n a l to 
the one f r e e l y accepted by i t i n paragraph 51 o f the F i n a l Document o f 1978, which, 
as I r e c a l l e d a moment ago, was " c a t e g o r i c a l l y r e a f f i r m e d " l a s t year by i t s Government, 
which a l s o promised to respect "the p r i o r i t i e s i n disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s " agreed to 
i n t h a t Document. 

The second i s s u e which, as I s a i d e a r l i e r , I wish to d i s c u s s today forms p a r t o f 
the item on our agenda e n t i t l e d "Cessation o f the nuclear arms race and nuclear 
disarmament", an item on which, r e g r e t t a b l y , i t has not yet been p o s s i b l e even t o s e t 
up an ad hoc working group. 

However, f o r the past year and two months i n the one case and seven months i n 
the o t h e r , the United States and the Soviet Union have been h o l d i n g , here i n Geneva, 
two s e t s o f b i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s , the f i r s t on the s o - c a l l e d intermediate-range 
nuclear weapons, which began on 30 November 198l, and the second on s t r a t e g i c n u c l e a r 
weapons, which began on 29 June 1982. 

On 9 December 1982 the General Assembly adopted, by 114 votes i n favour and only 
one a g a i n s t , r e s o l u t i o n 37/78 i n which, a f t e r r e c a l l i n g the commitment approved by 
consensus a t the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n i n 1978 and r e i t e r a t e d a t the second 
s p e c i a l s e s s i o n i n 1982, r e q u i r i n g t h a t the United Nations should be kept a p p r o p r i a t e l y 
informed o f a l l n e g o t i a t i o n s r e l a t i n g t o disarmament, whether b i l a t e r a l , r e g i o n a l or 
m u l t i l a t e r a l , i t went on to make two s p e c i f i c requests o f the Governments o f the two 
above-mentioned n e g o t i a t i n g S t a t e s : 

F i r s t , t o transmit t o the Secretary-General, not l a t e r than 1 September 1985, 
"a j o i n t r e p o r t or two separate r e p o r t s on the stage reached i n t h e i r above-mentioned 
n e g o t i a t i o n s , f o r c o n s i d e r a t i o n by the General Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - e i g h t h s e s s i o n " ; 

Secondly, "To bear c o n s t a n t l y i n mind t h a t not only t h e i r n a t i o n a l i n t e r e s t s but 
a l s o the v i t a l i n t e r e s t s o f a l l the peoples o f the world are a t stake i n t h i s 
q u e s t i o n " . 

In order t o r e a l i z e how f u l l y j u s t i f i e d are these requests by the General Assembly, 
i t i s enough to r e c a l l some o f the main d e c l a r a t i o n s approved by consensus i n 1978, 
which were the s u b j e c t o f "unanimous and c a t e g o r i c a l r e a f f i r m a t i o n by a l l Member S t a t e s " 
i n 1982. These proclaimed, i n t e r a l i a , t h a t "enduring i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y 
cannot be b u i l t on the accumulation o f weaponry by m i l i t a r y a l l i a n c e s nor be s u s t a i n e d 
by a precarious balance o f deterence or d o c t r i n e s o f s t r a t e g i c s u p e r i o r i t y " ; t h a t 
" e x i s t i n g a r s e n a l s o f nuclear weapons alone are more than s u f f i c i e n t to destroy a l l 
l i f e on E a r t h " , and t h a t t h e r e f o r e "the increase i n weapons, e s p e c i a l l y nuclear 
weapons, f a r from h e l p i n g to strengthen i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y , on the contrary 
weakens i t " ; and t h a t "the e x i s t e n c e o f nuclear weapons and the c o n t i n u i n g arms race" 
pose an alarming "threat to the very s u r v i v a l o f mankind", and t h e r e f o r e " a l l the 
peoples o f the world have a v i t a l i n t e r e s t i n the success o f disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s " . 
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In the l i g h t o f the foregoing, i t i s very easy t o understand why my delega t ion 
f e e l s o b l i g e d , at t h i s opening meeting o f the Committee's 1933 s e s s i o n , to express 
i t s deep concern at the course followed so f a r by the n e g o t i a t i o n s between the two 
superpowers. 

With respect to s t r a t e g i c weapons, i t i s our view that the seven months o f 
b i l a t e r a l t a l k s should not be seen as something i s o l a t e a but r a t h e r as a supplement t o 
the 10 years o f the s o - c a l l e d SALT I and SALT I I t a l k s and that i t should t h e r e f o r e be 
considered t h a t the t a l k s have gone on more than long enough f o r i t t o be p o s s i b l e t o 
move on from e x p l o r a t o r y s p a r r i n g and p u b l i c r e l a t i o n s or propaganda statements (the 
two terms have been used without d i s t i n c t i o n ) to a period o f genuine and f a i r 
n e g o t i a t i o n , as b e f i t s the two superpowers whose s e c u r i t y c e r t a i n l y cannot be i n 
danger as they are both arned to the t e e t h ; oesides, i n the opinion o f a l l observers 
who are both competent and o b j e c t i v e , there i s between them a s t a t e o f " p a r i t y " or 
"dead heat" — whichever you p r e f e r — i / i t h respect to t h e i r nuclear m i l i t a r y c a p a c i t y . 

As regards intermediate-range nuclear weapons, a l s o known as- long-range th e a t r e 
weapons, we cannot d i s g u i s e the f a c t t h a t our alarm i s g r e a t e r s t i l l , s i n c e i t appears 
that i f the n e g o t i a t i o n s do not bear f r u i t w i t h i n a r e l a t i v e l y s h o r t p e r i o d , 572 new 
nuclear m i s s i l e s w i l l be deployed i n Europe, 464 o f them o f the guided " c r u i s e " type, 
and the other IOO o f the Pershing I I type. 

With regard to the former, i t i s g e n e r a l l y agreed t h a t v e r i f i c a t i o n o f these 
would be v i r t u a l l y i m p o s s i o l e , which would make tne n e g o t i a t i o n s on nuclear arms 
l i m i t a t i o n and nuclear disarmament i n f i n i t e l y more d i f f i c u l t . However, the harm that 
would r e s u l t from the deployment o f these seems o f s m a l l account compared with the 
danger inherent i n the deployment o f Pershing I I m i s s i l e s , i n the context o f 
c o n f r o n t a t i o n between the two nuclear superpowers. I t i s easy to understand why, i n 
the l e a d i n g a r t i c l e o f i t s l a t e s t i s s u e , dated 51 January, one o f the most widely 
c i r c u l a t e d United States weeklies asks whether arms c o n t r o l w i l l be achieved "now or 
never", s t r e s s e s t h a t "the time f o r empty words i s f a s t running out" and p o i n t s out 
that f o r the Soviet Union the deployment o f Pershing I I m i s s i l e s would be the 
equivalent o f "a. Cuban m i s s i l e c r i s i s i n r e v e r s e " . 

The r e l e v a n t f a c t s o f the matter are as f o l l o w s : i t i s c a l c u l a t e d t h a t 
i n t e r - c o n t i n e n t a l m i s s i l e s would take about h a l f an hour to reach t h e i r t a r g e t s , 
whether i n the Soviet Union or i n the United S t a t e s . On the other hand, the 
Pershing I I m i s s i l e s , which would remain United States m i s s i l e s although i n s t a l l e d on 
European t e r r i t o r y , would take only s i x minutes to reach t h e i r d e s t i n a t i o n on S o v i e t 
t e r r i t o r y . In a book published l a s t yçar by Times Books e n t i t l e d Russian R o u l e t t e : 
the superpower game, Arthur Macy Cox r e c a l l s that Mr. Fred Iklé (who spoke a number 
o f times at the Conference o f the Committee on Disarmament as D i r e c t o r o f the 
United States Arms Cont r o l and Disarmament Agency, and i s now an undersecretary i n 
h i s country's Defense Department) i n June I 9 8 O wrote an a r t i c l e i n the Washington Post 
e n t i t l e d "The Growing Risk o f I'ar by Accident". In that a r t i c l e he wrote: 

"The more we r e l y on 'launch-on-warning' (or, f o r t h a t matter, the, more 
the Soviets do), the g r e a t e r the r i s k o f a c c i d e n t a l nuclear war. Anyone who 
t r i e s to e x p l a i n t h a t t h i s t a c t i c could be implemented i n a t o t a l l y r e l i a b l e 
and safe way i s a f o o l . He does not even know how l i t t l e he knows. No one 
can understand i n s u f f i c i e n t d e t a i l a l l the p o s s i b l e malfunctions, u n a n t i c i p a t e d 
events and human e r r o r s t h a t might i n t e r a c t some day to confound the 
"redundant" warning systems or to bypass the 'safeguards' against an unintended 
r e l e a s e o f the command to launch a m i s s i l e s a l v o . 



CD/PV.189 
16 

(Mr, Garcia Robles, Mexico) 

The c r u x o f the matter i s t h a t the more important i t becomes to 'launch on 
warning,' the more .dangerous i t w i l l be. The t i g h t e n i n g noose around our neck 
i s the requirement f o r speed. The more c e r t a i n one wants t o be t h a t our m i s s i l e 
forces could launched w i t h i n minutes and under a l l Circumstances, the more 
one has t o p r a c t i c e the system and to loosen the safeguards. And remember: 
As i n June, 198O, there w i l l be f a l s e a l e r t s . " 

To assess the t e r r i b l e consequences t h a t a l e r t s o f t h i s k i n d could have i n the 
case o f nuclear m i s s i l e s r e q u i r i n g only s i x minutes t o reach t h e i r t a r g e t s , i t i s 
worth . r e c a l l i n g the f o l l o w i n g i n f o r m a t i o n given i n the Mew York Times concerning the 
two a l e r t s which took,place i n 1980: 

"In the i n c i d e n t s of 3 June and 6 June, about 100 B-52 ЪотЪегз c a r r y i n g 
nuclear weapons were prepared f o r t a k e - o f f because the o f f i c e r on duty o f the 
S t r a t e g i c A i r Command re c e i v e d data from a computer i n d i c a t i n g t h a t a S o v i e t 
m i s s i l e a t t a c k was under way. In each o f these two cases, as competent o f f i c i a l s 
r e v e a led, the command a i r c r a f t o f the President o f the United S t a t e s , a s p e c i a l l y 

- adapted 747 f u l l o f telecommunications equipment, normally based very c l o s e t o 
. Washington, at Andrews Axr Force Base, was a l s o prepared f o r t a k e - o f f " . 

To supplement t h i s i n f o r m a t i o n , and w i t h the same purpose I mentioned e a r l i e r , 
t h a t o f b r i n g i n g out the f u l l s i g n i f i c a n c e o f the "launch-on-warning" s t r a t e g y or 
t a c t i o i n the case o f m i s s i l e s t a k i n g s i x minutes t o reach t h e i r t a r g e t s , I s h a l l a l s o 
quote the o p i n i o n expressed by Robert C. A l d r i d g e , a space engineer and expert i n 
submarine m i l i t a r y technology, as w e l l as author o f s e v e r a l books, i n an a r t i c l e 
p u b lished on 26 J u l y 1980, i n which he wrote the f o l l o w i n g : 

"Three times m seven months the s t r a t e g i c n u c l e a r f o r c e s of the 
United States have been placed on a l e r t due to e r r o r s o f e l e c t r o n i c equipment. 
On 9 November 1979 the NORAD computer announced an a t t a c k by submarine-launched 
m i s s i l e s . On 3 June 1980, i t reported а тазе a t t a c k a l s o i n c l u d i n g submarine-
launched m i s s i l e s . Three days l a t e r , i t i n d i c a t e d t h a t m i s s i l e s from submarir.ee 
l y i n g some thousand mil e s from the coasts o f the United States could reach t h e i r 
t a r g e t s i n about 10 minutes. The November scare l a s t e d s i x minutes, and tho 
June a l e r t s l a s t e d t h r e e , which represents a considerable p o r t i o n o f the time 
a v a i l a b l e f o r making d e c i s i o n s . I t i s t e r r i f y i n g to t h i n k o f the consequences 
which these a l e r t s could have had i f they had l a s t e d only a few c r u c i a l minutes 
more". 

R e f l e c t i n g on these f a c t s and on t h i s reasoning i t i s v e r y easy to understand why 
we are convinced o f the need f o r the two superpowers which have been n e g o t i a t i n g on 
nuclear weapons "to bear c o n s t a n t l y i n mind t h a t not only t h e i r n a t i o n a l i n t e r e s t s but 
a l s o the v i t a l i n t e r e s t s o f a l l the peoples o f the world are a t stake i n t h i s q u e s t i o n " , 
as the.General Assembly so r i g h t l y put i t . We f u l l y understand t h a t , as i s customary 
i n a l l i n t e r n a t i o n a l n e g o t i a t i o n s , each o f the p a r t i e s should put forward as i t s 
o r i g i n a l proposal something going c o n s i d e r a b l y f u r t h e r than what the proponent h i m s e l f 
c o n s i d e r s , i n h i s heart o f h e a r t s , to be reasonable and f a i r . However, we cannot grasp 
how, a f t e r more than a year o f t a l k s , there i s s t i l l a p a r ty c l i n g i n g t o i t s o r i g i n a l 
proposal and seeking to present i t not only as beyond improvement but even 
i r r e p l a c e a b l e . We "prefer the behaviour o f those who have already shown s i g n s o f 
s u f f i c i e n t f l e x i b i l i t y , p u t t i n g forward a l t e r n a t i v e s c o n t a i n i n g elements which are not 
unreasonable or u n f a i r , and hope th a t i t w i l l soon be i m i t a t e d by the other p a r t y . 

Mexico's p o s i t i o n cn n u c l e a r weapons i s " w e l l known, and i t may be summed up as 
f o l l o w s : i t i s our c o n v i c t i o n that e i t h e r the world w i l l put an end to n u c l e a r 
weapons or n u c l e a r weapons w i l l put an end to the world. I n essence, t h i s 

http://submarir.ee
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posiTjicn coincides with Lhe conclusion reached by the experts of 1 2 different; 
nationalities who worked for a year, under the auspices of the United .îfotions-and 
in implementation of a General Assembly resolution, i n their report entitled 
"Comprehensive Study on Nuclear Weapons'' which they adopted unanimously. That 
conclusion reads as follows: 

"Even i f the road to nuclear disarmament i s a long and d i f f i c u l t one, 
there i s no alternative. Peace requires the prevention of the danger "o"f a 
nuclear war. I f nuclear disarmament i s to become a reality, the commitment 
to mutual deterrence through a balance of terror must be discarded. The 
concept of the maintenance of world peace, s t a b i l i t y and balance through the 
process of deterrence i s perhaps the most dangerous collective fallacy that 
exists.". 

It was because we are convinced of this great truth, and because we l i k e to 
practise what we preach that, some 20 years ago, Mexico took the i n i t i a t i v e which 
led to the creation of the nuclear-weapon-free zone which, as you know, exists 
i n Latin America. I t would perhaps not be a bad idea i f a similar zone could be 
established i n Europe, i n the interests of the peace and tranquillity of the peoples 
of the world. It seems to us that one country or one region should not, i n seeking 
to guarantee i t s own security, endanger that of the entire planet. In this 
interdependent world i n which i t i s our l o t to l i v e , clearly there can be no 
greater i l l u s i o n than to believe that a nuclear war could be a "limited" war. We 
think that the only choice open to mankind i n the event of such a conflagration 
would be the one described by Einstein and Russell nearly 30 years ago when they saic 
that there would be "sudden death for a minority and slow death for the majority 
subjected to the torture of disease and gradual disintegration". 

Two months ago, on 1 December 1982, a new Constitutional President of Mexico, 
Miguel de l a Madrid Hurtado, took possession of his high office, as has occurred 
regularly every six years i n the c i v i l process of more than half a century of 
democratic s t a b i l i t y . 

In this connection, I should lik e to close this statement with two quotations 
both of which, I believe, clearly and concisely i l l u s t r a t e the continuity of 
Mexico's foreign policy on issues such as those which I have dealt with -today. 

In his inaugural address, the President of Mexico stated: 

"We shall continue to uphold, with unwavering conviction, the s e l f -
determination of peoples, non-intervention, the peaceful settlement of 
conflicts, the legal equality of States, disarmament for the preservation 
of peace, and just and effective international co-operation. 

"Isolation i s not merely an anachronism but an impossibility. Co-operation 
among free peoples i s the only road to peace i n an interdependent world. With 
greater internal co-ordination of our actions and strategies, we shall take 
part i n international forums and bilateral actions to enhance the 
effectiveness of our objectives and principles.". 

Two weeks later, on 17 December, speaking on behalf of the Mexican Head of State 
i n an address to the diplomatic corps, his Secretary for Foreign Affairs, 
Bernardo SepúTveda Amor, stated: 

"Mexico i s in favour of a peace which implies, without any reservations 
or shadows, f u l l recognition of the inescapable common destiny of a l l 
mankind.". 
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The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Mexico for his statement and for 
the kind words he addressed to the Chair. I now give the floor to the 
Deputy Prime Minister and Secretary of State for External Affairs of Canada, the 
Honourable Allan J. MacEachen. 

Mr. IlacEACHEN (Canada): Mr. Chairman: may I f i r s t extend to you my 
congratulations on your assumption of the Chair for the f i r s t month of this year's 
session of the Committee on Disarmament. I should also like to extend to 
Ambassador García Robles my congratulations on his receiving the Nobel Peace Prize. 
The peace prize is much more than a personal honour; i t i s a symbol of the devotion 
to peace that must be at the heart of our collective work. 

I re c a l l the message of the late Lester Б. Pearson, a friend and cabinet 
colleague of mine, when he accepted the Nobel Peace Prize in 1957. He said that i n 
the nuclear age nations face a choice between peace and extinction. In the twenty-
five years since then, nuclear war has been avoided, but at the cost of an awesome 
build-up of nuclear arms. The horrible instruments of destruction, so terrifying 
in the 1950s, have been replaced by new and more deadly successors. The threat of 
a sudden, total collapse into nuclear suicide has been overlaid with an equally 
c h i l l i n g prospect of suicide by stages, of nuclear war that could never be "won". 

The Government of Canada believes that 1983 must be a crucial year in reviving 
the^momentum of arms control and disarmament negotiations. 

Just a l i t t l e over a year ago there were no negotiations on nuclear "weapons. 
Since then, the United States and the Soviet Union have begun negotiations on 
intermediate-range nuclear forces (HTF) and more recently have resumed talles on 
strategic nuclear arms (START). The emphasis not just on limitations but on reductions 
is most welcome. 

Recently, there have been signs that the negotiating process i s beginning to 
work. The leaders of both superpowers have publicly reaffirmed their commitment to 
serious negotittions. Proposals have been made by both sides, some of vhich have been 
vigorously promoted i n public. A greater sense of urgency appears to be developing. 
In the meantime, both superpowers continue to agree informally to abide by the main 
provisions of the SALT agreements. 

This is not the forum for those negotiations, though we a l l realize that unless 
concrete progress i s achieved in those talks,' our collective fate w i l l be at risk no 
matter how much may be achieved i n this forum. If/hat we can drav from past experience 
is a fundamental conclusion that must apply i f arms control and/-disarmament 
negotiations — bi l a t e r a l or multilateral — are to succeed. 

An increase m mutual security is the only sound basis for effective arms 
control and disarmament. As Prime Minister Trudeau stressed at the second 
United Nations special session on disarmament, security i n today's world cannot be 
achieved on a purely national basis. Attempts by one side to fflake gains at the 
expense of the security of the other ultimately w i l l not work. Security i s a matter 
of weaponry but also of perception and confidence. Action by one side which i s 
perceived by the other to be threatening creates or widens a gulf of suspicion. 
Action produces reaction, and in the end neither side achieves a long-term gain. 
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Both suffer from the effort and the p o l i t i c a l relationship i s poisoned. Arms control 
negotiations offer an escape from this danger only i f the parties accept as their 
fundamental objective increased mutual гjcurity rather than unilateral advantage. 
It follows from this that an attempt by any pover to develop a policy which assumes 
that nuclear war can be vinnable contributes to mutual insecurity. 

While this may be a home truth, i t is directly relevant to the current situation. 
The origins and evolution of the Ж Г talks illustrate the point. 

In 1977» the Soviet Union began to deploy the SS-20 missile. The North Atlantic 
alliance was understandably concerned by this new threat to the territory of several 
European member States. Moreover the Soviet Union and the United States were at that 
time working towards codification of a balance in intercontinental nuclear weapons. 

Thus, in December 1979» NATO members, including Canada, took what has become 
known as the "two-track" decision. We agreed to deploy Pershing IÍ missiles and 
ground-launched cruise missiles, beginning in late 1983. Canada has since been asked 
to help test the cruise missile guidance system. Secondly, NATO proposed negotiations 
between the Soviet Union and the United States to limit land-based intermediate-range 
missile systems on both sides. So began the dynamic leading to the INF talles. 

Since 1979» progress has been made, but much too slowly. The Soviet Union vas 
sharply c r i t i c a l of the NATO decision to deploy new intermediate-range missiles in 
response to the SS-20 missiles, and i n i t i a l l y vas reluctant to take part in 
negotiations. Subsequently, the Soviet Union agreed to preliminary discussions i n 
the autumn of 1980. Formal negotiations began in November 1981. 

The period since November 1981 has been marked by exchanges of concrete 
proposals. The negotiations have been conducted seriously and ha.ve made some progress. 
Given the underlying need to take into account the legitimate security concerns of 
both sides, NATO ministers have agreed that this requirement could best be met through 
the elimination of a l l existing Soviet and planned United States missiles in this 
class. We have also confirmed our earlier decision to begin deploying the missiles 
at the end of 1983 unless there are concrete results from the negotiations. Ue are 
willing to give f u l l consideration to any serious Soviet proposals that would enhance 
the chances for effective and verifiable agreements. 

Recently, the Soviet Union made a proposal concerning possible reductions of 
intermediate-range nuclear weapons. While the proposal is unacceptable in many 
respects, i t appears to recognize that NATO Governments have a legitimate concern 
about the number of SS-20 missiles aimed at the European member States, and that a 
reduction i s necessary. 

This i n i t s e l f i s progress. However, i t is not yet clear i f both sides have 
accepted that mutual security must be the basis of the negotiations. That is why 
1983 i s crucial. 

Canada has a large stake in the negotiations. We intend to press vigorously the 
following basic approach: 

Canada places i t s f u l l veight behind the negotiations. We strongly support a 
negotiated solution that v i l l malee deployment of the missiles in Europe 
unnecessary5 
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Likewise, i n the absence of concrete results i n the negotiations, Canada 
considers that there i s no viable alternative to deployment of the missiles; 

Every serious proposal must be seriously examined. By the same token, 
propaganda ploys must not be permitted to undermine serious negotiations 5 

Statements aimed at public opinion cannot be a substitute for genuine willingness 
to reach an agreement; 

Increased mutual security must be accepted as the fundamental consideration i n 
the negotiating process. 

Despite the obstacles, the Canadian Government i s convinced that these 
negotiations can demonstrate in 1983 that the arms control and disarmament process 
can be made to work. 

1983 is also a year of opportunity for the Committee on Disarmament. Public 
concern about the issues i s high. The need for early action i s clear, and mutual 
security i s also the foundation for our vork here. 

I see encouraging signs i n this Committee since I was f i r s t responsible for 
Canadian foreign policy some seven years ago. 

The presence now of China and Prance along with the other three nuclear-weapon 
States i s the most striking and hopeful development. 

The growth in size of this negotiating body, while at f i r s t glance sobering, i s 
also encouraging, llore widespread representation from a l l parts of the world in a 
body devoted to arms control and disarmament is a positive development despite the 
complications this inevitably introduces for a negotiating forum. Governments in 
a l l regions have a direct interest — and a corresponding responsibility — i n 
contributing to the global quest for a more secure world. 

Working groups have been established on certain key subjects. The increasing 
participation of technical experts is another significant development. 

These have been positive steps, but we must demonstrate to the world that this 
is a serious negotiating body vhich can produce concrete results. 

How can we ensure that the real vori: of negotiation i s pressed with vigour? The 
negotiating table is f u l l of proposals, but they must be translated into agreements. 
The recent Prague Declaration referred to the work of this Committee in an extended 
way. As I said i n Ottawa last week, any aspects of these proposals which would lead 
to progress towards concrete and verifiable arms control and disarmament agreements wil 
receive our support. Today, in Geneva, I want to single out particular issues on 
which Canada believes progress should be made in 19S3» 

The pursuit of a comprehensive nuclear test ban is a fundamental nuclear issue 
before this Committee. We were pleased by the establishment last year of a vorking 
group in the Committee on a nuclear test ban, but ve were disappointed that, having 
waited so long for consensus, the Committee did not move quickly to begin substantive 
work. I urge that this new working group begin to discharge i t s mandate as a matter 
of urgency in 19Q3. 
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Another promising avenue is the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts on seismic 
events. Since i t s inception in 1976, i t has been developing an international seismic 
data exchange system vhich v i l l be an international verification mechanism forming 
part of the provisions of an eventual comprehensive nuclear test ban treaty. At the 
second United Nations special session on disarmament la.st year, Prime Minister Trudeau 
called for i t to become f u l l y operational at an early date and i n advance of a treaty. 
Canada has committed resources to enable us to become a f u l l participant in the 
exchange. Ve are convinced that the early entry into operation of the data exchange 
would be an effective way to malee progress towards the objective of a comprehensive 
test ban. 

This step-by-6tep approach can ensure that key elements of a treaty are i n 
place even before the f i n a l p o l i t i c a l commitment to a comprehensive nuclear test 
ban treaty. This process can develop a momentum toward the conclusion of a treaty 
and can be complementary to the necessary negotiations among nuclear-weapon States. 

I take this opportunity of drawing to the attention of this Committee an 
equally high Canadian priority for 1983» the prevention of the further spread 
of nuclear weapons through the evolution of an effective non-proliferation regime 
based on the non-proliferation Treaty. The PPT emphasizes the non-discriminatory 
transfer of peaceful nuclear technology. It also provides for the de-escalation of 
the arms race on the part of nuclear-weapon States and for the rapid and effective 
movement towards disarmament. More States have adhered to the non-proliferation 
Treaty. However, such voluntary renunciation has not been matched by corresponding 
action by the nuclear-weapon States to halt the build-up of nuclear weapons. Only 
tangible moves by the superpowers w i l l demonstrate the sincerity of their commitment 
to non-proliferation. Those of us with nuclear technology and those without must 
seek to persuade the nuclear-weapon States to live up to the bargain to which they 
axe committed by the non-proliferation Treaty. 

Canada is prepared to seek international consensus on the development of 
principles which would result i n a more universal and effective approach to non-
proliferation. Such principles should include a formal renunciation of nuclear 
explosive devices and an agreement to permit the safeguarding of a l l nuclear 
activities throughout the entire range of the nuclear fuel cycle. This i s fundamental 
to the creation of a stable and permament non-proliferation regime. Under such 
conditions, bilateral nuclear commitments could then be subsumed into a truly 
equitable and responsible international order. 

I suggest that the time has cone for genuine movement towards the realization 
of these objectives. 

Arms control and disarmament must also extend to non-nuclear-weapon systems, 
some of which are as potentially horrifying as nuclear weapons. 
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The time is right for progress this year- towards a treaty on the prohibition 
of the development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons and the destruction 
of existing stocks. We intend to participate vigorously along with others i n seeking 
to realize the maximum from the present opportunity. 

Continuing Canadian research on defensive measures enables us to put forward 
suggestions on such aspects as the verification provisions of a treaty banning 
chemical weapons, Canada has contributed working papers. We have allocated funds 
to enable Canadian technical experts to participate here in Geneva for longer periods, 
beginning with the 1933 session. Expertise from many countries, including non-members, 
has been brought to bear i n this Committee on the complex issues involved. The 
achievements of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons again i l l u s t r a t e that work in 
this body can complement bila t e r a l negotiations. 

Another area for progress is the subject of weapons for use i n outer space. 
This issue has been described as the f i r s t arms control problem of the twenty-first 
century. I urge the Committee to begin as soon as possible i t s essential task of 
defining the legal and other issues necessary to build upon the outer space l e g a l 
regime. Canada contributed to this objective i n a working paper tabled here last 
summer. Verification i s l i k e l y to loom large, as i t does for a nuclear test ban and 
a chemical weapons ban. The expanding programme of verification research i n Canada 
w i l l seek to identify possible solutions. We intend to participate actively i n this 
work. It i s the view of the Government of Canada that i t i s time to establish a 
working group on this subject. 

I have focused on four important issues, four Canadian p r i o r i t i e s for 1983» 
on which I wished to put Canada's position strongly: 

Canada w i l l press for progress toward the objective of a comprehensive nuclear 
test ban; 

Canada w i l l press for a more effective non-proliferation regime; 

Canada w i l l press for a convention to prohibit chemical weapons; 

Canada w i l l press for progress towards the objective of prohibiting a l l weapons 
for use in outer space. 

These are issues where there are prospects for genuine progress and where progress 
can malee a direct contribution to mutual security. 

Recent years have not been propitious for negotiating on arms control and 
disarmament. Yet the process has continued and i s again beginning to show hopeful 
signs. Public statements by world leaders have underlined that the arms spiral i s a 
major world-wide danger and that the negotiation of arms control and disarmament 
agreements i s v i t a l . There is room for optimism i f arms control and disarmament 
negotiations are based on realism. Mutual security i s our common goal and objective. 
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The CHAIRMAN ; I thank the Deputy Prime Minister and Secretary of State for 
External Affairs of Canada for his statement and for the kind words he addressed 
to the Chair. 

ГSpeaking in Russian] I now give the Л oor to the representative of the 
Union of Soviet SociaJist Republics, Ambassador Issraelyan. 

Mr» ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Russian); 
Comrade Chairman, allow me f i r s t of a l l to congratulate you on your assumption of 
the honourable and responsible post of Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament. 
The Mongolian People's Republic, which i s linked with the Soviet Union by 
relations of fraternity and friendship that have been tested by time, relations 
based on the principles of soc i a l i s t internationalism, rightfully enjoys prestige 
and respect among a l l peace-loving States. We are particularly pleased that i t 
i s you, Comrade Erdembileg — one of the veterans of the single multilateral 
disarmament negotiating body and representative of soc i a l i s t Mongolia, which 
consistently pursues a policy of peace and co-operation among States — who has 
the privilege of being the f i r s t Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament this 
year. We hope that under your leadership a good foundation w i l l be la i d for the 
successful work of the Committee. 

Allow me also to associate myself with your words of congratulation addressed 
to Ambassador A. García Robles of Mexico, your predecessor i n the office of 
Chairman of the Committee, in connection with the Nobel Peace prize awarded to him 
in 1982. Of course, there are differing views about the objectivity of some of the 
decisions of the Nobel Prize committee. In this case, however, scarcely anyone 
w i l l dispute the fact that Ambassador Robles really i s truly a distinguished 
fighter for the ending of the arms race and for disarmament, and worthily 
represents peace-loving Mexico in international forums. We a l l , colleagues and 
friends of Ambassador Robles, wish him great success in his further efforts on this 
path. 

His important contribution to the creation of a nuclear-free zone in 
Latin America, his position of.principle on the questions of a complete and general 
nuclear weapons test ban and a freeze on nuclear arsenals and his desire to help 
promote the success of the bilateral talks being conducted in Geneva have Won him 
respect a l l over the world. Ambassador García Robles i s renowned in the 
Soviet Union also. 

The Soviet delegation would also like to transmit through the delegation of 
Sweden i t s congratulations to Mrs. Myrdal in connection with the Nobel Peace prize 
awarded to her. Mrs. Myrdal i s well known to everyone, and particularly to those 
who have linked their professional activity with the struggle for disarmament, as a 
person who has devoted her l i f e to the strengthening of peace among the peoples. 

I should also lik e to welcome the new representatives i n the Committee on 
Disarmament and to wish them success in their endeavours. 

Last year was, lik e no other, f i l l e d with the active struggle against the 
threat of nuclear war and for the halting of the arms race. Throughout the world 
the powerful movement of the peoples i s mounting; they are demanding the adoption 
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of concrete measures to lessen the danger of war that i s threatening mankind. Such 
manifestations have taken place i n Europe, in America and i n other continents too. 
The Soviet people at numerous meetings, r a l l i e s and manifestations have joined 
their voice to those of the fighters for peace a l l over the world. In 1982 alone 
more than 20,COO r a l l i e s were held in the Soviet Union, in which more than 
60 million Soviet people took part. 

The second special session of the United Nations General Assembly on 
disarmament,'as well as the thirty-seventh regular session, which also devoted 
considerable attention to the problems of disarmament, were marked by the concern 
of the overwhelming majority of delegations at the serious aggravation of the 
international situation, the continuing arms race and the deadlocks i n the 
disarmament talks resulting from the obstructionist position of a certain group 
of States. What should be done i n order to turn the course of events i n the 
direction of détente and peace — that was the theme of most statements. In this 
connection, the statement of the Soviet Union made in the summer of 1982, which 
contained an undertaking not to be the f i r s t to use nuclear weapons gained wide 
support a l l over the world. It was rightly emphasized, at the United Nations 
General Assembly, that i f those nuclear-weapon States which have not so far done 
so were to follow the example of the USSR, that would, in effect, be tantamount to 
the total prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons. 

It i s significant that almost half of the resolutions on disarmament issues 
that were adopted by the United Nations General Assembly at i t s thirty-seventh 
session concerned "the problems of preventing nuclear war, nuclear arms limitation 
and nuclear disarmament. Another important factor should be noted. The 
participants at the General Assembly session insistently and firmly urged and 
called for the achievement of concrete results in one of the main directions that 
would lead to the real elimination of the threat of nuclear war — that i s , at the 
talks between the USSR and the United States on nuclear arms limitation i n Europe 
and strategic arms limitation and reduction. We ought also to regard as 
important practical proposals designed to lessen the threat of nuclear war two 
new i n i t i a t i v e s that were put forward au the thirty-seventh session of the 
United Nations General Assembly by the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the USSR, 
Andrei Gromyko, on the immediate ending and prohibition of nuclear weapons tests 
and on multiplying efforts to remove the threat of nuclear war and to guarantee 
the safe development of nuclear energy. In accordance with the decision of the 
General Assembly, the Soviet document, "Basic provisions of a treaty on the 
complete and general prohibition of nuclear weapons tests", was referred to the 
Committee on Disarmament. We hope that i t w i l l help the Committee to embark on 
business-like, concrete negotiations on one of the most high-priority disarmament 
issues. 

Last year the Soviet Union and i t s a l l i e s and friends actively pursued a policy 
of taking the i n i t i a t i v e i n every forum whose agenda included disarmament ргоЫеиз. 
The Soviet Union's proposals put forward by Yuri Andropov, General Secretary of the 
Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, in his statement of 
21 December 1982, are of particular importance. 

The Soviet Union and other soc i a l i s t countries have entered 1983 with a 
clear-cut programme to struggle for peace, security and disarmament. In the 
p o l i t i c a l declaration of the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty that was adopted at 
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the beginning of January i n Prague, the top-most leaders of the c o u n t r i e s o f the 
s o c i a l i s t community proposed a broad range of urgent and e f f e c t i v e measures designed 
to ensure the s t a b i l i t y o f the m i l i t a r y and s t r a t e g i c s i t u a t i o n , the l i m i t a t i o n o f 
the arms race and the p r e s e r v a t i o n and c o n t i n u a t i o n of détente and of everything 
p o s i t i v e t h a t was achieved i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s d u r ing the 1970s. In Prague 
the s o c i a l i s t s t a t e s put forward a new and important proposal — f o r the 
c o n c l u s i o n between the States p a r t i e s t o the Warsaw Treaty and the NATO member 
co u n t r i e s of a Treaty on the mutual non-use of m i l i t a r y f o r c e and the maintenance o f 
peaceful r e l a t i o n s , which would be a l s o open to other S t a t e s . 

The core of such a t r e a t y would be the mutual commitment o f the member States 
of the two a l l i a n c e s not t o be the f i r s t t o use a g a i n s t each other not only nuclear 
weapons but m i l i t a r y f o r c e i n g e n e r a l . 

The Soviet Union and other f r a t e r n a l s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s have addressed 
s i m i l a r proposals t o the NATO c o u n t r i e s i n the past a l s o , but they have been 
r e j e c t e d under various p r e t e x t s . 

The present s i t u a t i o n i n the world u r g e n t l y demands th a t the West should adopt 
a very r e s p o n s i b l e approach to the proposals of the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , which take 
i n t o account the i n t e r e s t s of a l l s i d e s . 

I t i s impossible t o deny, however, t h a t i n s p i t e o f the c o n s i s t e n t e f f o r t s o f 
the USSR and other s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n remains tense; 
the arms race i s s p i r a l l i n g anew, and a l l the e f f o r t s t o r e s t r a i n and l i m i t i t 
are proving f r u i t l e s s . Nor do the r e s u l t s o f the work of the Committee on 
Disarmament j u s t i f y any optimism. Since 1976 t h i s body has made no headway, i n 
s p i t e o f the f a c t t h a t a f t e r the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of the United Nations 
General Assembly on disarmament i t s membership was expanded and a l l the States 
possessing nuclear weapons began to take part i n i t s work. For n e a r l y seven years 
now i t has not elaborated any t r e a t y or agreement. Of course the mere f a c t t h a t i t 
has s e t up various working groups could be regarded as a great achievement on the 
p a r t of the Committee. But of course the s e t t i n g up of such groups cannot be an 
end i n i t s e l f . The important t h i n g i s the attainment o f p o s i t i v e r e s u l t s , which 
un f o r t u n a t e l y so f a r not one of the working groups has managed to achieve. I t i s not 
without reason, t h e r e f o r e , t h a t there i s a growing f e e l i n g i n the Committee t h a t 
many d r a f t s and proposals are " b u r i e d " i n the working groups, and some even j o k i n g l y 
say t h a t the Committee's i n i t i a l s stand f o r "Cemetery of Disarmament"! 

Can t h i s be explained by the l a c k of i n i t i a t i v e of delegations or the absence of 
proposals and d r a f t s ? Of course not. We have repeatedly drawn a t t e n t i o n t o the 
proposals by the USSR and the group of s o c i a l i s t States which have been submitted t o 
the Committee. But otner S t a t e s , too, have put forward a v a r i e t y o f proposals. For 
example, the Indian d e l e g a t i o n ' s proposal f o r the d i s c u s s i o n i n the Committee o f 
appropriate p r a c t i c a l measures t o prevent nuclear war merits s e r i o u s c o n s i d e r a t i o n . 
This i n i t i a t i v e has been supported by a d r a f t i n t e r n a t i o n a l l e g a l instrument put 
before the t h i r t y - s e v e n t h s e s s i o n of the United Nations General Assembly and approved 
by i t . There i s a l s o i n the Committee the Soviet-American proposal on the b a s i c 
elements of a t r e a t y on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the development, production, s t o c k p i l i n g 
and use of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, around which s t e r i l e debates have been conducted 
f o r more than three years now, with v i r t u a l l y no prospect of a s u c c e s s f u l outcome. 
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The l i s t o f proposals which have not been considered and implemented could be 
continued. What I have s a i d , however, i s enough to make c l e a r to each one of us 
the obvious b i t t e r t r u t h of the weakness and powerlessness of the Committee. The 
s i t u a t i o n cannot be described as anything other than scandalous, when even 
d e c i s i o n s adopted by consensus by the General Assembly have not been implemented 
by the Committee. 

I t i s o f t e n s a i d t h a t the main reason f o r the st a g n a t i o n i n the disarmament 
t a l k s i s the l a c k of p o l i t i c a l w i l l o f States to achieve such agreements. There i s 
no doubt t h a t i f the p o l i t i c a l w i l l e x i s t e d , then any d i f f i c u l t questions a r i s i n g 
i n the course o f the arms race l i m i t a t i o n t a l u s could be r e s o l v e d . The h i e t o x y o f 
disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s o f f e r s many examples con f i r m i n g t h i s . I n t h i s 
connection i t i s s u f f i c i e n t t o r e c a l l the Soviet-American agreements achieved i n 
the 1970s i n the f i e l d o f arns race l i m i t a t i o n . But of course the p o l i t i c a l w i l l 
alone i s not enough f o r the achievement o f success. 

Another key p r e r e q u i s i t e f o r the success o f the disarmament t a l k s i s t h a t 
they should be based on the p r i n c i p l e o f the undiminished s e c u r i t y of S t a t e s . This 
p r i n c i p l e i s a t the b a s i s o f many i n t e r n a t i o n a l agreements. I t i s a l s o embodied i n 
the F i n a l Document of the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e ssion o f the United Nations 
General Assembly devoted t o disarmament. 

Undoubtedly, t h i s p r i n c i p l e i s of p a r t i c u l a r importance i n the r e l a t i o n s between 
the USSR and the United. S t a t e s , between the NATO and Warsaw Treaty c o u n t r i e s . In 
the 1970s the p r i n c i p l e o f e q u a l i t y and equal s e c u r i t y r e c e i v e d wide r e c o g n i t i o n i n 
the Soviet-American documents signed a t the highest l e v e l . I t has been 
recognized oy a t l e a s t three e a r l i e r United States A d m i n i s t r a t i o n s , both 
Republican and Democrat. 

Today, u n f o r t u n a t e l y one cannot but note t h a t the present United States 
A d m i n i s t r a t i o n has taken a d i f f e r e n t course. I t f l a t l y refuses t o d e a l . w i t h the 
USSR on the ba s i s o f the p r i n c i p l e o f e q u a l i t y and equal s e c u r i t y . Speaking a t 
the t h i r t y - s e v e n t h s e s s i o n of the United nations General Assembly, the D i r e c t o r o f 
the United States Arms Co n t r o l and Disarmament Agency c a l l e d the p r i n c i p l e o f equal 
s e c u r i t y "a c l a i m to hegemony r a t h e r than to e q u a l i t y " . 

The USSR bases i t s p o l i c y on a r e c o g n i t i o n o f the p o l i t i c a l r e a l i t i e s o f the 
present-day world — the existence of an a n t i - S o v i e t , a n t i . - s o c i a l i s t m i l i t a r y and 
p o l i t i c a l b l o c , which i n c l u d e s three nuclear-weapon S t a t e s , the r e l a t i o n s h i p o f 
for c e s i n the i n t e r n a t i o n a l arena as a whole and the e n t i r e complex o f t h r e a t s to 
the s e c u r i t y of the USSR wherever they may come from. 

The essence of the a s s a u l t on the p r i n c i p l e of e q u a l i t y and equal s e c u r i t y i s 
the attempt on the part o f the United States to o b t a i n f o r i t s e l f u n i l a t e r a l 
advantages, to secure i n f a c t the u n i l a t e r a l disarmament o f the USSR. In c h i s 
connection i t i s appropriate to r e c a l l the words-of Y u r i Andropov, General Secretary, 
of the C e n t r a l Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union: "Let no one 
expect from us u n i l a t e r a l disarmament. We are not naive people. We do not demand 
the u n i l a t e r a l disarmament o f the West. We are i n favour o f e q u a l i t y , of t a k i n g 
account o f the i n t e r e s t s o f both s i d e s , of f a i r agreement". 



CD/PV.189 
2 7 

(Mr. I s s r a e l y a n , USSR) 

The Soviet point of view i s t h a t the a p p l i c a t i o n i n p r a c t i c e of tne 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 presupposes an o b j e c t i v e assessment of the e x i s t i n g 
balance of world f o r c e s , t a k i n g i n t o account p r i m a r i l y i t s m i l i t a r y aspects, an 
unprejudiced a n a l y s i s of the armaments and armed for c e s of the p a r t i e s to the 
n e g o t i a t i o n s and other S t a t e s , a r e a l i s t i c approach to the i n t e r n a c i o n a l s i t u a t i o n 
as a whole. 

The s e c u r i t y of a State i s not an a b s t r a c t n o t i o n . The s e c u r i t y of States 
comprises the f o l l o w i n g elements: the j o i n t e l a b o r a t i o n by them of such p r i n c i p l e s " 
o f t h e i r mutual r e l a t i o n s as could become a p o l i t i c a l ano l e g a l b a s i s f o r the 
s e c u r i t y o f each one of them; c o l l e c t i v e i n t e r - S t a t e machinery f o r maintaining 
general s e c u r i t y , and mutually b e n e f i c i a l t i e s i n the t r a d e , economic, s c i e n t i f i c 
and t e c h n o l o g i c a l realms, c r e a t i n g a k i n d of f a b r i c of t h e i r mutual i n t e r e s t i n 
long-term peaceful r e l a t i o n s . There i s another s i d e of the s e c u r i t y n o t i o n , which 
under c e r t a i n c o n d i t i o n s may become d e c i s i v e f o r the d e s t i n y both of i n d i v i d u a l 
peoples and of mankind as a whole. l Je have i n mind the m i l i t a r y aspects of s e c u r i t y . 
Undoubtedly, concern f o r i t s n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y i s the d i r e c t r e s p o n s i b i l i t y o f each 
State before i t s people; i t i s i t s duty and i t s n y h t . The i n a l i e n a b l e r i g h t of 
States as regards i n d i v i d u a l or c o l l e c t i v e s e l f - d e f e n c e , and consequently as 
regards the possession of the necessary means o f defence i s recognized i n the 
United Mations Charter. Within these l i m i t s , the concern of States f o r t h e i r 
n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y cannot have any negative e f f e c t on i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y . 

The essence of the matter, however, c o n s i s t s i n the r a t i o n a l determination o f 
these l i m i t s . Experience shows th a t i t i s p r e c i s e l y i n the matter of determining 
the l i m i t s of measures s u f f i c i e n t to provide f o r s e c u r i t y t h a t a sense of p r o p o r t i o n 
i s o f t e n l a c k i n g i n the statesmen and p o l i t i c i a n s of the West, and p r i m a r i l y the 
United S t a t e s . Frequently, m i l i t a r y programmes are adopted which can i n no way be 
j u s t i f i e d by t h e i r s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s and which only d e s t a b i l i z e the s t r a t e g i c 
s i t u a t i o n i n the world. 

One of the manifestations of t h i s tendency i s the myth about the s o - c a l l e d 
"Soviet m i l i t a r y t h r e a t " and "Soviet m i l i t a r y s u p e r i o r i t y " . To j u s t i f y i t , 
f a b r i c a t e d f i g u r e s , the evidence of "experts" and the conclusions of " a n a l y s t s " are 
put forward'in the West. Numerous channels of i n f o r m a t i o n , or more p r e c i s e l y , 
m isinformation, are very a c t i v e i n exaggerating t h i s myth. At the same time the 
statements and the p r a c t i c a l steps of the USSR and i t s a l l i e s aimed a t disarmament 
and the strengthening of i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y are i n d i s c r i m i n a t e l y q u a l i f i e d as 
p r o p a g a n d i s t s while the measures of the United States A d a i i n i s t r a t i o n designed to 
i n i t i a t e new m i l i t a r y programmes are represented as a response to the a c t i o n s of 
the USSR. In accordance with t h i s l o g i c , the u n i l a t e r a l pledge of the USSR not t o 
be the f i r s t to use nuclear weapons i s being d e l i b e r a t e l y ignored, while the 
riX m i s s i l e s , the d e c i s i o n on the deployment of which i s being imposed on the 
United States Congress by the m i l i t a r y and i n d u s t r i a l complex, have been named the 
"peace-keepers". 

3ut i f we s t a r t from the hard f a c t s — and there i s not and cannot be any 
other basis f o r an o b j e c t i v e assessment of the r e l a t i o n s h i p of f o r c e s — then i t 
has to be recognized t h a t i n respect of the s t r a t e g i c nuclear weapons, the medium-
range nuclear weapons i n Europe and the conventional armaments and armed f o r c e s ôf 
the rJATO and Warsaw Treaty c o u n t r i e s , there i s i n a l l cases an approximate 
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e q u i l i b r i u m between the two s i d e s . There i s no "Soviet s u p e r i o r i t y " a t a l l . This 
has been recognized, moreover, by many a u t h o r i t a t i v e persons i n the Uest. 

Of course, the approximate balance of m i l i t a r y f o r c e s t h a t e x i s t s between the 
USSR and the United States cannot be determined w i t h pharmaceutical p r e c i s i o n . I t 
does not mean t h a t there i s a complete coincidence between the two s i d e s , 
q u a n t i t a t i v e l y and q u a l i t a t i v e l y , as regards a l l types of armed f o r c e s and 
armaments. I t i s o n l y n a t u r a l t h a t the m i l i t a r y p o t e n t i a l o f each s i d e c o n s i s t s 
o f items determined by a whole complex of d i f f e r e n t f a c t o r s , each o f them having 
i t s own s p e c i f i c c h a r a c t e r . 

The comparison of even eq u i v a l e n t items of the m i l i t a r y c a p a b i l i t i e s o f the 
d i f f e r e n t s i d e s i s sometimes an extremely d i f f i c u l t matter. Therefore, when the 
word " e q u i l i b r i u m " i s used w i t h respect t o the c o r r e l a t i o n o f f o r c e s between two 
S t a t e s , or two groups of S t a t e s , i t means th a t from the p o i n t o f view o f the 
g e n e r a l m i l i t a r y and s t r a t e g i c balance the two s i d e s are i n an approximately 
s i m i l a r p o s i t i o n , n e i t h e r of them having m i l i t a r y s u p e r i o r i t y over the o t h e r . 

With respect t o the adoption, p a r t i c u l a r l y r e c e n t l y , by the United States 
of programmes f o r the b u i l d i n g - u p o f i t s armaments, i t should be noted t h a t t h i s 
compels the other s i d e t o adopt appropriate measures to strengthen i t s defense 
c a p a b i l i t y so as to епзиге the maintenance of a m i l i t a r y balance. 

In the nuclear age i t i s a fundamental t r u t h t h a t the higher the l e v e l o f 
m i l i t a r y c o n f r o n t a t i o n , even where s t r a t e g i c balance i s maintained, the l e s s 
s t a b l e i s t h i s balance, the l a r g e r the number of elements of u n c e r t a i n t y i n i t 
and consequently the g r e a t e r the p o s s i b i l i t y o f a nuclear c o n f l i c t . The S o v i e t Union 
has repeatedly drawn a t t e n t i o n to the f a c t t h a t w i t h a new round i n the arms r a c e , 
n u c l e a r weapons and other weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n w i l l become even more 
s o p h i s t i c a t e d , which w i l l make i t a l l the more d i f f i c u l t t o e l a b o r a t e 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l agreements on arms l i m i t a t i o n and r e d u c t i o n , and peace w i l l become 
even l e s s s t a b l e and more f r a g i l e . 

In the r e f u s a l o f the United States t o reach agreements w i t h the USSR on the 
b a s i s o f the p r i n c i p l e o f e q u a l i t y and equal s e c u r i t y l i e s the r o o t of the 
d i f f i c u l t i e s now f a c i n g a l l the t a l k s i n the f i e l d o f disarmament, i n c l u d i n g the 
b i l a t e r a l Soviet-American t a l k s . Andrei Gromyko, M i n i s t e r of Foreign A f f a i r s o f 
the USSR, noted r e c e n t l y i n connection w i t h these t a l k s : "American attempts t o 
present the s i t u a t i o n a t the t a l k s i n a rosy l i g h t are c e r t a i n l y f a l s e . This 
•optimism 1 i s apparently designed t o reassure t h e i r a l l i e s , which are d i s p l a y i n g 
concern about the prospects of the t a l k s , so as t o g a i n time i n order t o 
implement t h e i r m i l i t a r i s t i c p lans". 

At the Geneva s t r a t e g i c arms l i m i t a t i o n and r e d u c t i o n t a l k s , the United States 
has s i n g l e d out b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e s from the whole complex of s t r a t e g i c systems as 
the b a s i s f o r the n e g o t i a t i o n s , w i t n primary emphasis on ground-based ICBMs. 
Gambling on the s t r u c t u r a l d i f f e r e n c e s i n the s t r a t e g i c f o r c e s o f the USSR and the 
United S t a t e s , the American s i d e has put forward a proposal, the implementation of 
which would mean t h a t the Soviet s t r a t e g i c nuclear p o t e n t i a l , according t o the 
number of charges, would be l i t t l e more than a t h i r d o f the American. 
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The Soviet Union r e j e c t s such a s e l e c t i v e approach; i t f i r m l y and honestly 
f o l l o w s the p r i n c i p l e o f e q u a l i t y and equal s e c u r i t y , the observance of which r e q u i r e s 
t h a t s t r i c t account should be taken of a l l the components of s t r a t e g i c f o r c e s , 
s i n c e a s e l e c t i v e c o n s i d e r a t i o n of them i n view o f the s u b s t a n t i a l b a s i c 
d i f f e r e n c e s between them, w i l l i n e v i t a b l y lead to a disturbance of the e x i s t i n g 
balance between s t r a t e g i c p o t e n t i a l s and damage the s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s .of one o f 
the s i d e s . 

The p o s i t i o n o f the USSR i s a l s o based on a s t r i c t respect f o r the p r i n c i p l e 
o f e q u a l i t y and equal s e c u r i t y i n the t a l k s w i t h the United States on the 
l i m i t a t i o n o f nuclear weapons i n Europe. Evidence of t h i s i s the new S o v i e t 
proposals put forward by Y u r i Andropov, General Secretary of the C e n t r a l Committee 
o f the Communist Party of the Soviet Union on 21 December 1982. 

E x p l a i n i n g these S o v i e t proposals, Andrei Gromyko, Foreign M i n i s t e r of the 
USSR, emphasized r e c e n t l y i n Bonn: "The USSR does not wish t o put i t s e l f i n an 
advantageous p o s i t i o n , but the p r i n c i p l e o f e q u a l i t y and equal s e c u r i t y i s the 
holy of h o l i e s , which i t cannot abandon. We b e l i e v e t h a t other States should not 
abandon t h i s p r i n c i p l e e i t h e r . " 

The Committee on Disarmament has before i t many d i f f e r e n t and very d i f f i c u l t 
t a s k s . The Soviet Union i s ready t o help accomplish these tasks on the basis of 
the undiminished s e c u r i t y of every S t a t e . We are i n favour of a c h i e v i n g r e s u l t s 
i n the work of the s i n g l e m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament n e g o t i a t i n g body. I t i s 
necessary t o put an end t o the stagnation i n i t s a c t i v i t y . 

The Committee cannot and should not leave unresolved the main problems of 
today — the prevention of nuclear war and the achievement of progress i n the 
e l a b o r a t i o n of a stage-by-stage programme of nuclear disarmament. 

The Soviet Union and other s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s b e l i e v e t h a t i t i s e s s e n t i a l 
to speed up the -achievement of agreements on a number of s p e c i f i c i s s u e s and i n 
t h i s connection c a l l upon a l l States t o g i v e a new impetus t o the n e g o t i a t i o n s w i t h 
a view t o : working out as soon as p o s s i b l e 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 weapons t e s t s ; speeding up the e l a b o r a t i o n of an 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n and e l i m i n a t i o n of chemical weapons; 
embarking upon the e l a b o r a t i o n of a convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n o f the neutron 
weapons; s t a r t i n g without delay n e g o t i a t i o n s on the p r o h i b i t i o n o f the 
s t a t i o n i n g i n outer space of weapons of any k i n d ; completing as зооп as p o s s i b l e 
the d r a f t i n g of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of r a d i o l o g i c a l 
weapons, and speeding up the s o l u t i o n o f the question of strengthening s e c u r i t y 
assurances f o r non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s . 

The year 1983 could become a t u r n i n g point i n the development of the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n , away from an i n c r e a s i n g danger of war and towards an 
a f f i r m a t i o n of peace. The Committee on Disarmament can make a c o n t r i b u t i o n t o 
t h i s end. The Soviet d e l e g a t i o n w i l l do everything i n i t s power to help the 
Committee f i n a l l y to j u s t i f y the confidence of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community and 
c o n t r i b u t e to the s o l u t i o n of the c a r d i n a l present-day problem — the prevention 
of nuclear war. 
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The CHAIRMAN (translated from Russian): I thank the representative of the 
Union of Soviet Socxalist Republics for his statement and for the kind words he 
addressed to the Chair. I now give the floor to the representative of Czechoslovakia, 
Ambassador Yejvoda. 

Mr. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia): Comrade Chairman, i t is a great pleasure for the 
Czechoslovak delegation to see the representative of socialist Mongolia chairing the 
deliberations of our Committee during the month of February. As an experienced 
long-time negotiator i n the f i e l d of disarmament you w i l l undoubtedly contribute 
significantly to the smooth and constructive launching of this year's session of 
the Committee on Disarmament. 

We also note with deep satisfaction that one of our dear colleagues, 
Ambassador García Robles of Mexico, has been awarded the Nobel Prize for peace. 
We congratulate Ambassador Robles once more most sincerely on this important and 
f u l l y deserved award. 

His unceasing efforts to help disarmament negotiations move forward, his 
lion's share i n the establishment of the f i r s t nuclear-free zone in the world 
through the now already famous Treaty of Tlatelolco, his bold speeches m this 
Committee, in the General Assembly of the United Nations and i n many other forums 
form many proofs of his dedication to the cause of peace and disarmament. 
Ambassador Robles's achievements in the f i e l d of disarmament are highly valued 
by the Czechoslovak Government. 

Allow me also to add a few words of congratulations, through the Swedish 
delegation, to Mrs. Myrdal, another holder of the Nobel Peace Prize and a former 
colleague of ours. I remember her well from my previous assignments in the Geneva 
Committee and I always admired Mrs. Myrdal's enthusiasm and s k i l l , with which she 
was striving for disarmament. Finally, allow me to welcome here in the Committee 
a l l the numerous heads of delegations whom you have just enumerated. I am certain 
that they w i l l do their utmost to contribute to badly needed positive results of 
this Committee's work. My delegation is going to study very carefully the speech 
delivered here a few minutes ago by the Deputy Prime Minister and Secretary of State 
for External Affairs of Canada. 

I would now like to draw the attention of the distinguished representatives to 
an important p o l i t i c a l event which took place right at the beginning of the year. 
The capital of my country, Prague, hosted a meeting of the P o l i t i c a l Consultative 
Committee of the Warsaw Treaty Organization. At the end of the meeting, on 
5 January, the p o l i t i c a l declaration of the WTO member States was adopted. My 
delegation requested that this declaration"should be issued as an o f f i c i a l document 
of the Committee on Disarmament and i t is my intention now to introduce very b r i e f l y 
this document, numbered CD/338, which contains the said declaration. 

In recent years the WTO member States have drawn the attention of a l l countries 
and nations to the growing threat to peace and to the need for preventing the 
international situation from deteriorating. In the Prague Declaration they note 
with concern that the course of world events has been becoming even more dangerous 
as a result of a further activation of the aggressive forces. Increasingly insistent 
are those forces wishing to upset the only reasonable basis of relations among States 
with different social systems — peaceful coexistence. The tendency toward détente 
which has brought positive results to nations is suffering serious damage. 
Co—operation i s being replaced by confrontation; attempts are being made to 
undermine the peaceful foundations of inter-State relations. The development of 
p o l i t i c a l contacts as well as mutually advantageous economic and cultural ties 
among States are <• ailed into question. 
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The arms race is' advancing into a qualitatively new and much more dangerous 
stage, involving ̂ 11 kinds of both nuclear and conventional weapons and a l l types 
of military activities and affecting i n fact a l l parts of the world. The 
international situation is becoming even more complicated; international tension 
is mounting, and the threat o f war—- particularly nuclear war — i s increasing. 

The States represented at the session of the P o l i t i c a l Consultative Committee 
of the Warsaw Treaty Organization considered that no matter how complicated the 
situation i n the world may be, possibilities s t i l l exist of surmounting the dangerous 
stage i n international relations. The present course of events must and can be 
halted and diverted i n a direction which would be i n harmony with the aspirations 
of mankind. Proceeding from an analysis of the international situation the WTO 
member States, in adopting the p o l i t i c a l declaration, put forward an alternative 
to nuclear disaster and called for broad international co-operation i n the name of 
preserving c i v i l i z a t i o n and l i f e on earth. 

It i s not my intention to give a detailed description of the Prague Declaration. 
In our opinion this document should be thoroughly studied and, as a matter of fact, 
we hope that the majority of delegates have already done so. I would simply lik e 
to remind distinguished colleagues that the WTO member States reaffirmed their 
earlier .disarmament initia t i v e s and introduced new proposals designed to bring 
about an improvement in the present international situation and the resolution of 
the pressing questions of today's world. Let me underline the proposal for the 
conclusion of a treaty on the mutual renunciation of the use of military force and 
the maintenance of peaceful relations between the WTO and NATO member States. The 
core of the proposed treaty could be a mutual commitment by the member countries of 
the two alliances not to be the f i r s t to use nuclear or conventional arms against 
one another, and thus not to be the f i r s t to use military .force against one another 
at a l l . The conclusion of such a treaty could contribute substantially to the 
improvement of the p o l i t i c a l climate i n Europe and other regions of the world also. 
And this would undoubtedly be reflected in the creation of a possibility for the 
halting of the arms race and the conclusion of useful disarmament, agreements. 

The declaration re-emphasizes that the principle of equality and undiminished 
security must be observed i n the solution of questions of disarmament. This 
principle also underlies the Soviet proposals announced in Moscow on 21 December 1982 
in connection with a new i n i t i a t i v e to resolve the issues of medium-range missiles 
which makes for the successful conduct and conclusion of the Soviet-United States 
negotiations on the limitation of nuclear weapons in Europe and the prevention of 
a new round of the nuclear arms race i n Europe. 

Let me also note that, as has already been noted by the distinguished Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs of Canada, the p o l i t i c a l declaration stresses the 
important role of the Committee on Disarmament in dealing with specific questions, 
namely, a nuclear test ban, the prohibition and destruction of chemical weapons, the 
prohibition of,neutron weapons, the prohibition of the stationing of weapons of any 
kind i n outer space, the prohibition of radiological weapons and the issue of 
strengthening the security of non-nuclear-weapon States. 

In conclusion, let me emphasize the constructive nature of the p o l i t i c a l 
declaration of the Warsaw Treaty countries and the concrete way i n which i t s proposals 
are formulated. We believe that, given a business-like approach, the Prague -
declaration has a potential to boost the negotiations we have started today. Ln 
the sense of the Prague Declaration, the Czechoslovak delegation i s ready to take an 
active part in our common work and to do i t s utmost to help achieve a positive outcome 
at this year's session of the Committee on Disarmament. 

The CHAIRMAN (translated from Russian); I thank the representative of 
Czechoslovakia for his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair. 
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Mr, DON NANJIRA (Kenya): With great pleasure, Mr. Chairman, I take the f l o o r 
f i r s t t o express the happiness and c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s of the Kenyan d e l e g a t i o n on your 
assumption of the chairmanship of the Committee on Disarmament f o r the month of 
February — the f i r s t month of the s p r i n g s e ssion of the Committee on Disarmament 
f o r 1983. As they say, "Well begun i s h a l f done", and thus I have no doubt i n my 
mind th a t your vast experience and e x p e r t i s e i n d i p l o m a t i c work, your wide knowledge 
of disarmament matters and your firmness and p r i n c i p l e d approach to the business 
of the Committee on Disarmament w i l l enable you t o guide our d e l i b e r a t i o n s i n an 
i m p a r t i a l manner, and to make a valu a b l e c o n t r i b u t i o n to the advancement of oar work 
and of the n e g o t i a t i n g process of t h i s forum. 

To t h i s end, Mr. Chairman, you can r e l y on the f u l l e s t co-operation and support 
of the Kenyan d e l e g a t i o n ; and, on a personal note, I should say I have looked 
forward r a t h e r i m p a t i e n t l y to t h i s occasion s i n c e l a s t A p r i l . I s i n c e r e l y b e l i e v e 
t h a t your country. Mongolia, could play an important r o l e i n East-West and North-South 
r e l a t i o n s . We wish you, t h e r e f o r e , every success i n the c h a l l e n g i n g tasks l y i n g 
ahead o f you, as we begin another year of d i f f i c u l t n e g o t i a t i o n s i n the f i e l d o f 
disarmament. 

Permit me a l s o to express the great a p p r e c i a t i o n of my d e l e g a t i o n to your 
predecessor. Ambassador Alfonso García Robles, f o r the most able manner i n which he 
has guided the d i s c u s s i o n s of the Committee on Disarmament s i n c e September l a s t y ear. 
During t h a t i n t e r s e o s i o n a l p e r i o d , a number of important events have taken place, 
i n c l u d i n g the adoption by the General Assembly a t i t s t h i r t y - s e v e n t h s e s s i o n of not 
l e s s than 21 r e s o l u t i o n s on disarmament i s s u e s which f a l l d i r e c t l y under the 
competence of t h i s august body. As f o r Ambassador Garcia Robles h i m s e l f , h i s winning 
of th-э 1982 Nobel Peace P r i z e , together w i t h Mrs. Alva Myrdal of Sweden, was by no 
means a minor event or achievement, I r e i t e r a t e my personal c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s and 
those of thp Kenyan d e l e g a t i o n to the Nobel Peace Laureates whose valuable 
c o n t r i b u t i o n s t o the cause of disarmament have thus been r i g h t l y and properly 
recognized. Let rxe a l s o express my a p p r e c i a t i o n of the c o n t r i b u t i o n s made i n t h i s 
forum by the Ambassadors who have l e f t the Committee on Disarmament f o r other 
assignments elsewhere. Amoassador3 Anisse Salah-Bey of A l g e r i a , Panchapakesa 
Venkateswaran of I n d i a , David Summerhayes of the United Kingdom and Yoshio Okawa of 
Japan, to mention j u s t a few of them, w i l l be remembered f o r t h e i r s i n c e r e d e d i c a t i o n 
t o the work o f the Committee on Disarmament, and i t i s g r a t i f y i n g t o note t h a t they 
have been or w i l l be replaced by experienced and h i g h l y knowledgeable Ambassadors, 
such as t h e i r E x c e l l e n c i e s the new Ambassadors of China, Venezuela and the 
United Kingdom, as w e l l as Arc'ocssadors Rouis of A l g e r i a , Dubey of I n d i a and 
Imai of Japan. My de l e g a t i o n welcomes these d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassadors to the 
Committee on Disarmament and looks forward to working c l o s e l y w i t h them. 

At t h i s j u n c t u r e , S i r , I wish to inform you tha t the head of the Kenyan d e l e g a t i o n 
t o t h i s s e s s i o n of the Committee on Disarmament and Permanent Representative of the 
Republic of Kenya to the United Nations, His Excellency Ambassador Wafula Wabuge, 
i s expected to a r r i v e i n Geneva l a t e r i n the course o f t h i s month. Ambassador Wabuge 
i s c u r r e n t l y i n N a i r o b i a t t e n d i n g to other important matters which have n e c e s s i t a t e d 
h i s presence i n cur c a p i t a l . I am sure the Ambassador w i l l be happy t o express h i 3 
personal c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s to you when he a r r i v e s . 

Mr. Cnairman, your E x c e l l e n c i e s , d i s t i n g u i s h e d delegates, l a d i e s and gentlemen, 
my de l e g a t i o n would welcome the d e s i g n a t i o n o f the Committee on Disarmament as a 
conference on disarmament, i n accordance with General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 37/99 К 
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adopted by consensus on 13 December 1962. We agree with and f u l l y subscribe to 
the c o n d i t i o n s under which t h i s change of name has been agreed upon, namely, t h a t 
the new s t a t u s , which a c t u a l l y i s only bexng restored to 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 forum on disarmament i s s u e s , w i l l not change e i t h e r the membership of 
the Committee on Disarmament or i t s r u l e s of procedure, nor w i l l i t introduce any 
f i n a n c i a l i m p l i c a t i o n s or a f f e c t m any way paragraph 120 of the F i n a l Document of 
the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

Procedural i s s u e s before the Committee cn Disarmament a t i t s s p r i n g s e s s i o n , 1983 

I t i s time t o IOOK again a'c the Committee s permanent "Decalogue" and s e l e c t 
from i t items f o r our c o n s i d e r a t i o n i n 1983, and during t h i s s p r i n g session of the 
conference. In t h i s regard, my d e l e g a t i o n would endorse f u l l y both the d r a f t 
p r o v i s i o n a l agenda and the work programme proposed by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d Secretary 
of t h i s conference i n h i s i n f o r m a l wording paper dated 30 November 1982. I am 
g r a t e f u l to Ambassador J a i p a l f o r the paper and I would l i k e to thank him, h i s 
deputy Mr. Berasategui and a l l the members of h i s s t a f f f o r the good work they have 
done and w i l l be doing f o r us i n the coming three months. I use the term " s t a f f " 
t o encompass everybody who w i l l be p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the p r o v i s i o n t o us of the 
Conference s e r v i c e s during t h i s s e ssion of the Committee on Disarmament. 

The i n f o r m a l working paper has been a v a i l a b l e to delegations f o r e i g h t weeks 
al r e a d y . Moreover, tne paper has been the subject of i n f o r m a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s f o r 
some time now. I say a l l t h i s because we should t h i s time r e s o l v e not to waste 
any time on procedural i s s u e s . Disarmament i s c e r t a i n l y going to be the s i n g l e 
most d i f f i c u l t and s e n s i t i v e p o l i t i c a l i s s u e f a c i n g humankind i n the next quarter 
Of a century. Vie already have too many hot soups on hot p l a t e s t o swallow a t the 
same time, and the sooner we s t a r t t a c k l i n g the i s s u e s s u b s t a n t i v e l y the b e t t e r . 
We must avoid the procedural wrangles of l a s t year, when we a c t u a l l y worked i l l e g a l l y , 
without an adopted work programme, f o r 1J days (from 2 - 18 February 1982). 

Thus, as f a r as the procedural questions before us are concerned, I have the 
f o l l o w i n g pract-ieal proposals to make:- -

One: we should d i s m i s s , i . e . decide on, procedural i s s u e s as soon as p o s s i b l e and 
adopt our work programme f o r t h i s session of tha Committee t h i s week. This we can 
do immediately, i f we endorse the d r a f t programme proposed by the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
Secretary of the Committee. Thts question of time frames f o r the d i s c u s s i o n of given 
agenda items, or even f o r the c l o s u r e of t h i s s e s s i o n , should not a t a l l worry any 
delegate or delegations assembled here, f o r the simple reason t h a t the 
Committee on Disarmament i s the master of i t s own house and ceremonies s i n c e , under 
the Committee's r u l e s of procedure, any delegate can speak on any item and at any 
time i n plenary. 

Two: we should spend very l i t t l e time on procedural d i s c u s s i o n s p e r t a i n i n g t o 
s u b s i d i a r y bodies of the Committee. I hold the view t h a t the e x i s t i n g s u b s i d i a r y 
bodies should be r e - e s t a b l i s h e d on an automatic b a s i s a t the beginning of every 
session of the Committee unless a d e c i s i o n i s taken to the contrary p r i o r to the 
convening of the s e s s i o n , which d e c i s i o n would, foe i n s t a n c e , c a l l f o r the suspension 
or a b o l i t i o n of a given s u b s i d i a r y body of the Committee. 
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Three: consequently, the working groups on a comprehensive programme of disarmament, 
chemical weapons, r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, a nuclear t e s t ban and negative s e c u r i t y 
assurances should be r e - e s t a b l i s h e d under t h e i r former mandates, except f o r the 
Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban, whose c u r r e n t mandate i s inadequate and should 
hence be reformulated t o make i t comprehensive and more' s u i t a b l e and a p p r o p r i a t e . 
Once these e x i s t i n g working groups have been r e - e s t a b l i s h e d , c o n s u l t a t i o n s ëhould 
be held t o f i n a l i z e the a l l o c a t i o n among the various r e g i o n a l groups of the 
chairmanships of these s u b s i d i a r y bodies. Again, a c t i o n t o t h i s end should not 
consume too much of the Committee's time. No d e l e g a t i o n which s e r i o u s l y wants to 
see a comprehensive test-ban t r e a t y signed would disagree w i t h the argument t h a t 
the terms o f reference of any working body charged w i t h the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of 
n e g o t i a t i n g a CTBT, or an NTBT, must i n c l u d e , apart from v e r i f i c a t i o n , such questions 
as the scope of the f u t u r e t r e a t y and i t s f i n a l c l a u s e s . The mandate of the 
Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban should thus be elaborated a c c o r d i n g l y . 

Four: there i s an imperative need t o e s t a b l i s h other s u b s i d i a r y bodies with 
appropriate and comprehensive mandates to t a c k l e the other p r i o r i t y disarmament 
i s s u e s w i t h i n the Committee on Disarmament, such as: 

(a) The c e s s a t i o n of the nuclear arms race and nuc l e a r disarmament; 

(b) Prevention of n u c l e a r war, and 

(c) Prevention of the arms race i n outer space. 

F i v e : the r u l e o f consensus w i t h i n the Committee on Disarmament should not be abused. 
The m a j o r i t y of d e l e g a t i o n s seated around t h i s t a b l e have expressed t h i s wish and 
the General Assembly of the United Nations both i n the Concluding Document of i t s 
second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n devoted to disarmament and i n a r e s o l u t i o n o f i t s 
t h i r t y - s e v e n t h r e g u l a r s e s s i o n of 1982 has endorsed t h i s view. 

Substantive Issues before the Committee on Disarmament at i t s s p r i n g s e s s i o n , 1983? 
p r i o r i t i e s should not be misplaced 

Agreement on the above-mentioned procedural i s s u e s should be reached soon, and 
snould be separated from the su b s t a n t i v e i s s u e s f o r our n e g o t i a t i o n . Granted t h a t 
our permanent "Decalogue" con t a i n s items which are a l l - i m p o r t a n t , we must 
s y s t e m a t i c a l l y t a c k l e them on a s e l e c t i v e b a s i s . Our p r i o r i t i e s should not be 
misplaced. We must be c a r e f u l l e s t the p r i o r i t y i s s u e s f o r our su b s t a n t i v e 
n e g o t i a t i o n be replaced by general debates on procedural i s s u e s . Whether as 
h i s t o r i a n s measure time, or as n e g o t i a t o r s measure success, we have not a t a l l come 
a long way on the road t o 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 . This forum i s s t i l l i n the process of l e a r n i n g how to ne g o t i a t e the language 
of disarmament, and i f t h i s procedural tempo i s maintained i t i s unclear whether the 
disarmament language w i l l be elaborated and t r a n s l a t e d i n t o disarmament t r e a t y 
language-. A l l of us, without e x c e p t i o n , would l i k e to witness the coming t o f r u i t i o n 
o f our c u r r e n t e f f o r t s — t h e achievement of general and complete disarmament under 
e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l . I wonder, though, how many of us w i l l witness t h a t 
o c c a s i o n ! We s t i l l have a long way t o go! 
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I b e l i e v e t h a t during t n i s s e ssion of the Commitcee on Disarmament wé should 
concentrate our energies on a few is s u e s which should be s e l e c t e d , bearing i n mind 
the d e c i s i o n s and recommendations of the Committee i t s e l f and of the second 
s p e c i a l s e s s i o n devoceti to disarmament and the t h i r t y - s e v e n t h r e g u l a r s e s s i o n o f 
the United Nations General Assembly. On the snort l i s t of such p r i o r i t y items, I 
would i n c l u d e the f o l l o w i n g : -

(a) The comprehensive programme of disarmament (CPD). On t h i s item the 
General Assembly, a t i t s second s o e c i a l s e s s i o n , i n paragraDh 63 of i t s 
Concluding Document (A/3-12/32) s t a t e d : 

"Member States have affirmed t h o i r determination to continue t o work f o r the 
urgent co n c l u s i o n of n e g o t i a t i o n s on and the adoption of the Comprehensive 
Programme of Disarmament, which s h a l l encompass a l l measures thought t o be 
adv i s a b l e i n order t o ensure t h a t the goal o f general and complete disarmament 
under e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o n t r o l becomes a r e a l i t y i n a world i n which 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y p r e v a i l , and i n which a new i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
economic order i s strengthened and c o n s o l i d a t e d . To t h i s end, the d r a f t 
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament i s hereby r e f e r r e d back t o the 
Committee on Disarmament, together with the views expressed- and t h e progress 
achieved on the subje c t a t the s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . The Committee on Disarmament 
i s requested t o submit a r e v i s e d d r a f t Comprehensive Programme o f Disarmament 
to the General Assembly a t i t s t h i r t y - e i g h t h s e s s i o n . " 

In i t s r e s o l u t i o n s 37/78 G and 37/78 F dated 9 December 1982 r e s p e c t i v e l y , the 
General Assembly requested the Committee on Disarmament to continue, as from the 
beginning.of i t s 1983 s e s s i o n , i t s i n t e n s i v e work on the e l a b o r a t i o n of a 
comprehensive programme o f disarmament, and c a l l e d upon members o f the Committee, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y the nuclear-weapon S t a t e s , t o show a grea t e r measure o f readiness 1 and 
f l e x i b i l i t y i n f u r t h e r n e g o t i a t i o n s on the e l a b o r a t i o n of a d r a f t comprehensive -' 
programme o f disarmament and thus enable the Committee t o submit a r e v i s e d draft-
programme t o the General Assembly a t i t s t h i r t y - e i g h t h s e s s i o n . In the l i g h t o f 
the foregoing, I s t r o n g l y recommend t h a t the Working Group on a Comprehensive 
Programme o f Disarmament be r e i n s t i t u t e d and s t a r t working a t once, under the 
chairmanship of Ambassador García Robles; 

(b) A nuclear t e s t ban 

(A p r i o r i t y item on the "Decalogue" of the Committee on Disarmament and under 
General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n s 37/72, 73 and 85 of 9 December 1982); 

(c) Prevention of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament 

(A p r i o r i t y item on the "Decalogue" and under General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n s 37/78 G 
and 37/78 I of 9 December Í982); 

(d) Prevention of nuclear war 

(A p r i o r i t y item on the "Decalogue" and under General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n s 36/81 В 
of 9 December 1981 and 37/78 I ) ; 
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(e) Prevention of an arms race i n outer space. Here, the onus i s on the 
shoulders of the States w i t h major space c a p a b i l i t i e s and the o b j e c t i v e of preventing 
such an arms race cannot be a t t a i n e d unless the powers concerned r e f r a i n from 
competitive m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t i e s i n outer space. The best way t o stop and prevent 
t h a t race would be through the n e g o t i a t i o n and con c l u s i o n of v e r i f i a b l e and e f f e c t i v e 
agreements on the s u b j e c t . 

As you know, the Group o f 21 has already proposed a mandate f o r a working group 
on the prevention o f an arms race i n outer space (CD/329). The urgency and 
s i g n i f i c a n c e of concluding agreements or a convention i n t h i s f i e l d n e c e s s i t a t e s 
the establishment o f such a working group a t the e a r l i e s t time p o s s i b l e , p r e f e r a b l y 
during t h i s s e s s i o n of the Committee. The urgency and p r i o r i t y nature of t h i s i s s u e 
was recognized by the General Assembly i n i t s r e s o l u t i o n 37/83 of 9 December 1982. 

The r e p o r t of the Second United Nations Conference on the E x p l o r a t i o n and 
Peaceful Uses of Cuter Space, he l d i n Vienna, A u s t r i a , from 9 t o 21 August 1982, 
i s contained i n document A/CONF.101/10, and should be regarded and used as an' 
important document i n t h i s regard. 

(f-) Negative s e c u r i t y guarantees. In i t s r e s o l u t i o n 37/80 of 9 December 1982, 
the General Assembly requested the Committee to continue, during i t s 1983 s e s s i o n , 
the n e g o t i a t i o n s on the i s s u e o f the strengthening o f the s e c u r i t y guarantees f o r 
non-nuclear-weapon States l i k e my own, Kenya. This i s a p r i o r i t y item f o r us, and 
we b e l i e v e t h a t there i s an urgent and imperative need t o reach agreement on t h i s 
question and evolve an i n t e r n a t i o n a l convention on the s u b j e c t . The main o b s t a c l e , 
as we see i t , i s the u n w i l l i n g n e s s of some of the nuclear-weapon States t o demonstrate 
the p o l i t i c a l w i l l and f i r m commitment necessary f o r reaching agreement on a common 
approach and a common formula, which could be in c l u d e d i n an i n t e r n a t i o n a l instrument 
of a l e g a l l y b i n d i n g c h a r a c t e r . The same nuclear-weapon States have a l s o continued 
t o o b s t r u c t the convening o f an i n t e r n a t i o n a l conference on the Indian Ocean as a 
zone of peace, which would consider ways of implementing the General Assembly's 1971 
D e c l a r a t i o n and i t s other d e c i s i o n s and r e s o l u t i o n s adopted on the su b j e c t s i n c e 
then. My d e l e g a t i o n f u l l y subscribed t o the proposal o f the non-aligned Members of 
the Committee t h a t such a conference be hel d not l a t e r than the f i r s t h a l f of 1983-
But, most r e g r e t t a b l y , the exact dates f o r such a conference are s t i l l unknown, even 
though the General Assembly's r e s o l u t i o n 37/96 t a l k s about the p o s s i b i l i t y of such 
convening, "not l a t e r than the f i r s t h a l f of 1984". Vie b e l i e v e i t i s high time the 
great powers co-operated f u l l y i n the implementation of the General Assembly's 
D e c l a r a t i o n which, most r e g r e t t a b l y a l s o , has been d e f i e d f o r too l o n g . In t h a t 
D e c l a r a t i o n (General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 2832 (XXVI) J ) , the General Assembly s t a t e d , 
i n t e r a l i a , t h a t "the Indian Ocean w i t h i n l i m i t s to be determined, together with 
the a i r space above and the ocean f l o o r subjacent t h e r e t o , i s hereby designated f o r 
a l l time as a zone of peace". Then there i s the question of the d e n u c l e a r i z a t i o n 
o f A f r i c a - the s u b j e c t of General AssembïjHrésolution 37/74—which the same 
Assembly took up f o r the f i r s t time t h i r t e e n long years ago, a t the request of 
34 A f r i c a n S t a t e s . The same r e s o l u t i o n 37/74 i n c l u d e s a s e c t i o n on the nuclear 
c a p a b i l i t y of South A f r i c a . As wi t h the build-up i n the Indian Ocean, the h i n t e r l a n d 
and l i t t o r a l States of A f r i c a are g r a v e l y concerned a t the massive m i l i t a r y build-up 
i n South A f r i c a w i t h the f u l l c o l l a b o r a t i o n , i n c l u d i n g n u c l e a r c o l l a b o r a t i o n , o f 
c e r t a i n g reat powers and t h e i r c o r p o r a t i o n s . Any S t a t e , c o r p o r a t i o n , i n s t i t u t i o n 
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or even i n d i v i d u a l who engages i n such a c t i v i t y i s i n e f f e c t working ag a i n s t the 
cause of disarmament and thereby endangering i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y by 
encouraging the r a c i s t regime of South A f r i c a to i n t i m i d a t e the neighbouring 
A f r i c a n c o u n t r i e s and b l a c k m a i l the A f r i c a n continent as a whole. 

The item on negative s e c u r i t y guarantees i s thus a very important one f o r 
c o u n t r i e s l i k e my own, Kenya. However, we as a de l e g a t i o n would not be prepared 
t o waste time on the r e p e t i t i o n of well-known p o s i t i o n s . Should such a s i t u a t i o n 
a r i s e — a n d I hope t h a t i t w i l l not — then we would recommend t h a t a procedural 
way out of the impasse be worked out as soon as p o s s i b l e . The same would apply 
t o the r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons question. 

On the other important i s s u e s before the Committee f o r d e l i b e r a t i o n a t i t s 
c u r r e n t s e s s i o n , I would have the f o l l o w i n g to say. 

1. On chemical weapons, i t i s most r e g r e t t a b l e t h a t the d i s c u s s i o n s i n the 
Working Group on Chemical Weapons, which convened here i n Geneva on 17 January l a s t 
and worked f o r two weeks, were a mere r e a f f i r m a t i o n of the p o s i t i o n s the various 
delegations had adopted during the second pa r t of the Committee's 1982 s e s s i o n . 
The d e l i b e r a t i o n s o f the contact groups created by Ambassador Sujka o f Poland have, 
however,'been u s e f u l and the adoption o f a s i m i l a r work programme f o r the 
Working Group on Chemical Weapons during the Committee's present s e s s i o n might be 
very worthwhile. The Working Group i t s e l f should convene as few formal meetings 
as p o s s i b l e i n order'tó a l l o c a t e most of i t s time t o d i s c u s s i o n s i n s m a l l e r u n i t s 
which have proved tó be b e t t e r forums f o r n e g o t i a t i o n s than l a r g e r ones-^- provided, 
of course t h a t such s m a l l e r working u n i t s are open-ended and announced f o r a l l 
d e legations t o p a r t i c i p a t e i n i f they should so wish. I take t h i s opportunity t o 
express my genuine thanks t o Ambassador Sujka and h i s team of co - o r d i n a t o r s who have 
done an outstanding Job i n the past-two weeks w i t h i n the Working Group on Chemical 
Weapons. 

2. The items on the r e l a t i o n s h i p between disarmament and development (the s u b j e c t 
of General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 37/84), economic and s o c i a l consequences of the 
arms race, and the re d u c t i o n of m i l i t a r y budgets, are q u i t e interconnected, and 
hence the documentation submitted on them, such as A/8496/Rev.1, A/36/356 and 
A/37/386, should be studied and comparatively analysed together. As a d e l e g a t i o n , 
we a t t a c h , and w i l l no doubt continue to a t t a c h , the g r e a t e s t importance to the 
r e l a t i o n s h i p between disarmament and development, e s p e c i a l l y the socio-economic 
development of the developing c o u n t r i e s . 

3. Under the sub j e c t of i n s t i t u t i o n a l arrangements f o r disarmament, two aspects 
are p a r t i c u l a r l y important. One i s the n e c e s s i t y t o strengthen or improve the 
e f f e c t i v e n e s s and s t a t u s of 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 forum f o r disarmament. I have already touched on the question e a r l i e r . 
Recognition of the n e g o t i a t i n g r a t h e r than debating ch a r a c t e r o f the Committee i s 
s t i l l wanting i n p r a c t i c e , e s p e c i a l l y i n those quarters of the Committee which s t i l l 
p r e f e r l i m i t e d n e g o t i a t i n g forums to the Committee on Disarmament. To them we say, 
as we have o f t e n s a i d before, t h a t disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s conducted i n l i m i t e d 
forums should supplement r a t h e r than c o n t r a d i c t those t h a t are supposed t o be 
conducted w i t h i n the Committee. 
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The other aspect i s the question of the World Disarmament Campaign which the 
General Assembly launched a t the beginning of i t s second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n devoted 
to disarmament — on 7 June 1982. The m o b i l i z a t i o n of p u b l i c o p i n i o n and education 
of the masses i n favour of disarmament i s a very heavy- r e s p o n s i b i l i t y which, as we 
a l l know, i s s t a r t i n g t o make some governments "behave more s e n s i b l y " i n matters of 
disarmament. That process thus r e q u i r e s systematic o r g a n i z a t i o n and encouragement 
i f the Campaign's primary purposes of i n f o r m i n g , educating and generating p u b l i c 
understanding and support f o r the o b j e c t i v e s of the United Nations i n the f i e l d o f 
disarmament, are to be r e a l i z e d . The i d e a of a world disarmament conference i s a 
noble one and t h a t i s why i t has received the widest support of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
community. Such a conference should, t h e r e f o r e , be convened i n the near f u t u r e , and 
t h i s i s another i s s u e t h a t the Committee should address i t s e l f t o . 

Thus, a t the beginning of the 1983 s e s s i o n , we have many hot p l a t e s and soups 
around us, and we need to study again most s e r i o u s l y the r e s o l u t i o n s of the 
General Assembly—some of which I have touched on above i n passing-—adopted a t 
i t s t h i r t y - s e v e n t h s e s s i o n , which r e l a t e to our work here and which the 
Secretary-General has k i n d l y t r a n s m i t t e d to us i n document CD/336. There are other 
important i s s u e s which, though not brought t o us f o r c o n s i d e r a t i o n , should be of 
d i r e c t i n t e r e s t and concern t o us. I have i n mind such i s s u e s as co-operation i n 
the peaceful uses of n u c l e a r energy, which w i l l be the t o p i c of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
conference scheduled f o r t h i s coming August here i n Geneva. 

Mr. Chairman, d i s t i n g u i s h e d delegates, l e t us, as r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s of Governments 
which adopted the r e s o l u t i o n s I have r e f e r r e d t o above, s t a r t now t r a n s l a t i n g them 
i n t o concrete a c t i o n . 

Yes indeed: "Well begun i s h a l f done ...", and l e t as begin our work f o r 1983 
e a r n e s t l y and w i t h the determination t o a t t a i n t a n g i b l e r e s u l t s on the s u b s t a n t i v e 
i s s u e s before us f o r c o n s i d e r a t i o n . 

Thank you f o r your patience and I thank you f o r having given me the f l o o r so 
l a t e , Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Kenya f o r h i s statement and f o r 
the k i n d words he addressed t o the Chair. I now g i v e the f l o o r t o the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e 
of Sweden, Mr. H y l t e n i u s . 

Mr. HYLTENIUS (Sweden): Mr. Chairman, before you adjourn the meeting I should 
l i k e t o respond very b r i e f l y to the warm c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s expressed by you and by the 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s of the Soviet Union, Czechoslovakia and Kenya t o the two winners of 
the 1982 Nobel Peace P r i z e , Ambassador Alfonso García Robles of Mexico and 
Mrs. Alva Myrdal of Sweden. I s h a l l , o f course, not f a i l t o t r a nsmit the 
c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s t o Mrs. Myrdal. 

I know t h a t she regards the f a c t t h a t the Nobel Peace P r i z e was awarded t o 
two disarmament n e g o t i a t o r s as, a r e c o g n i t i o n of the importance of the disarmament 
e f f o r t s i n the quest f o r peace and as an encouragement f o r those broad popular 
movements which p r o t e s t a g a i n s t the i n s a n i t y of the n u c l e a r arms rac e . I a l s o know 
t h a t she c o n s i d e r s i t a great honour and pleasure t o share the award w i t h her o l d 
f r i e n d and c o l l e a g u e , Ambassador García Robles 
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F i n a l l y , I am sure bhat she w i l l bp most g r a t e f u l f o r the warm c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s 
which have been expressed here today i n the Committee on Disarmament. As you know, 
S i r , Alva Myrdal worked f o r 11 years as Chairman of the Swedish d e l e g a t i o n to the 
disarmament Conference i n Geneva. 

The CHAIRMAN; I thank the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Sweden f o r h i s statement. 

That concludes my l i s t o f speakers f o r today. Dous any oth¿r member wish t o 
take the f l o o r ? 

Before adjourning t h i s plenary meeting I would l i k e t o take up two o r g a n i z a t i o n a l 
q u e s t i o n s . 

F i r s t , a communication has been received from the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f the 
Ifaited States o f America, informing us of the d e s i r e o f the V i c e - P r e s i d e n t o f the 
United States to address the Committee on 4 February 1983» I have consulted w i t h 
the members of the Committee on the convening of an a d d i t i o n a l plenary meeting on 
th a t date, a t 10-30 g .m., and I b e l i e v e t h a t there i s general agreement. 

I t was so decided. 

The CHAIRMAN; We s h a l l t h e r e f o r e hold a plenary meeting on F r i d a y , 4 February, 
a t 10.30 a.m. 

Secondly, I would l i k e to propose t h a t the Committee hold i n f o r m a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s 
i n t h i s Conference Room tomorrow, Wednesday, 2 February, a t 3.30p.au, to consider the 
o r g a n i z a t i o n of our work. 

I t wa3 so decided. 

The CHAIRMAN; The next plenary meeting of the Committee w i l l be held on 
Thursday, 3 February, a t 10.30 a.m. 

The meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose a t 1.35 p.m. 
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The CHAIRMAN : I d e c l a r e open the 190th plenary meeting of the Committee on 
Disarmament. 

At the o u t s e t , may I welcome the presence i n the Committee o f the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
Vice-Chancellor and Federal M i n i s t e r f o r Foreign A f f a i r s o f the Federal Republic of 
Germany, Mr. Hans-Dietrich Genscher. He i s a well-known p e r s o n a l i t y , f o r he has 
been h i s country's Vice-Chancellor s i n c e May 1974. I am sure t h a t a l l members of 
the Committee j o i n me i n welcoming him. 

May I a l s o welcome Mr. Jan Martenson, Under-Secretary-General who i s i n charge 
of the new Department of Disarmament A f f a i r s , and who i s present today i n our midst. 

I have on my l i s t o f speakers f o r today tne r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s of the 
Federal Republic o f Germany and Sweden. 

I now g i v e the f l o o r to the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the Federal Republic of Germany, 
the V i c e - C h a n c e l l o r and Federal M i n i s t e r f o r Foreign A f f a i r s , 
Mr. Hans-Dietrich Genscher. 

Mr. GENSCHER (Vice-Chancellor and Foreign M i n i s t e r of the F e d e r a l Republic of 
Germany) ( t r a n s l a t e d from German): Mr. Chairman, may I f i r s t of a l l extend to you 
my c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s on your assumption of the chairmanship of t h i s important Committee 
f o r the c u r r e n t month. I should a l s o l i k e to extend to your predecessor, 
Ambassador García Robles of Mexico, my s i n c e r e c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s on h i s r e c e i v i n g the 
Nobel Peace P r i z e . We are a l l aware th a t t h i s d i s t i n c t i o n does honour not only to 
him but a l s o t o the noble cause of disarmament f o r which he has so t i r e l e s s l y worked. 

Ladies and gentlemen, Mr. Chairman, i t i s a s p e c i a l honour f o r me to address, 
during my v i s i t t o Geneva, t h i s important forum i n whose work the Government of the 
Federal Republic of Germany has p a r t i c i p a t e d a c t i v e l y and i n t e n s i v e l y ever s i n c e i t s 
accession i n 1975- My v i s i t occurs a t a time when t h i s Committee envisages changing 
i t s d e s i g n a t i o n to "Conference on Disarmament". I welcoira t h i s i n t e n t i o n because I 
regard the new name not only as due r e c o g n i t i o n of the p r a c t i c a l work t h i s Committee 
has performed so f a r but a l s o as r e c o g n i t i o n of the growing importance o f t h i s forum, 
which i s l a y i n g important foundations f o r the long-term process of arms c o n t r o l and 
disarmament by n e g o t i a t i n g new g e n e r a l l y acceptable agreements. 

I wish you, Mr. Chairman, and a l l the p a r t i c i p a n t s every success i n t h i s work 
that concerns us a l l . 

The c i t y o f Geneva i s a u n i v e r s a l symbol of n e g o t i a t i o n s aimed at strengthening 
peace and at banishing the n o r r o r s of war. Ever s i n c e the Geneva P r o t o c o l of 1925 
banning the use of chemical and b a c t e r i o l o g i c a l weapons i n wartime, t h i s c i t y has 
been i n e x t r i c a b l y l i n k e d w i t h i n t e r n a t i o n a l arms c o n t r o l and disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s . 
Today i t i s the s i t e o f s e v e r a l h i g h l y important arms c o n t r o l n e g o t i a t i o n s which 
people throughout the world are watching w i t h growing e x p e c t a t i o n s , t h i s year i n 
p a r t i c u l a r , and which they expect to y i e l d t a n g i b l e r e s u l t s as soon as p o s s i b l e . 

In t h i s context, there i s an inner l i n k between the work of the world-wide forum 
represented by the Committee on Disarmament and the simultaneous United S t a t e s -
S o v i e t n e g o t i a t i o n s on s u b s t a n t i a l reductions i n nuclear weapons. Together with the 
n e g o t i a t i o n s i n Vienna and Madrid, they combine to form a comprehensive dynamic 
n e g o t i a t i n g process of unprecedented i n t e n s i t y . 



CD/PV.190 
9 

(Mr. Genacher, Federal Republic of Germany) 

The Federal Government therefore has great expectations with regard to further 
developments during 1983» 

It i s determined to contribute to ensuring that genuine progress occurs on the 
way to co-operation, dialogue and disarmament. 

Only i f this i s achieved can governments and peoples devote themselves to the 
great tasks facing humanity: world-wide development, the struggle against hunger and 
poverty and protection of the environment. 

The policy pursued by the Federal Republic of Germany has from the very outset 
been a policy for peace. This precept i s enshrined i n the Basic Law, our 
Constitution. 

Disarmament and arms control are integral parts of our security policy and that 
of the alliance. As early as 1954 the Federal Republic of Germany gave i t s a l l i e s 
a contractual assurance that i t would not manufacture nuclear, bacteriological or 
chemical weapons. So thai i t s renunciation of the manufacture of chemical weapons 
can,be verified, the Federal Republic has ever since then accepted international 
on-site inspections, which can be carried out without impairing the legitimate 
interest i n preserving business secrets. 

The peace note of 1966 by the then Federal Government proposed, inter a l i a , the 
exchange of observers at manoeuvres — this was nine years before such a confidence-
building measure was agreed upon in the Helsinki Final Act. 

The.Federal Republic of Germany i s committed to a consistent policy of the 
renunciation of force. As early as 1954, 19 years before joining the United Nations, 
i t stated that i t would frame i t s policy i n accordance with the principles of the 
United Nations Charter and committed i t s e l f to the obligation to observe the ban on 
force embodied in Article 2 of the Charter. 

This ban on the threat or use of force was the guiding principle of the 
aforementioned German peace note of 1966. It i s also a fundamental element of the 
Final Act of the Conference on Security and Co-operation i n Europe and our treaties 
with Moscow, Warsaw and Prague as well as the Basic Treaty with the German Democratic 
Republic. 

But i t i s not sufficient to demand a policy forswearing the use of force, 
embodied in solemn declarations of principle. What matters is whether the ban on 
the use of force i s observed i n practical policy. I cannot conceal my deep concern 
at the fact that, especially in the past few years, this principle has been seriously 
violated. A major task incumbent upon everyone responsible i s to settle existing 
conflicts by means of p o l i t i c a l solutions — here I have in mind Afghanistan i n 
particular. 

The ban on the use of force i s comprehensive. It must apply- between a l l 
countries and regions. It must include the use of force of every type, that i s to 
say, i t must prevent not only nuclear war but every kind of war. For my densely 
populated country at the interface of the two alliances in East and West, the policy 
of preventing war i s a matter of l i f e and death. 
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The p r i n c i p l e o f a-comprehensive ban on the'use of f o r c e enshrined i n the 
United Nations Charter i s the fundament of the s e c u r i t y p o l i c y pursued by the 

a A t l a n t i c a l l i a n c e . This comprehensive ban on f o r c e must be a p p l i e d i n r e l a t i o n s , 
between a l l countries'and r e g i o n s . 

At i t s summit meeting held i n Bonn on 10 June 1982, the Western a l l i a n c e 
solemnly r e a f f i r m e d t h a t none o f i t s weapons w i l l ever* be used except i n response 
to attack-. 

We welcome the f a c t t h a t , i n t h e i r Prague d e c l a r a t i o n , the Warsaw Pact c o u n t r i e s 
took, u p . c e r t a i n points-,of the solemn statement by the a l l i a n c e . Tbe North A t l a n t i c 
defence a l l i a n c e i s ready to examine whether the Warsaw Pact d e c l a r a t i o n opens' 
p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r a p p l y i n g the p r i n c i p l e o f the ban on f o r c e embodied i n the 
United Nations Charter even more c o n s i s t e n t l y i n r e l a t i o n s among a l l S t a t e s . 
A renewed, b i n d i n g r e a f f i r m a t i o n of the ban on f o r c e could c o n s t i t u t e a c o n t r i b u t i o n 
t o i m p r o v i n g í t h e . i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n - i f i t i s observed by every S t a t e w i t h regard 
t o evepy other. State without r e s e r v a t i o n and i f , a t the same time, p r a c t i c a l steps 
are jtaken t o . put an .end t o the use^of force, where i t s t i l l ' p r e v a i l s . A ' c o h s istent 
p o l i c y f o r peaee. r e q u i r e s >the r e n u n c i a t i o n of the t h r e a t o f f o r c e f o r the attainment" 
of f o r e i g n * p o l i c y . o b j e c t i v e s . In a d d i t i o n , the ban on f o r c e must be'given concrete 
substance by a c h i e v i n g t a n g i b l e r e s u l t s at arms c o n t r o l n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

Our aim i s to o b t a i n s t a b i l i t y both i n Europe and worldwide a t the lowest 
p o s s i b l e l e v e l * c>¥< armaments: -peace-with ever fewer weapons. Arms'control and -
disarmament are the means o f . a c h i e v i n g t h i s aim. Everyone making s e r i o u s e f f o r t s 
to achieve progress a t the current n e g o t i a t i o n s , be i t i n Geneva, Vienna, Madrid or 
New York,,knows how d i f f i c u l t . i t i s t o e l i m i n a t e d i s t r u s t and r e c o n c i l e c o n f l i c t i n g 
i n t e r e s t s . New e f f o r t s a r e needed t o create confidence. Concrete measures must 
be agreed on t h a t make the m i l i t a r y conduct of States c a l c u l a b l e and'thus 
s y s t e m a t i c a l l y reduce d i s t r u s t . 

We noted w i t h s a t i s f a c t i o n t h a t the idea of c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g measures again 
met w i t h general support a t the t h i r t y - s e v e n t h s e s s i o n o f -the United Nations ' ' 
General Assembly. ..The r e s o l u t i o n on t h i s s u b j e c t sponsored by the F e d e r a l Republic 
of Germany together w i t h 36 other c o u n t r i e s was unanimously adopted. We r e g a r d ' t h i s -
as an-(encouraging s i g n . The p r i n c i p l e s and g u i d e l i n e s -for c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g . 
measures, which already enjoy extensive support by the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community, "must" 
now be discussed i n the United Nations Disarmament Commission. We are supplementing 
these e f f o r t s by an i n t e r n a t i o n a l symposium to be h e l d i n the Federal Republic o f 
Germany i n May 1983, which w i l l a f f o r d s c i e n t i s t s from a l l over the world an _" 
o p p o r t u n i t y to elaborate the concept of c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g measures and i n p a r t i c u l a r 
to consider t h e i r a p p l i c a t i o n i n i n d i v i d u a l r e g i o n s . 

C o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g i s c o n d i t i o n a l upon maximum mutual openness. The mora 
progress we make i n t h i s f i e l d , the more we o b l i g e c o u n t r i e s to confine themselves 
t o an armament l e v e l r e a l l y needed f o r s e l f - d e f e n c e . 
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We advocate transparency with regard to world-wide expenditure on armaments and 
to the r e l a t i o n s h i p between arms spending and expenditure on economic and s o c i a l 
development. For t h i s reason, I proposed to the General Assembly s e v e r a l years ago 
t h a t the United Nations e s t a b l i s h a twofold r e g i s t e r showing how much each i n d u s t r i a l 
country spends per c a p i t a , on the one hand, on armaments and, on the other, on 
development a i d . I a l s o suggested s e t t i n g up a r e g i s t e r on world-wide weapons 
exports and imports so as to be able t o make t h i s "grey area" of world-wide armaments 
a c t i v i t i e s more transparent. The Federal Republic of Germany has up to now 
c o n t r i b u t e d data i n three successive years t o the r e g i s t e r t h a t already e x i s t s a t 
the United Nations i n the form of a standardized r e p o r t i n g system on defence 
expenditure. However, t h i s system can only prove a success i f the Warsaw Pact 
c o u n t r i e s p a r t i c i p a t e as w e l l i n f u t u r e . At i t s t h i r t y - s e v e n t h s e s s i o n the 
General Assembly t h e r e f o r e adopted a r e s o l u t i o n c a l l i n g upon a l l States once more 
to p a r t i c i p a t e i n t h i s f i r s t major step towards the r e d u c t i o n of defence spending. 

Confidence-building measures are not an end i n themselves; they considerably 
f a c i l i t a t e progress towards the attainment o f t a n g i b l e and balanced r e s u l t s i n the 
f i e l d o f disarmament and arms c o n t r o l . 

In p a r t i c u l a r , t h i s a l s o a p p l i e s to v e r i f i c a t i o n of the observance of t r e a t i e s . 
I f ' c o u n t r i e s t h a t s i g n a t r e a t y do not possess the n a t i o n a l means of monitoring i t s 
observance, the t r e a t y must provide f o r an i m p a r t i a l body of experts t o examine any 
doubts or u n c l a r i f i e d i n c i d e n t s . I f necessary, the countries'must a l s o be w i l l i n g 
to grant t h i s independent body of experts access to t h e i r t e r r i t o r y f o r the purpose 
of i t s examinations. 

The Federal Republic of Germany has urged r e l i a b l e v e r i f i c a t i o n simply f o r the 
purpose of p l a c i n g arms c o n t r o l agreements on a f i r m b a s i s and hence c o n t r i b u t i n g to 
'the success of the r e s p e c t i v e t r e a t y and o f the subsequent disarmament and arms 
c o n t r o l e f f o r t s i n g e n e r a l . I t h e r e f o r e welcome the remark i n l a s t month's Prague 
d e c l a r a t i o n to the e f f e c t t h a t the Warsaw Pact c o u n t r i e s proceed on the understanding 
t h a t a l l arms c o n t r o l agreements must, where necessary, provide f o r i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
v e r i f i c a t i o n o f t h e i r implementation. 

' I c h e r i s h the hope t h a t t h i s remark w i l l soon be r e f l e c t e d i n concrete steps i n 
the ongoing n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

The e f f o r t s undertaken by the F e d e r a l Republic of Germany serve i n p a r t i c u l a r 
the cause o f arms c o n t r o l and disarmament between East and West. In the past few 
years the Warsaw Pact has made enormous e f f o r t s to increase i t s conventional and 
nuclear f o r c e s . This deeply d i s t u r b s us because the balance has been g r e a t l y s h i f t e d , 
to the disadvantage o f the West. Imbalance creates d i s t r u s t and has an adverse 
impact on the endeavours f o r co-operation and detente. 

We are e s p e c i a l l y concerned a t the S o v i e t Union's continuous build-up o f modern 
land-based intermediate-range m i s s i l e s , the SS 20s. The West does not yet have an 
equivalent c a p a b i l i t y . The A t l a n t i c a l l i a n c e , i n c l u d i n g the Government of the F e d e r a l 
Republic of Germany, has i n past years repeatedly drawn a t t e n t i o n to t h i s development. 
In the end i t was forced to r e a c t by means of i t s d u a l - t r a c k d e c i s i o n of December 1979-
With t h i s d e c i s i o n the Western a l l i a n c e embarked on a completely new course: i t was 
ready from the outset to make the necessary modernization of i t s weapons the subject 
of n e g o t i a t i o n s . The a l l i a n c e proposed n e g o t i a t i o n s between the United States and 
the S o v i e t Union aimed a t t h e i r mutual, world-wide r e n u n c i a t i o n of land-based 
intermediate-range nuclear m i s s i l e s . 
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We regard t h i s zero s o l u t i o n f o r both s i d e s as the best and most d e s i r a b l e 
outcome of these n e g o t i a t i o n s . It.would mean t h a t , i n an important area of nuclear 
arms, agreement would be reached not merely on l i m i t i n g but on e l i m i n a t i n g an e n t i r e 
category o f weapons, i n other words, genuine disarmament. 

The United S t a t e s , supported by i t s a l l i e s , w i l l continue to,,make every e f f o r t 
to achieve as soon as p o s s i b l e i n these n e g o t i a t i o n s concrete, balanced and 
v e r i f i a b l e r e s u l t s . Let there be no doubt t h a t the West canhot, accept the 
Soviet Union a c q u i r i n g a monopoly i n land-based intermediate-range, nuclear m i s s i l e s . 
I emphasize: we are f i r m l y determined to achieve concrete negotiated r e s u l t s . 
Every suggestion made by the S o v i e t Union at the n e g o t i a t i n g t a b l e i n d i c a t i n g 
readiness S u b s t a n t i a l l y t o reduce, t h a t i s to say e l i m i n a t e , mpdern So v i e t land-based 
intermediate-range nuclear m i s s i l e s would be a step i n the r i g h t d i r e c t i o n . Such a 
r e d u c t i o n i n S o v i e t p o t e n t i a l would make p o s s i b l e a r e d u c t i o n i n Western 
modernization, based on the p r i n c i p l e s of e q u a l i t y and p a r i t y . This means t h a t the 
West i s prepared, as envisaged i n NATO's double-track d e c i s i o n , "to review i t s 
modernization requirement i n the l i g h t o f concrete n e g o t i a t i n g r e s u l t s . 

The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany a l s o attaches great importance 
t o the United S t a t e s - S o v i e t n e g o t i a t i o n s on the r e d u c t i o n of s t r a t e g i c weapons. 
The United States has proposed making deep cuts i n the a r s e n a l s of both s i d e s w i t h a 
view t o e s t a b l i s h i n g a s t a b l e balance at a lower l e v e l . We welcome the remark made 
by General Secretary Andropov i n h i s speech on 21 December 1982 t o the e f f e c t t h a t the 
S o v i e t Union, too, i s ready to agree on reductions going beyond SALT I I . 

At the United S t a t e s - S o v i e t START and INF n e g o t i a t i o n s , c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g 
measures i n the nuclear f i e l d are a l s o being d i s c u s s e d . We hope th a t the aim,of 
c r e a t i n g more t r u s t and transparency and thus preventing misunderstandings and- wrong 
assessments can soon be t r a n s l a t e d i n t o binding,and v e r i f i a b l e agreements. 

Concern a t the e v e r - i n c r e a s i n g growth o f nuclear a r s e n a l s should not b l i n d us 
t o the dangers posed by conventional arms. 

I t i s imperative that — p a r a l l e l to the envisaged i n c r e a s i n g c o n t r o l over and 
r e d u c t i o n of nuclear p o t e n t i a l s — a l l ways and means should be e x p l o i t e d f o r 
i n t e n s i f y i n g the dialogue on arms c o n t r o l i n the conventional f i e l d and checking and 
r e v e r s i n g the world-wide build-up of conventional armaments: every year they deprive 
peoples of"immense resources which are u r g e n t l y needed f o r t a c k l i n g v i t a l development 
t a s k s . 

The o n l y forum e x i s t i n g a t present on arms c o n t r o l i n the conventional sphere 
are the Vienna n e g o t i a t i o n s on mutual and balanced f o r c e r e d u c t i o n s . 

Now i t i s e s s e n t i a l to concentrate i n Vienna on the key questions t h a t are s t i l l 
u n s e t t l e d : f i n d i n g a s o l u t i o n to the problem of s t a r t i n g data on f o r c e s and reaching 
agreement on a s s q c i a t e d measures doing j u s t i c e to the requirement of adequate 
v e r i f i c a t i o n and t o the g o a l of c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g and s t a b i l i z a t i o n . 
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ч 

,We r e a l i z e t h a t , s i n c e they are confined i n scope to C e n t r a l Europe and i n 
substance to f o r c e s t r e n g t h s , the MBFR. n e g o t i a t i o n s can render only a l i m i t e d 
c o n t r i b u t i o n towards s t a b i l i z i n g the r e l a t i o n s h i p of conventional forces, i n Europe. 
The need to complement MBFR by means of an arms c o n t r o l forum covering 4the whole o f 
Europe, from the Atïantic to the U r a l s , i 3 met by the p r o j e c t of a Conference on 
Disarmament i n Europe w i t h i n the CSCE framework. This opportunity should be taken 
advantage o f . In an i n i t i a l phase the .Conference should negotiate confidence-
b u i l d i n g measures th a t are m i l i t a r i l y - s i g n i f i c a n t , b i n d i n g , v e r i f i a b l e and 
a p p l i c a b l e to.the whole o f Europe, from the A t l a n t i c to the U r a l s . 

. We are convinced t h a t these measures could make an important c o n t r i b u t i o n -to 
greater transparency-and c a l c u l a b i l i t y i n t h e , m i l i t a r y sphere and reduce the danger 
of s u r p r i s e a t t a c k s . 

f t . the*CSCE foll o w r u p meeting i n Madrid we are t h e r e f o r e s t r i v i n g — w i t h i n 
the'framework of a balanced and su b s t a n t i v e f i n a l document тг f o r a p r e c i s e mandate 
f o r convening the Conference on Disarmament i n . Europe. 

The year 1983 holds out great o p p o r t u n i t i e s f o r the Committee on Disarmament 
as w e l l . The impulses provided by the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n o f the 
General Assembly devoted t o disarmament l a s t year need to be t r a n s l a t e d i n t o p r a c t i c e . 

, New o p p o r t u n i t i e s e x i s t f o r the Committee, I f e e l T p a r t i c u l a r l y i n a f i e l d p o 
which my country attaches no l e s s importance than to the nuclear disarmament t a l k s 
between the two Superpowers and to the MBFR n e g o t i a t i o n s i n Vienna. My country, 
wishes a t r e a t y on the complete and v e r i f i a b l e e l i m i n a t i o n o f a l l chemical weapons 
to be concluded soon. I t i s high time t h a t mankind be freed^from the t h r e a t posed 
by chemical-weapons. A comprehensive and verifiable¡chemical weapons ban i s a i l - , J 
tjhe.more imperative now because there have r e c e n t l y been i n c r e a s i n g s i g n s of-chemical 
and t o x i c weapons.being used i n va r i o u s c r i s i s areas on the Asian c o n t i n e n t . 
I therefore, appeal t o the Committee to expedite i t s work i n t h i s f i e l d and draw up 
á t r e a t y banning these weapons as q u i c k l y as p o s s i b l e . 

I note with s a t i s f a c t i o n that the n e g o t i a t i o n s on a chemical weapons ban have 
been g r e a t l y i n t e n s i f i e d d u r ing the past year. This a f f o r d s a good b a s i s f o r the 
Committee's work t h i s year. 

The indispensable p r e r e q u i s i t e s for, such a ban are r e l i a b l e v e r i f i c a t i o n 
procedures. As we a l l know, n a t i o n a l t e c h n i c a l means are a b s o l u t e l y i n s u f f i c i e n t 
f o r v e r i f y i n g a weapons ban. Consequently, d e c i s i v e importance attaches to an 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l committee of experts w i t h autonomous competence, i n c l u d i n g J^he-.right 
to--carry, out o n - s i t e i n s p e c t i o n s . 

My country i s the only one t o have d i r e c t l y experienced i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
i n s p e c t i o n s i n connection w i t h the r e n u n c i a t i o n of the production o f chemical weapons. 
Proceeding from t h i s experience, we presented s p e c i f i c , p r a c t i c a l suggestions i n 1982 
both a t the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n devoted t o disarmament and i n the Committee on 
Disarmament. I appeal to the Committee to examine these proposals c a r e f u l l y and to 
use them as a ba s i s f o r i t s subsequent d e l i b e r a t i o n s so th a t the n e g o t i a t i o n s can be 
brought to a s u c c e s s f u l conclusion as soon as p o s s i b l e . 

As regards a comprehensive nuclear t e s t ban, the Government o f the Federal 
Republic o f Germany welcomes the f a c t that a working group i s now d e a l i n g w i t h 
questions of v e r i f i c a t i o n and observance o f such a t r e a t y . Great importance attaches 
to a comprehensive nuclear t e s t ban i n connection with 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 d e a l i n g w i t h the o b l i g a t i o n o f nuclear disarmament. 
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P r e c i s e l y because' a t e s t ban i s p a r t i c u l a r l y s e n s i t i v e i n both m i l i t a r y and 
s e c u r i t y terms, i t s s t r i c t observance by a l l c o n t r a c t i n g p a r t i e s must be ensured by 
means of r e l i a b l e v e r i f i c a t i o n . We advocate an exchange of data from e x i s t i n g 
s e i s m o l o g i c a l s t a t i o n s ; the s e i s m o l o g i c a l i n s t i t u t i o n s i n the Federal' Republic of 
Germany a r e f u l l y a v a i l a b l e f o r t h i s purpose. 

There i s another area i n which the Committee's work i s w e l l advanced and i n 
which speed i s a d v i s a b l e . I am r e f e r r i n g t o the p r o h i b i t i o n o f r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. 
We s t i l l have the o p p o r t u n i t y t o ban, f o r the f i r s t time ever, a category o f weapons 
of mass d e s t r u c t i o n even before they are ready f o r deployment. My country's 
d e l e g a t i o n , which ch a i r e d the working group on r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons i n 1982, w i l l 
continue to s t r i v e f o r the e a r l y c o n c l u s i o n of such ah agreement. 

We sympathize w i t h the proposal by a number of non-aligned c o u n t r i e s t o 
i n c o r p o r a t e i n an agreement banning r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons a p r o v i s i o n t h a t p r o h i b i t s 
a t t a c k s on c i v i l i a n n u clear f a c i l i t i e s and thus enhances the p r o t e c t i o n a f f o r d e d t o 
the f a c i l i t i e s above and beyond the p r o v i s i o n s o f the Geneva P r o t o c o l . However, 
t h i s proposal creates so many t e c h n i c a l and l e g a l problems t h a t i t i s q u e s t i o n a b l e , 
i n my view, whether t h i s s u b j e c t should be combihed w i t h the subject-matter of an 
agreement on r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. 

F i n a l l y , great importance a l s o a t t a c h e s , i n my Government's view, t o arms 
c o n t r o l measures designed to prevent an arms build-up i n outer space. The"Committee 
on Disarmament w i l l have t o pay p a r t i c u l a r a t t e n t i o n t o t h i s f i e l d as w e l l 1 i n the 
f u t u r e . 

I wish the Committee on Disarmament and a l l i t s p a r t i c i p a n t s every success a t ' 
t h i s s e s s i o n . Here where nuclear-weapon States and non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s , where 
i n d u s t r i a l and developing c o u n t r i e s , where members of the world's two l a r g e m i l i t a r y 
a l l i a n c e s and non-aligned c o u n t r i e s s i t at the same t a b l e , the j o i n t r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
t h a t we bear becomes apparent: we must avert the dangers posed'by the arms b u i l d - u p , 
e l i m i n a t e c o n f r o n t a t i o n and r e c o n c i l e opposing i n t e r e s t s by a mutual readiness f o r 
compromise. In s h o r t , we must undertake every e f f o r t t o make t h i s world s a f e r and 
more p e a c e f u l . We must endeavour t o create peace with ever fewer weapons. 

May 1983 b r i n g us nearer to t h i s great g o a l . 

The work of the Committee on Disarmament can make a major c o n t r i b u t i o n . 

The CHAIRMAN ; I thank the V i c e - C h a n c e l l o r and Federal M i n i s t e r f o r Foreign 
A f f a i r s of the Federal Republic of Germany f o r h i s statement and f o r the k i n d words 
he addressed to the Chairman and 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 forum. I welcome 
the presence of the leader of the Swedish d e l e g a t i o n and I g i v e her the f l o o r . 
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Mrs. THEORIN (Sweden): Mr. Chairman, I t i s a great pleasure f o r me on behalf 
of the Swedish d e l e g a t i o n t o extend a warm welcome to you, Ambassador Erdembileg 
of Mongolia, as Chairman of t h i s Committee f o r the month of February. I am 
confident t h a t during your chairmanship t h i s Committee w i l l achieve s u b s t a n t i v e 
progress i n i t s endeavours. 

I should a l s o l i k e t o express our deep a p p r e c i a t i o n t o your predecessor i n 
the c h a i r , Ambassador Alfonso García Robles of Mexico. 

Allow me on t h i s occasion, Mr. Chairman, a l s o t o thank you f o r the k i n d words 
of welcome you addressed t o me p e r s o n a l l y at our opening s e s s i o n l a s t Tuesday. 

The l a s t few years have been an e x t r a o r d i n a r y period of popular and p o l i t i c a l 
awakening to the dangers of war. The strong c a l l f o r peace and disarmament 
r e f l e c t s the deeply rooted concern of many m i l l i o n s of people. I t i s a genuine 
explreBéiórt of the a n x i e t y they f e e l about the danger of a war o f a magnitude 
never experienced before. Statesmen and p o l i t i c a l l e aders must l i s t e n c a r e f u l l y 
t b the voices r a i s e d w i t h i n c r e a s i n g s t r e n g t h i n support of disarmament. I am 
convinced t h a t the peace movement i s emerging as an important p o l i t i c a l f a c t o r 
i n many c o u n t r i e s . And i t w i l l i n the long run prove t o be bad p o l i t i c s t o 
underestimate the knowledge and the wisdom of enlightened c i t i z e n s and v o t e r s . 

Mankind may f i n a l l y become u n i t e d i n i t s f e a r of a nuclear war, and u n i t e d 
i n a common e f f o r t to avert such a war. A new dialogue i s s t a r t i n g over p o l i t i c a l 
and i d e o l o g i c a l boundaries, as shown by r e l i g i o u s movements and p r o f e s s i o n a l 
groups, such as physicians and medical students. 

Governments w i l l have t o respond to the demands of o r d i n a r y people, who 
p r o t e s t against the' c o n t i n u i n g arms race, w i t h i t s inherent and growing dangers 
f o r our s u r v i v a l and the c o l o s s a l waste of l i m i t e d resources so badly needed f o r 
economic and s o c i a l development. I t i s , however, not only a moral dilemma; i t 
i s a p o l i t i c a l n e c e s s i t y t o move from words t o deeds i n the f i e l d of disarmament.' 

The arms race i s no law of nature; i t i s p o s s i b l e t o stop and reverse I t . 
I t i s a question of p o l i t i c a l w i l l . ' The arms race i s the r e s u l t o f t e n s i o n s , 
suspicion,- i n j u s t i c e and t h e quest f o r power. At the same time the arms' race i s 
a l s o the cause of i t s own causes, which creates a v i c i o u s c i r c l e . I t i s a cause 
of the world economic c r i s i s , of the widening gap between r i c h and poor c o u n t r i e s 
and of the morally u p s e t t i n g abuse of vast economic and i n t e l l e c t u a l resources, 
desperately needed f o r human development. Common sense t e l l s us t h a t armaments 
are -'an économie burden f o r the peoples. 

Disarmament and peace must be seen not only i n an East-West pers p e c t i v e but 
a l s o i n a North-South dimension. I t i s not an e x c l u s i v e a f f a i r f o r thé two 
m i l i t a r y blocs or f o r the Superpowers. The growing c a p a b i l i t y f o r m i l i t a r y power 
p r o j e c t i o n over long distances poses a r e a l t h r e a t t o a l l c o u n t r i e s . The arms race 
i s a concern f o r mankind as a whole. I t i s l i t e r a l l y a matter of s u r v i v a l f o r 
m i l l i o n s — not only i n a t h r e a t e n i n g f u t u r e . 

As a European I share the concerns and the f e a r s of the peoples of our 
continent." We have suddenly begun to r e a l i z e what a war i n Europe would mean and 
a l s o t h a t another devastating'war may be fought here. Not t h a t there are any 
c u r r e n t c o n f l i c t s between European' States which are l i k e l y t o e s c a l a t e i n t o f u l l -
s c a l e war overnight. But Europe i s a p o t e n t i a l b a t t l e f i e l d . I t i s prepared f o r 
war and i s c o n s t a n t l y becoming more so, p r i m a r i l y through the nuclear build-up on 
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both s i d e s . The l a t e s t phase i s the deployment of SS 20 m i s s i l e s and the planned 
deployment o f Pershing I I and land-based c r u i s e m i s s i l e s . I t i s the most 
thoroughly prepared b a t t l e f i e l d i n h i s t o r y , w i t h thousands of nuclear weapons on 
each s i d e aimed a t densely populated areas. No wonder t h a t people are f r i g h t e n e d . 

I t i s my c o n v i c t i o n t h a t p o l i t i c a l and n a t i o n a l leaders who are not responsive 
t o p u b l i c concern over the arms race w i l l soon l o s e the confidence o f t h e i r own 
peoples. I am furthermore convinced t h a t t h i s w i l l prove t o be t r u e f o r a l l S t a t e s , 
i r r e s p e c t i v e of t h e i r p o l i t i c a l and s o c i a l systems. 

At the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of the United Nations General Assembly devoted 
t o disarmament, the nation s of the world agreed t o seek s e c u r i t y i n disarmament. 
They f u r t h e r agreed t h a t balanced reductions of armaments should be c a r r i e d out 
on the b a s i s o f the p r i n c i p l e o f undiminished s e c u r i t y . 

The Independent Commission on Disarmament and S e c u r i t y Issues concluded, i n 
f u l l harmony w i t h these p r i n c i p l e s , t h a t common s e c u r i t y r a t h e r than mutual 
deterrence based on armaments should be the prime b a s i s f o r s e c u r i t y i n the world. 
Common s e c u r i t y i s based on the c o n v i c t i o n t h a t i n t h i s modern nuc l e a r age, peace 
cannot be achieved through m i l i t a r y means. Peace i s b a s i c a l l y a p o l i t i c a l concept 
and must be sought by p o l i t i c a l means. I t must be sought i n a t i r e l e s s process 
of n e g o t i a t i o n and rapprochement, with the aim of removing mutual s u s p i c i o n and 
f e a r . We face common dangers and must a l s o promote our s e c u r i t y i n common. 

The United Nations has an important r o l e t o play i n the e f f o r t s t o promote, 
t o develop and t o implement the concept of common s e c u r i t y . My Government f i n d s 
i t g r a t i f y i n g t h a t the General Assembly has requested the United Nations Disarmament 
Commission t o consider those recommendations and proposals i n the re p o r t o f 
The Independent Commission on Disarmament and S e c u r i t y Issues which r e l a t e t o 
disarmament and arms l i m i t a t i o n . We are conf i d e n t t h a t the Disarmament Commission 
w i l l reach agreement on how t o ensure an e f f e c t i v e follow-up t o those p a r t s o f 
the r e p o r t . 

A c e n t r a l c o n c l u s i o n contained i n t h a t r e p o r t i s t h a t the two major power 
bl o c s can only s u r v i v e together. S e c u r i t y cannot be achieve a g a i n s t the adversary 
but together w i t h him. There i s no other o p t i o n f o r long-term s u r v i v a l . This 
i n s i g h t has not s u f f i c i e n t l y c h a r a c t e r i z e d the r e l a t i o n s between the Superpowers 
i n the f i e l d of arms l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament. 

I t i s t r u e , o f course, t h a t disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s by t h e i r very nature 
are i n f l u e n c e d by d i f f e r e n t i n t e r n a t i o n a l events. I t i s obvious t h a t a c e r t a i n 
measure of t r u s t and confidence among States i s necessary f o r s u c c e s s f u l disarmament 
n e g o t i a t i o n s . Such a c l i m a t e can be created i n p a r t i c u l a r when the major powers 
demonstrate both i n word and deed t h a t they are prepared t o agree on r e a l disarmament 
measures. But even i f my Government f u l l y recognizes t h a t a favourable i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
c l i m a t e i s important f o r progress i n disarmament e f f o r t s , l i n k a g e s between arms 
n e g o t i a t i o n s and p o l i t i c a l events should be avoided. 

This year — 1983 — w i l l be c r u c i a l i n the h i s t o r y o f disarmament. I t i s , 
t h e r e f o r e , e s s e n t i a l not t o a l l o w the cu r r e n t c l i m a t e of c o n f r o n t a t i o n t o p r e v a i l 
and t o l e a d t o a continued u n b r i d l e d e s c a l a t i o n of the arms r a c e , i n p a r t i c u l a r 
as regards nuclear weapons. But t h i s year a l s o o f f e r s an h i s t o r i c o p p o r t u n i t y t o 
prevent the f i n a l establishment o f a new generation of E u r o s t r a t e g i c nuclear 
weapons. 
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The two Superpowers hold the f a t e of the earth i n t h e i r hands. They have 
incomparably the l a r g e s t weapon a r s e n a l s . They bear the primary r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
f o r a s s u r i n g t h a t a change of d i r e c t i o n takes place. 

I t i s no longer p o s s i b l e f o r them to come to a well-informed p u b l i c opinion 
with empty r h e t o r i c asking people to accept a f u r t h e r increase i n nuclear arms. 
People demand c o n s t r u c t i v e proposals and concrete r e s u l t s from ongoing n e g o t i a t i o n s . 
Proposals of a p r o g a n d i s t i c nature w i l l be unmasked by an enlightened p u b l i c 
o p i n i o n , which w i l l hold t h e i r governments r e s p o n s i b l e f o r the f u t u r e developments 
i n t h i s f i e l d . 

I s e i z e t h i s opportunity to repeat emphatically the c a l l on the two 
Superpowers to i n i t i a t e a disarmament process now. 

The outcome of the b i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s between the United States and the 
Soviet Union on n j c l e a r arms w i l l be of d e c i s i v e importance f o r the prospects 
i n general f o r arms l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament. A breakthrough i n these n e g o t i a t i o n s 
would be of utmost importance a l s o to the work i n other n e g o t i a t i o n forums. 

Many people.find i t hard not to despair when speaking about the arms race. 
The attempts to stop i t have had no breakthroughs i n the l a s t few years. Many 
signs p o i n t to a continued e s c a l a t i o n of the arms race, d e s p i t e some b r i e f moments 
of hopeful r h e t o r i c . Yet we must not choose to d e s p a i r . The c o n d i t i o n s f o r hope, 
however, must be c l e a r l y set f o r t h . 

Unless some r e a l progress i s made w i t h i n the next few months, the nuclear 
arms race w i l l enter i n t o a new and dangerous phase. My Government, t h e r e f o r e , 
anxiously awaits a f i r s t d e c i s i v e step t o be taken i n the f i e l d of nuclear 
disarmament. 

As a European country, Sweden i s p a r t i c u l a r l y concerned about nuclear weapons 
which are deployed and intended f o r use i n Europe and i t s adjacent sea areas. 
The Swedish Government does not b e l i e v e t h a t the deployment of SS 20 m i s s i l e s on 
the One s i d e and the deployment of Persning I I and c r u i s e m i s s i l e s on the other 
has been, i s or w i l l be necessary to maintain an e q u i l i b r i u m of nuclear f o r c e s i n 
Europe. Instead, my Government considers that these deployments c o n s t i t u t e 
another s e r i e s of t r a g i c mistaKes which w i l l leave both sides even more insecure 
and vulnerable than before. 

The Superpowers are now n e g o t i a t i n g b i l a t e r a l l y on a wide range of nuclear 
weapons. The ongoing n e g o t i a t i o n s to l i m i t the E u r o s t r a t e g i c nuclear f o r c e s arc 
of c r u c i a l importance. The nuclear arms s p i r a l i s most l i k e l y to have s e r i o u s 
negative e f f e c t s on mutual confidence and might -increase the r i s k of nuclear war 
breaking out. 

Vic welcome the f a r - r e a c h i n g proposals made by the United States and the 
Soviet Union to reduce the number of sach weapons i n or aimed at Europe. Although 
many p o i n t s i n t h e i r r e s p e c t i v e o f f e r s remain t o be c l a r i f i e d , my Government 
hopes t h a t they w i l l c o n s t i t u t e a s u b s t a n t i v e opening which could pave the way 
f o r agreement. This opportunity should not be l o s t . 
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I t i s the b a s i c view of the Swedish Government t h a t a l l c a t e g o r i e s of 
E u r o s t r a t e g i c weapons should be completely e l i m i n a t e d . For p r a c t i c a l and p o l i t i c a l 
reasons, f i r s t agreements between the United States and the S o v i e t Union — which 
we would welcome — might f a l l s h o r t o f t h i s g o a l and thus permit the continued 
or f u t u r e deployment of some of these weapons. I f such p a r t i a l agreement i s 
reached, i t should, i n our view, be seen as an i n t e r i m agreement, which should 
l a t e r lead to a comprehensive agreement banning a l l r e l e v a n t c a t e g o r i e s of nuclear 
weapons systems f o r Europe. 

The SALT I I Treaty, which never entered i n t o f o r c e , o f f e r s a good b a s i s - f o r 
n e g o t i a t i o n s on the r e d u c t i o n of s t r a t e g i c weapons. According t o the l i m i t e d 
i n f o r m a t i o n a v a i l a b l e about the START n e g o t i a t i o n s , i t seems t h a t the p o s i t i o n s 
of the p a r t i e s ara s t i l l f a r a part. I t goes without saying t h a t every e f f o r t 
must be made to avoid the emergence of new generations of s t r a t e g i c weapons, which 
w i l l merely i n c r e a s e the dangers and c o n t r i b u t a t o a f u r t h e r d e s t a b i l i z i n g o f 
the present s i t u a t i o n . 

The Swedish Government has on numerous occasions s t r e s s e d the need f o r 
disarmament and arms l i m i t a t i o n measures regarding the t a c t i c a l n u c l e a r weapons 
i n Europe and i t s adjacent sea areas. My Government has i n t e r a l i a i n t h i s 
Committee suggested t h a t a p a r t i c u l a r e f f o r t should be made i n order t o lower 
the number of these weapons, with the aim of t h e i r u l t i m a t e a b o l i t i o n . 

N egotiations must now be i n i t i a t e d a l s o concerning these weapons. In the 
course of such n e g o t i a t i o n s i t would be necessary to ensure t h a t nuclear 
disarmament i s accompanied by a p p r o p r i a t e l y balanced reductions a l s o i n conventional 
m i l i t a r y f o r c e s . 

The Swedish Government has approached the members of NATO and the Warsaw Pact 
as w e l l as European n e u t r a l and non-aligned States i n order t o s o l i c i t t h e i r 
views on the idea of withdrawing i n a f i r s t phase t a c t i c a l nuclear weapons from 
an area 150 km wide on each s i d e of the East-West border, running through 
C e n t r a l Europe. The idea of such a withdrawal has been developed i n the r e p o r t 
of The Independent Commission on Disarmament and S e c u r i t y Issues. The purpose 
of t h i s sounding i s p r i m a r i l y to f i n d out how the governments most d i r e c t l y 
concerned view the idea of such a nuclear withdrawal i n C e n t r a l Europe. 

I t i s too e a r l y t o make any general assessment of the responses r e c e i v e d 
so f a r . The Swedish Government expects i n the near f u t u r e to be i n a p o s i t i o n 
to evaluate how t h i s matter can best be pursued. I t i s our hope t h a t the proposal 
made by the Commission w i l l i n i t i a t e a process of debate on the r o l e and 
importance of t a c t i c a l nuclear weapons i n Europe which w i l l g r a d u a l l y l e a d t o -
t h e i r withdrawal and e l i m i n a t i o n . 

The Conference on S e c u r i t y and Co-operation i n Europe i s conditioned by 
the s i t u a t i o n i n general as regards East-West r e l a t i o n s . Although many d i f f i c u l t i e s 
remain, ray Government has the impression t h a t a p o s s i b l e s o l u t i o n i s w i t h i n reach. 
This would, however, r e q u i r e t h a t a c e r t a i n degree of rapprochement tak03 place 
between the Superpowers and the m i l i t a r y a l l i a n c e s . Together w i t h the other 
n e u t r a l and non-aligned c o u n t r i e s i n the Conference on S e c u r i t y and Co-operation 
i n Europe, Sweaen intends to exert every e f f o r t i n order t o b r i n g a p o s i t i v e 
outcome of the Madrid meeting, i n p a r t i c u l a r as regards the convening of a 
European disarmament conference. Sweden has declared i t s e l f prepared t o host 
such a conference. 
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The Swedish Government considers t h a t i n the present s i t u a t i o n the highest 
p r i o r i t y must be given to concrete measures to reduce and f i n a l l y e l i m i n a t e the 
nuclear a r s e n a l s . As a complement to such measures, e f f o r t s should be made to 
e s t a b l i s h security-promoting arrangements s u s c e p t i b l e of lowering tension and of 
reducing the r i s k of the outbreak of nuclear war. In t h i s context, my Government 
takes keen i n t e r e s t i n the current debate on the n o n - f i r s t - u s e of nuclear weapons. 
We b e l i e v e t h a t as part of a r e a l i s t i c disarmament p o l i c y i t snould be p o s s i b l e 
to achieve mutual o b l i g a t i o n s not to be the f i r s t to use nuclear weapons. 

The Sweaish Government i s furthermore convinced t h a t determined e f f o r t s should 
be made to improve the p o s s i b i l i t i e s of a c h i e v i n g agreements on nuclear-weapon-free 
zones. As a Nordic country Sweden i s a c t i v e l y pursuing a p o l i c y i n support of 
• o f f o r t s to create a 'Nordic nuclear-weapon-free zone. In our v i e u such a zone 
and the ргосезз l e a d i n g to i t would reduce the nuclear t h r e a t c o n f r o n t i n g the 
Nordic r e g i o n . I t would a l s o c o n s t i t u t e a s u b s t a n t i a l c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g measure 
i n Europe. 

I t has o f t e n been s a i d t h a t i n the long run war can be prevented only i f the 
underlying causes of tension and c o n f l i c t ara e l i m i n a t e d . But i t i s a l s o true 
t h a t the arms race i s i n i t s e l f a f a c t o r i n i n c r e a s i n g tensions and c o n f l i c t s . 
One of the most important expressions of t h i s phenomenon i s the present trend i n 
m i l i t a r y research and technology. These are c u r r e n t l y moving i n d i r e c t i o n s which 
may, unless checked, render disarmament v i r t u a l l y i m p o s s ible. The quest f o r 
t e c h n o l o g i c a l s u p e r i o r i t y i n the m i l i t a r y f i e l d , as w e l l as m i l i t a r y s u p e r i o r i t y 
i n ' g e n e r a l , i s a dead-end. I n d i v i d u a l nations and the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community 
must make a determined e f f o r t to come to g r i p s with m i l i t a r y research and 
development. V/ays must be sought i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operation to c u r t a i l the 
u t i l i z a t i o n of m i l i t a r y research and development f o r o f f e n s i v e . m i l i t a r y purposes. 
That i s why my d e l e g a t i o n took the i n i t i a t i v e of proposing a r e s o l u t i o n on m i l i t a r y 
research and development requesting the Secretary-General to c a r r y out an expert 
study on the s u b j e c t . 

I s h a l l now disucss some of the items on our agenda and I w i l l i n d i c a t e 
what my delegation sees as the main tas k s of t h i s Committee i n the course of the 
session i t has j u s t begun. 

E f f o r t s f o r at l e a s t a quarter of a century to achieve a comprehensive t e s t 
ban have so f a r not y i e l d e d the r e s u l t s hoped f o r . The obstacles of both a 
t e c h n i c a l and a p o l i t i c a l nature have been tremendous. I b e l i e v e i t i s f a i r to 
say t h a t t o a very l a r g e degree the t e c h n i c a l problems have been solved as regards 
the methods f o r monitoring a t e s t ban, although f u r t h e r progress i s s t i l l p o s s i b l e . 
I t i s now mainly the, lack of s u f f i c i e n t p o l i t i c a l w i l l which i s preventing the 
Committee on Disarmament from e l a b o r a t i n g the complete t e x t of a comprehensive 
test-ban t r e a t y . 

: I t has been Sweden's p e r s i s t e n t view that a comprehensive t e s t ban i s of 
v i t a l importance as a means to slow or stop the f u r t h e r development of nuclear 
weapons systems. I t would c o n s t i t u t e a commitment by the nuclear-weapon States 
to i n i t i a t e an era of mutual nuclear r e s t r a i n t . Such a ban should a l s o c o n s t i t u t e 
an element i n a general freeze on nuclear armaments. We s t r o n g l y urge a l l the 
nuclear-weapon States to demonstrate a t t h i s s e s sion of the Committee t h a t they 
are prepared to conclude a comprehensive test-ban t r e a t y as a s t a r t i n g point f o r 
nuclear disarmament. 
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This i s a matter of the utmost importance. In the view of my d e l e g a t i o n 
the Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban should be f o r m a l l y empowered t o negotiate 
on a l l r e l e v a n t s u b s t a n t i v e aspects of a comprehensive test-ban t r e a t y . 

Sweden intends t h i s year to present à r e v i s e d v e r s i o n of i t s d r a f t CTB t r e a t y 
submitted to the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament i n 1977-

My Government deeply r e g r e t s that the nuclear-weapon t e s t i n g continues 
unabated. According to f i g u r e s from the Hagfors Seismic Observatory i n Sweden, 
no l e s s than 55 nuclear explosions took place i n 1932, compared to 49 during the 
preceding year. The Soviet Union increased the number of explosions from 21 t o 31, 
whereas the United States c a r r i e d out 16 explosions i n 19Sl and 18 i n 1982. The 
number of explosions c a r r i e d out by France diminished from 11 i n 1981 to 5 i n 1982. 
No Chinese explosion was observed e i t h e r i n 1981 or i n 1982. The United Kingdom 
c a r r i e d out one expl o s i o n per year i n the l a s t two years. These f i g u r e s f u r t h e r 
s t r e s s the importance of a complete t e s t ban i n order t o prevent the development 
of nuclear weapons by the present nuclear powers and to prevent a p r o l i f e r a t i o n 
of such weapons to a d d i t i o n a l c o u n t r i e s . 

This Committee should continue the n e g o t i a t i o n s on a t r e a t y on r a d i o l o g i c a l 
weapons. Sweden has proposed that such a t r e a t y should i n c l u d e a ban on a t t a c k s 
a g a i n s t nuclear f a c i l i t i e s c o n t a i n i n g r a d i o a c t i v e substances. 

Next to a nuclear explosion t h i s would be the most e f f e c t i v e method o f 
d i s p e r s i n g r a d i o a c t i v i t y . This p o s s i b i l i t y must obviously be f o r e c l o s e d , i f such 
a t r e a t y i s t o be meaningful. The p r o t e c t i o n of nuclear f a c i l i t i e s i s important — 
not l e a s t f o r the c i v i l i a n population — but the main purpose of the Swedish 
proposal i s t o prevent any rel e a s e of r a d i o a c t i v i t y , i n c l u d i n g m i l i t a r y e x p l o i t a t i o n 
of t h i s p o s s i b i l i t y , as an act of r a d i o l o g i c a l warfare. When att a c k e d , such a 
nuclear f a c i l i t y could be turned i n t o a r a d i o l o g i c a l weapon. Such a p r o h i b i t i o n 
should consequently be inc l u d e d i n a t r e a t y on r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. 

My d e l e g a t i o n notes w i t h s a t i s f a c t i o n the growing support f o r our proposal 
both here i n the Committee on Disarmament and i n the United Nations. The number 
of negative or s c e p t i c a l v oices i s d i m i n i s h i n g as the importance of the i s s u e 
becomes c l e a r e r . The question of the p r o h i b i t i o n of a t t a c k s on nuclear f a c i l i t i e s 
i s g e n e r a l l y ackrowledged as a l e g i t i m a t e matter f o r n e g o t i a t i o n s . A growing 
number of delegati o n s share our view t h a t the n a t t e r should be d e a l t w i t h i n the 
context of a t r e a t y on r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. 

Recent events have drawn our a t t e n t i o n to a s p e c i a l space problem. We are 
informed t h a t nuclear power r e a c t o r s are used on board c e r t a i n s a t e l l i t e s . We 
are concerned t h a t the malfunction of such s a t e l l i t e s can pose hazards to the 
population and the environment. The use of nuclear power sources i n o r b i t should 
t h e r e f o r e be subje c t to the same k i n d of r e g u l a t i o n s as those adopted f o r the 
use of nuclear power on e a r t h . Such r e g u l a t i o n s must be i n t e r n a t i o n a l l y accepted 
s i n c e the malfunction of a space c r a f t tfith a nuclear power source may a f f e c t 
almost any country. I t i s , t h e r e f o r e , important t h a t the work on i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
s a f e t y r e g u l a t i o n s which'has been going on for some years i n the United Nations 
Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space be completed e x p e d i t i o u s l y . 
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The m i l i t a r y u t i l i z a t i o n of outer space has assumed i n c r e a s i n g importance. 
In f a c t the m a j o r i t y of the s a t e l l i t e s launched i n the l a s t two decades have had 
a m i l i t a r y m ission. I t i s known th a t considerable e f f o r t s are being made t o 
develop a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems and such systems have already been test e d i n outer 
space. Important resources have a l s o been committed to studying and developing 
technologies f o r space-based A3M systems. The. extension o f an arms race i n t o 
outer space i s a matter of grave concern to the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community. .This 
concern was c l e a r l y r e f l e c t e d at th« Second United Nations Conference on the 
E x p l o r a t i o n and Peaceful Uses o f Outer Space (UNISPACE 32). 

I f unchecked, developments i n t h i s f i e l d w i l l a c c e l e r a t e i n t o another ruinous 
and d e s t a b i l i z i n g arms race. The i n t e r n a t i o n a l community and the space Powers 
themselves should — before i t i s too l a t e — make a determined e f f o r t to f u r t h e r 
l i m i t the m i l i t a r y use of outer space and to p r o h i b i t a n t i - s a t e l l i t e and ABM warfare. 

The General Assembly has, i n two r e s o l u t i o n s (37/99 D and 37/83), requested 
the Committee on Disarmament to consider t a k i n g up the question of the m i l i t a r y 
u t i l i z a t i o n of outer space f o r s u b s t a n t i v e c o n s i d e r a t i o n . The Committee should, 
t h e r e f o r e , as a matter of urgency e s t a b l i s h a working group on t h i s subject at 
the very beginning of t h i s s e s s i o n . 

Last year the n e g o t i a t i o n s i n the Committee on Disarmament again confirmed 
t h a t there e x i s t s a broad p o l i t i c a l consensus on the need t o ban the development, 
production and s t o c k p i l i n g of chemical weapons. The Ad Hoc Working Group was 
able t o make s u b s t a n t i a l progress on a number of t e c h n i c a l and s c i e n t i f i c i s s u e s 
r e l a t i n g to a p o s s i b l e convention on a complete ban on chemical weapons. On i s s u e s 
of a more p o l i t i c a l nature there was some progress with regard t o the question of 
o n - s i t e i n s p e c t i o n . This matter should be explored f u r t h e r , as the question of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n i s one of the gr e a t e s t problems i n the n e g o t i a t i o n s . I t i s imperative 
t h a t a l l delegations demonstrate the p o l i t i c a l w i l l t hat i s required i n order to 
ensure such concrete progress t h a t brings us c l o s e r to a g e n e r a l l y acceptable 
agreement. 

Considerable e f f o r t s were made i n the Committee t o elaborate a comprehensive 
programme of disarmament before the convening of the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n devoted 
t o disarmament. As the General Assembly was not able a t th a t s e s s i o n to reach 
consensus on a comprehensive programme o f disarmament, the matter has been r e f e r r e d 
back t o t h i s Committee f o r f u r t h e r c o n s i d e r a t i o n . We must not f o r g e t that the 
main reason why we f a i l e d t o reach agreement on a comprehensive programme of 
disarmament was that the United States could not again agree on the p r i o r i t y which 
had been given to the conc l u s i o n of a comprehensive t e s t ban i n the F i n a l Document 
of the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n . My d e l e g a t i o n i s p a r t i c u l a r l y i n t e r e s t e d i n knowing 
whether there has been any progress i n the p o s i t i o n which blocked our previous 
e f f o r t s . 

At Our l a s t s e s s i o n , extensive d i s c u s s i o n s were held concerning the membership 
of the Committee. No o b j e c t i o n i n p r i n c i p l e was r a i s e d to a limite'd expansion 
of the membership, but no consensus was detected on how such an expansion could 
be c a r r i e d out. Sweden favours a l i m i t e d expansion without p r e j u d i c e t o the 
e x i s t i n g balance i n r e p r e s e n t a t i o n . Preference should be given "to those c o u n t r i e s 
which have demonstrated an a c t i v e i n t e r e s t i n the work of the Committee on Disarmament 
and t o those which are i n a p o s i t i o n to make a valuable c o n t r i b u t i o n through t h e i r 
competence i n the f i e l d . 
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You may r e c a l l t h a t at the very end of l a s t year's s e s s i o n the Swedish d e l e g a t i o n 
proposed t h a t the Committee, i n preparing i t s agenda f o r 1903, should make p r o v i s i o n s 
f o r c o n s i d e r a t i o n of the major t e c h n o l o g i c a l developments which a f f e c t the o p e r a t i o n 
of the Sea-Bed Treaty. This proposal was made with a view t o f u l f i l l i n g the 
recommendations adopted i n 1977 by the Review Conference of the P a r t i e s t o the 
Sea-Bed Treaty. The need f o r d i s c u s s i n g t h i s with the a s s i s t a n c e o f experts w i t h i n 
the framework of the Committee on Disarmament i s obvious. An enormous c i v i l i a n 
e x p l o i t a t i o n of the sea and the sea-bed i s continuously t a k i n g place on a g l o b a l 
s c a l e . These developments may lead to an increased m i l i t a r y use of the sea-bed 
and the s u b s o i l t h e r e o f , be i t w i t h i n the present or an enlarged scope of the Treaty. 

There i s an urgent need t o d i s c u s s what can be done to compile the necessary 
i n f o r m a t i o n about recent developments i n t h i s f i e l d . The Swedish d e l e g a t i o n 
b e l i e v e s t h a t the e x p e r t i s e gathered w i t h i n t h i s Committee i s w e l l f i t t e d t o 
f u r t h e r t h i s process. I t h e r e f o r e wish t o express the hope t h a t members of the 
Committee w i l l g i v e t h e i r support t o the proposal t o i n c l u d e t h i s item i n the 
programme of work f o r the s p r i n g s e s s i o n of the Committee. 

This i s my f i r s t experience of the Committee on Disarmament. I have come 
here w i t h the f i r m i n t e n t i o n of g i v i n g voice t o Sweden's strong commitment t o 
r e a l disarmament, both nuclear and c o n v e n t i o n a l . I wish t o b e l i e v e t h a t t h i s i s 
a n e g o t i a t i n g body where t a n g i b l e progress can be made. A continued absence of 
r e s u l t s would' on the other hand cause great f r u s t r a t i o n and would confirm the 
i n c r e a s i n g impression t h a t t h i s and other disarmament forums are more talk-shops 
than e f f i c i e n t n e g o t i a t i n g bodies. 

In concluding my speech I want to s t r e s s a few p o i n t s . This year, 1983, w i l l 
be c r u c i a l f o r disarmament. The i n c r e a s i n g p u b l i c commitment t o disarmament and 
peace give s us hope f o r the f u t u r e . I t emphasizes the demands on n e g o t i a t i n g 
bodies t o take s u b s t a n t i a l steps forward. I t u n d e r l i n e s the impatience many 
peoples and governments — i n c l u d i n g my own — f e e l w i t h the stalemate i n the 
n e g o t i a t i o n s between the two Superpowers. 

P u b l i c o p i n i o n i s i n harmony with common sense, b a s i c values and sound 
p o l i t i c s . Time i s more than r i p e f o r concrete a c t i o n s i n the f i e l d o f disarmament. 
The l e a d i n g p o l i t i c i a n s i n every country must r e a l i z e t h a t the world cannot a f f o r d 
another year of l o s t o p p o r t u n i t i e s . 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Sweden f o r her statement and 
f o r the k i n d words she addressed t o the C h a i r . 

[Speaking i n Russian] The r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the Union of S o v i e t S o c i a l i s t Republics 
wishes t o make a statement. I g i v e the f l o o r to Ambassador I s s r a e l y a n . 

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of S o v i e t S o c i a l i s t Republics) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Russian): 
Comrade Chairman, i n view of the great i n t e r e s t which, as has been shown by the 
d i s c u s s i o n t a k i n g place i n the Committee on Disarmament, i s being attached t o 
questions connected with the b i l a t e r a l S o v i e t - U n i t e d States t a l k s on the l i m i t a t i o n 
of nuclear weapons i n Europe and on the l i m i t a t i o n and r e d u c t i o n of s t r a t e g i c 
weapons, and bearing i n mind a l s o the f a c t t h a t the s u b j e c t s of these t a l k s a f f e c t 
the v i t a l l y important i n t e r e s t s o f a l l peoples of the world, the S o v i e t d e l e g a t i o n 
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haa transmitted to the secretariat for distribution as an o f f i c i a l document of 
the Committee on Disarmament the replies of Y.V. Andropov, General Secretary of 
the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, to questions 
from a Pravda correspondent. In these replies, Y.V. Andropov explains i n detail 
the USSR's position of principle on the questions that are being considered at 
the Soviet-United States talks, and also on certain other important international 
issues and in particular the role of summit meetings. The Soviet delegation hopes 
that the delegations of States members of the Committee w i l l study this document 
carefully. 

The CHAIRMAN: (translated from Russian): I thank the representative of 
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics for his statement. 

[Speaking in English] That concludes my l i s t of speakers for today. Doe3 any 
other representative wish to take the floor? 

Before I adjourn this plenary meeting, may I re c a l l that the Committee w i l l 
hold today at 3*30 P«m« an informal meeting to consider the draft agenda and 
programme of work, and any other organizational matter. 

There w i l l be an additional plenary meeting of the Committee tomorrow, 
Friday, 4 February, at 10.30 a.m. 

The meeting standa adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 12.05 p.m. 
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The CHAIRMAN: I d e c l a r e open the 191st plenary meeting of the Committee..on , 
Disarmament. 

I wish to welcome today the presence among us of the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
V i c e - P r e s i d e n t of the United States of America, the Honourable George Bush, who 
w i l l address the Committee today. I am sure t h a t a l l members of the Committee 
j o i n me i n welcoming him. I now give the f l o o r to the V i c e - P r e s i d e n t of the 
United States of America, the Honourable George Bush. 

Mr. BUSH (V i c e - P r e s i d e n t of the United States of America).; I t i s a greet, 
pleasure and a personal p r i v i l e g e f o r me, S i r , to address t h i s Committee. I am 
mindful t h a t the Committee i s meeting i n a s p e c i a l plenary i n order to a f f o r d us 
t h i s opportunity to convey t o you the views of my Government on the very c r i t i c a l 
i s s u e s of arms c o n t r o l , and I am g r a t e f u l t o the Committee f o r t h i s favour and" 
deeply honoured. As I look around t h i s t a b l e I see "so" many people with*"whom" "I~ 
have worked i n va r i o u s c a p a c i t i e s i n the past. I must say t h a t I f e e l a t home. 
Let me express, Mr. Cnairman, my personal s a t i s f a c t i o n i n seeing a former colleague 
from New York i n the C h a i r , and i n renewing your acquaintance. I am also..delighted 
to see so many other f r i e n d s and colleagues from New York who. represent, their _ 
governments now i n t h i s important work. 

No c i t y has done more than Geneva t o advance man's o l d e s t , yet seemingly most 
e l u s i v e dream — t o l i v e a t peace with h i s neighbours. This i s the c i t y o f 
Rousseau, who taught us t h a t man i s born both f r e e and good, a concept t h a t has 
had the most profound e f f e c t upon my country, and on so many others as w e l l . It 
was near here t h a t V o l t a i r e made h i s home when h i s i n c i s i v e but o f t e n i r r e v e r e n t 
mind brought down upon him the d i s p l e a s u r e of h i s k i n g . A f t e r the cal a m i t y of 
the F i r s t World War, the League of Nations was e s t a b l i s h e d and housed i n t h i s very 
b u i l d i n g , i n the hops t h a t here i n the f r e e c i t y of Geneva t h i s embodiment of man's 
best i n t e n t i o n s might prosper. 

Today, the world's hopes f o r peace are once again focused on Geneva. Two 
v i t a l b i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s are under way here, both w i t h a s i n g l e aim: t o make 
s i g n i f i c a n t r e d u c t i o n s i n the nuclear a r s e n a l s of the United States and the 
Soviet Union and thereby to strengthen i n t e r n a t i o n a l s t a b i l i t y and to i n c r e a s e the 
s e c u r i t y of a l l S t a t e s . And, m t h i s Committee, m u l t i l a t e r a l e f f o r t s are i n t r a i n 
to d e a l w i t h other urgent arms c o n t r o l i s s u e s : how to e l i m i n a t e chemical weapons 
from the world's a r s e n a l s ; how to e f f e c t i v e l y v e r i f y l i m i t a t i o n s on nuclear 
t e s t i n g ; how to approach the question of p o s s i b l e f u r t h e r arms c o n t r o l measures 
a f f e c t i n g outer space. 

My message t o you i s simple and unequivocal: the United States w i l l do a l l 
t h a t i t can to create a foundation f o r enduring world peace through arms c o n t r o l 
and through agreements t h a t enhance i n t e r n a t i o n a l s t a b i l i t y and s e c u r i t y . This 
task i s the highest p r i o r i t y of our Presi d e n t , and he has aeked me to t e l l you 
t h a t : t h a t we w i l l pursue sound and workable arms c o n t r o l i n i t i a t i v e s w i t h the 
utmost determination. But we w i l l not h e s i t a t e — nor should we — to d i f f e r 
w i t h approaches which are not sound, or do not hold out the prospect of e f f e c t i v e , 
v e r i f i a b l e agreements. What are the prospects f o r progress here i n Geneva? I would 
l i k e t c s e t f o r t h the views o f the United States on the s t a t u s o f our e f f o r t s — 
both b i l a t e r a l and m u ] t i l a t e r a l — to advance the cause of peace by reaching 
agreement on e f f e c t i v e arms c o n t r o l measures. 
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President Reagan assumed o f f i c e at a time of i n c r e a s i n g concern among the 
American people over the behaviour of the S o v i e t Union and i t s a l l i e s . In i t s 
f o r e i g n p o l i c y , as w e l l as i n a r e l e n t l e s s build-up of m i l i t a r y f o r c e s , the 
Soviet Union has appeared determined to advance i t s own i n t e r e s t s at the expense 
of everyone e l s e ' s . This determination was r e f l e c t e d i n the i n v a s i o n of 
Afghanistan, i n the suppression of human r i g h t s i n Poland, i n the use of chemical 
and t o x i n weapons i n south-east A s i a and Afghanistan i n v i o l a t i o n of customary 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l law and e x i s t i n g i n t e r n a t i o n a l conventions, and i n the steady 
accumulation of vast amounts of modern weaponry, f a r beyond any reasonable 
requirements f o r defence. 

C l e a r l y , t h i s behaviour r e q u i r e d a r e v i t a l i z a t i o n of our own defences, which 
i n many measures of m i l i t a r y power had been o u t s t r i p p e d . The United States has 
undertaken t h i s e f f o r t , not with a view toward conquest or i n t i m i d a t i o n , but r a t h e r 
t o maintain our a b i l i t y to deter, aggression and thus t o defend our v i t a l i n t e r e s t s 
and those of our f r i e n d s and a l l i e s a g ainst the t h r e a t of c o e r c i o n . I know t h a t 
President Reagan would much p r e f e r t o spend our resources on other p u r s u i t s . But 
we w i l l do — we must do — what i s necessary t o defend our i n t e r e s t s and preserve 
the peace. 

But p r o v i d i n g the means of defence i s only one aspect o f ensuring one's s e c u r i t y . 
The Reagan A d m i n i s t r a t i o n b e l i e v e s that,arms c o n t r o l measures can be a v i t a l p art 
of our n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y , and that e q u i t a b l e and e f f e c t i v e l y v e r i f i a b l e arms c o n t r o l 
agreements can increase t h a t s e c u r i t y . One of the f i r s t a c t i o n s taken by our 
President was to launch the most thorough review of arms c o n t r o l p o l i c y ever 
undertaken by a new a d m i n i s t r a t i o n . And a new approach to arms c o n t r o l was necessary 
t o d eal w i t h the changed s i t u a t i o n i n which the United States found i t s e l f аз a 
r e s u l t o f Soviet a c t i o n s over a decade. Arms c o n t r o l had not become l e s s important. 
Indeed, e f f e c t i v e arms c o n t r o l had* i f anything, become more important, s i n c e the 
m i l i t a r y balance, a t a l l l e v e l s , had become more unstable. 

President Reagan announced the general p r i n c i p l e s which guide our arms c o n t r o l 
e f f o r t s i n a statement on 18 November 198l. And they are, I t h i n k , worth r e p e a t i n g 
here: 

F i r s t , the United S t a t e s seeks t o reduce s u b s t a n t i a l l y the number and 
d e s t r u c t i v e p o t e n t i a l of nuclear weapons, not j u s t t o freeze them at high l e v e l s , 
as has been the case i n previous agreements. 

Second, we seek agreements t h a t w i l l lead to mutual reductions to equal l e v e l s 
i n both s i d e s ' f o r c e s . An unequal agreement, l i k e an unequal balance of f o r c e s , 
can only encourage aggression. 

T h i r d , we seek agreements t h a t w i l l enhance the s e c u r i t y of the United States 
and i t s a l l i e s , and that w i l l reduce the r i s k of war. Arms c o n t r o l i s not an end 
i n i t s e l f but a v i t a l means toward ensuring peace and i n t e r n a t i o n a l s t a b i l i t y . 

Fourth, we w i l l c a r e f u l l y design the p r o v i s i o n s of arms c o n t r o l agreements 
and i n s i s t on measures to ensure t h a t a l l p a r t i e s comply. In other words, we w i l l 
i n s i s t t h a t agreements must be v e r i f i a b l e . Otherwise, the p a r t i e s cannot have 
confidence — the world cannot have confidence — t h a t a l l are a b i d i n g by the 
p r o v i s i o n s of an agreement. This i s p a r t i c u l a r l y important i n the nuclear area, 
where we have proposed deep cuts i n both the United States and the Soviet a r s e n a l s . 
I t i s a l s o v i t a l t o our e f f o r t s i n t h i s Committee to ban chemical weapons and t o 
develop e f f e c t i v e l i m i t a t i o n s on nuclear t e s t i n g . 



CD/PV.191 
10 

(Mr. Bush, United States) 

Based on these o b j e c t i v e s , my Government has sin c e then advanced a dynamic 
programme of arms c o n t r o l i n i t i a t i v e s — i n our b i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s with the' 
Soviet Union, i n the work of t h i s Committee, and — together w i t h our a l l i e s — ' i n 
the n e g o t i a t i o n s a t Vienna ón MBFR — Mutual and Balanced Force Reductions i n 
Europe. Now l e t me deal w i t h tnose which are of p a r t i c u l a r i n t e r e s t t o the members 
of t h i s . Committee. 

The problem of a c h i e v i n g a red u c t i o n i n the world's nuclear a r s e n a l s i s our 
most important c h a l l e n g e . The United States has met t h i s c h a l l e n g e by developing 
what President Reagan has c a l l e d the most comprehensive programme of nuclear arms 
c o n t r o l ever proposed by my country. These proposals are on the n e g o t i a t i n g t a b l e 
here i n Geneva — i n the intermediate-range nuclear f o r c e s , or IMF n e g o t i a t i o n s , 
and i n the START t a l k s on reducing s t r a t e g i c nuclear f o r c e s . 

The p o i n t I want t o s t r e s s here i s th a t the United S t a t e s ' proposals i n the 
START n e g o t i a t i o n s e n t a i l deep and s i g n i f i c a n t cuts i n the United States and i n 
the S o v i e t nuclear a r s e n a l s — a 50 per cent cut "in our s t r a t e g i c b a l l i s t i c 
m i s s i l e s . In the intermediate-range nuclear forcesnegotiationè, we have proposed 
the e l i m i n a t i o n of an e n t i r e c l a s s of weapons. We propose doing so i n a way which 
i s balanced and which reduces the r i s k of war. This i s , a f t e r a l l , what these 
n e g o t i a t i o n s are a l l about. S t a b i l i t y and s e c u r i t y could be g r e a t l y enhanced i f 
both s i d e s thus reduced t h e i r a r s e n a l s , and i t i s p r e c i s e l y because of t h i s t h a t 
we are proposing major r e d u c t i o n s . 

In the INF n e g o t i a t i o n s , there i s now on the t a b l e a f a r - r e a c h i n g United States 
proposal which would a t a stroke ban t h i s e n t i r e c l a s s of United States and S o v i e t 
longer-range INF m i s s i l e s , the systems of gr e a t e s t concern t o both s i d e s . The 
So v i e t Union now паз over 600 such m i s s i l e s , w i t h some 1,200 warheads, w h i l e the 
United States has rone --- zero. Under our proposal, the S o v i e t Union would be 
requ i r e d t o e l i m i n a t e a l l of i t s ground-launched m i s s i l e s of t h i s type. These 
m i s s i l e s — of the type r e f e r r e d t o i n the l e x i c o n of the West as SS-4s, SS-5s and 
SS-20s — are i n place now. The United States would be re q u i r e d t o forgo agreed-
upon deployment of i t s roughly comparable m i s s i l e s . As you know, they are scheduled 
t o be deployed i n Europe beginning t h i s year under the d e c i s i o n — the unanimous, 
j o i n t l y - t a k e n d e c i s i o n — of the NATO A l l i a n c e . 

The United States b e l i e v e s t h a t any such agreement on nuclear f o r c e s must be 
e f f e c t i v e and balanced; i t must genuinely reduce the nuclear t h r e a t t o both s i d e s ; 
i t must enhance s t a b i l i t y ; and i t must l e s s e n the r i s k of c o n f l i c t . Our proposal 
meets-these c r i t e r i a . - Indeed, i t s t r i k e s t o the very heart o f - t h e problem. 

Thus f a r , the proposals advanced i n the n e g o t i a t i o n s by the Sov i e t Union have 
been designed to leave one s i d e , i n t h i s case t h e i r s i d e , w i t h s i g n i f i c a n t 
advantages, indeed w i t h a monopoly over the United States and i t s a l l i e s i n the 
longer-range INF m i s s i l e s . Indeed, the ideas r e c e n t l y advanced by 
General Secretary Andropov continue t o have t h i s as t h e i r aim. We W i l l of course 
continue t o gi v e the most s e r i o u s c o n s i d e r a t i o n t o any c o n s t r u c t i v e S o v i e t proposal. 
Ours i s not a t a k e - i t - o r - l e a v e - i t p r o p o s i t i o n . However, we t h i n k the Soviet Union 
must recognize the l e g i t i m a t e s e c u r i t y concerns i n these t a l k s . 

We t h i n k ours i s a moral p o s i t i o n . What i s wrong w i t h e l i m i n a t i n g from -the 
face of the e a r t h an e n t i r e c l a s s of new, deadly m i s s i l e s ? The only argumente t h a t 
I have heard as t o why we cannot e l i m i n a t e t h i s generation o f INF m i s s i l e s i s t h a t 
the' Soviet Union opposes i t , i s simply against i t . W e l l , I do not b e l i e v e t h a t 
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i n t h i s awesome nuclear age t h i s argument i s good enough. Our challenge to the 
Soviet l e a d e r s h i p i s : come up with a plan to banish these IMF m i s s i l e s and l e t us 
consider, openly, i n frank dialogue, i n i t i a t i v e s t h a t w i l l achieve t h a t moral g o a l . 

As i n the case of intermediate-range m i s s i l e s , we are emphasizing i n the 
START n e g o t i a t i o n s r e a l and s i g n i f i c a n t reductions on both s i d e s i n the l e v e l s of 
s t r a t e g i c armaments, down to equal c e i l i n g s . As President Reagan has pointed out, 
our proposals i n these n e g o t i a t i o n s would e l i m i n a t e some 4,700 warheads and 
2,250 m i s s i l e s from the combined nuclear arsenals of the United States and the 
Soviet Union. 

We have been encouraged by the f a c t t h a t the Soviet Union i s n e g o t i a t i n g 
s e r i o u s l y — we have s a i d t h a t p u b l i c l y and I am pleased t o repeat i t today — and 
has accepted thé concept of r e d u c t i o n , although we do not f i n d i t s proposals 
s u f f i c i e n t . I t s proposal f a i l s t o focus on the more d e s t a b i l i z i n g elements of 
s t r a t e g i c f o r c e s , b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e s and p a r t i c u l a r l y ICBMs, and i t does not go f a r 
enough, i n our view, i n making the k i n d of deep reductions i n b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e 
f o r c e s t h a t we b e l i e v e to be necessary.. However, we b e l i e v e t h a t the approaches do 
provide a b a s i s f o r n e g o t i a t i o n , and we intend to explore avenues f o r a c h i e v i n g 
such reductions and to pursue the n e g o t i a t i o n s s e r i o u s l y and c o n s t r u c t i v e l y . Indeed, 
our P r e s i d e n t , upon hearing of the proposal of Mr. Andropov, recognized t h i s 
seriousness of purpose and I t h i n k t h a t I s a p p r o p r i a t e . People here should understand 
t h a t . 

I w i l l be meeting during my v i s i t here i n Geneva with the United States and 
Soviet delegations to both these c r i t i c a l n e g o t i a t i o n s . My purpose i n doing so i s 
to emphasize the importance which we and our President a t t a c h t o a s u c c e s s f u l outcome 
i n both of them. I w i l l convey t o the n e g o t i a t o r s the President's hope t h a t they 
w i l l press forward w i t h speed and energy, and h i s wishes t h a t t h e i r e f f o r t s w i l l 
meet with success. I know th a t a l l of you deeply share t h i s hope. 

I w i l l a l s o , as I have i n other stops on t h i s t r i p , make i t c l e a r t h a t I am 
not the n e g o t i a t o r . The n e g o t i a t o r s are here i n Geneva, s e r i o u s l y t a l k i n g with t h e i r 
S o v i e t counterparts now. 

Let me now t u r n , Mr. Chairman, t o the work d i r e c t l y before t h i s Committee, t o 
which we a l s o a t t a c h the hignest importance. 

The Committee i s confronted with numerous important i s s u e s . None has a higher 
p r i o r i t y f o r the United States than the e f f o r t s to ban f o r ever an e n t i r e and 
d i f f e r e n t c l a s s of weapons from the world's a r s e n a l s . As the President has s t a t e d , 
the goal of United States p o l i c y i s to e l i m i n a t e the t h r e a t of chemical warfare by 
a c h i e v i n g a complete and v e r i f i a b l e ban of chemical weapons. 

The nations of the world have already p r o h i b i t e d the f i r s t use of chemical 
and b i o l o g i c a l weapons i n the Geneva P r o t o c o l , and have outlawed the possession of 
b i o l o g i c a l and t o x i n weapons i n the 1972 B i o l o g i c a l and Toxin Weapons Convention. 
L i k e most other nations at the t a b l e , the United States i s a party t o these t r e a t i e s , 
and, l i k e most o t h e r s , we are i n f u l l compliance with these p r o v i s i o n s . Beyond 
the p r o v i s i o n s of these t r e a t i e s , there i s an even broader moral p r o h i b i t i o n a g a i n s t 
the use of these weapons. President F r a n k l i n Roosevelt perhaps expressed i t best 
when he s a i d t h a t t h e i r use "has been outlawed by the general opinion of c i v i l i z e d 
mankind". 
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A l l forms of warfare are terrible. But these weapons are particularly to 
be feared because of the human suffering that they i n f l i c t . That i s vhy the 
c i v i l i z e d world has condemned their use. Sadly, mankind has, nonetheless, had 
repeated demonstrations of the cruelty and horror wrought by the. use of these 
weapons. And now, chemical and toxin weapons are being used m Afghanistan 
and south-east Asia i n violation of international lavr and international arms 
control agreements. These violations are made a l l the worse by the feet that 
the victims do not have the means either to deter the attacks against them or 
to defend or protect themselves against these weapons. 

The United States presented conclusive evidence to the world community 
of the facts surrounding the use of chemical and toxin weapons. Others have 
presented evidence âs well. We did not come to these conclusions seeking 
confrdntation or rashly, but only after the most exhaustive study. The 
implications that flow from the use of these veapohs are so serious- that many 
would prefer to disbelieve them, simply to ignore them. In our view we just 
have to face the facts. 

The world's progress toward more c i v i l i z e d relations among States has 
been doggedly slow^ and beset at every turn by fears, ambitions, rivalry among 
nations. We cannot, therefore, allow the progress which we have made i n 
c i v i l i z a t i o n to be destroyed. -To do so would be to begin a relentless slide 
back to à new dark age of mindless barbensm. This i s what i s at stake here, 
and this i s what we must prevent. 

What must now be done? We have called upon the'Soviet Union and i t s 
a l l i e s to stop immediately thé i l l e g a l use of these weapons. I strongly 
repeat that c a l l here today. And I urge the Soviet Union, and a l l other members 
of,the Committee, to join the United States'in negotia-ting a complete and 
effective and verifiable ban on the development, production, stockpiling and 
transfer of chemical weapons, a ban that w i l l ensure that these horrors can 
never occur again. 

A complete, effective and verifiable ban on chemical weapons i s r e a l l y 
long overdue. My Government, therefore, would like to see the work of this 
Committee accelerated, and negotiations undertaken on a treaty to eliminate 
the threat that i s posed by chemical weapons. 

A number of key issues, of course, must be resolved i f we are to be 
successful i n negotiating such a treaty. In the coming days, our delegation 
w i l l present to this Committee a new document that contains our detailed views 
on the content of a convention that we believe could effectively — more 
specifically, verifiably — eliminate the chemical weapons threat. We undertake 
this i n i t i a t i v e with the aim of further advancing the work of the Committee, 
and to encourage contributions and cc— operation from others as well. 
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The key to an e f f e c t i v e convention — one that could e l i m i n a t e the p o s s i b i l i t y 
of chemical warfare f o r ever — i s the f i r m assurance of compliance through 
e f f e c t i v e v e r i f i c a t i o n . I t h i n k we would a l l agree that t h i s p r i n c i p l e i s 
a b s o l u t e l y fundamental. E f f e c t i v e v e r i f i c a t i o n , as the world's recent experience 
w i t h the use of chemical and t o x i n weapons shows, i s an absolute n e c e s s i t y f o r 
any f u t u r e agreement that could be entered i n t o . This i s г/hy we seek a l e v e l of 
v e r i f i c a t i o n that w i l l p r o t e c t c i v i l i z a t i o n , our a l l i e s , and indeed humanity 
i t s e l f from t h i s t e r r i b l e t h r e a t . For today, the threat of chemical warfare has 
i n c r e a s e d . And u n t i l an e f f e c t i v e agreement can be achieved, the United S t a t e s , 
j u s t as o t h e r s , must continue to ensure that i t can deter the use of chemical 
weapons against i t s c i t i z e n s and f r i e n d s . I f we are to expect nations ever 
to forgo the a b i l i t y to deter chemical warfare, those nations must have confidence 
that others who accept the p r o h i b i t i o n cannot circumvent t h e i r o b l i g a t i o n s and 
l a t e r threaten the peace w i t h chemical weapons. They must be c e r t a i n that they 
w i l l not be attacked i n t h such weapons by any State which has l i k e w i s e forsworn 
chemical warfare. In s h o r t , f o r us, 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 
of a comprehensive chemical weapons t r e a t y have got to be t r u l y e f f e c t i v e . 

We know that most of the members of t h i s Committee, l i k e o u r s e l v e s , are 
dedicated to accomplishing t h i s important task. To do so w i l l r e q u i r e more than 
our d e d i c a t i o n . I t w i l l r e q u i r e g r e a t e r w i l l i n g n e s s and f l e x i b i l i t y on the part 
of the Soviet Union and i t s a l l i e s to work s e r i o u s l y and c o n s t r u c t i v e l y on 
r e s o l v i n g these key outstanding i s s u e s — e s p e c i a l l y those p e r t a i n i n g to the 
v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance s i d e . And such i s s u e s must be r e s o l v e d i f we expect 
to make progress. For although some may argue that progress could be made by 
concentrating on the " e a s i e r " i s s u e s , or even by d r a f t i n g t r e a t y t e x t s on them, , 
t h i s would be a f r u i t l e s s e x e r c i s e i f the v e r i f i c a t i o n i s s u e s cannot be addressed, 
cannot be r e s o l v e d . Ve w i l l not support s d i v e r s i o n of e f f o r t here. 

I urge a l l members of t h i s Committee to begin n e g o t i a t i o n m t h i s s e s s i o n 
to resolve the key i s s u e s that face us m t i n s area, and to j o i n w i t h us i n 
a c h i e v i n g a complete and v e r i f i a b l e ban on chemical weapons. 

The Committee i s faced w i t h a number of nuclear arms c o n t r o l i s s u e s . The 
e l i m i n a t i o n of the threat of nuclear war i s c l e a r l y of paramount importance to 
a l l o f us, and the United States f u l l y accepts i t s s p e c i a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s 
m t h i s area. Ve are r e c o g n i z i n g t h i s r e s p o n s i b i l i t y m the most e f f e c t i v e way 
that we know — here m Geneva, m good f a i t h , across the n e g o t i a t i n g t a b l e from 
the S o v i e t Union. 

At the same time, t h i s Committee has i t s r o l e to p l a y i n the area of nuclear 
arms c o n t r o l . One of the major i s s u e s before i t i s that of a comprehensive ban 
on nuclear t e s t s . Such a ban remains a long-term goal of United States p o l i c y , 
and we w i l l continue to vork toward i t s achievement. The work already done m 
the Committee by the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts on developing a world-wide 
system f o r monitoring of nuclear explosions has been very v a l u a b l e . Moreover, 
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at the suggestion of the United S t a t e s , t h i s Committee formed a working group 
l a s t year to study i s s u e s of v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance surrounding a n u c l e a r 
t e s t ban. V e r i f i c a t i o n i s one area, m p a r t i c u l a r , m winch we b e l i e v e g r e a t e r 
progress must be made i f we are to malee progress towards a ban on nuclear t e s t s . 
Therefore, we would hope that the Committee w i l l continue i t s work m t h i s area 
t h i s year. ' 

My Government b e l i e v e s that the n e g o t i a t i o n s i n t h i s body en a convention 
to ban r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons o f f e r the prospect of a modest, but r e a l , genuine 
step forward, a step that could e l i m i n a t e a p o t e n t i a l l y very dangerous type of 
weapon. Mr. Chairmen, we should take i t as a c a r d i n a l r u l e of t h i s Committee 
that when there i s the prospect f o r r e a l progress toward an agreement, we should 
pursue i t to i t s c o n c l u s i o n . While there are>a number of i s s u e s yet to be 
r e s o l v e d , we b e l i e v e t h a t an agreement i s w i t h i n the grasp of t h i s Committee and 
that we should move ahead w i t h a l l due speed to conclude the n e g o t i a t i o n s on 
t h i s t r e a t y . -

I should also l i k e to say a b r i e f word about f u r t h e r aros c o n t r o l measures 
a f f e c t i n g , outer space. The United States has been the l e a d e r m the peaceful 
e x p l o r a t i o n and use of outer space. We i n t e n d to continue t h i s l e a d e r s h i p r o l e . 
Some of- these a c t i v i t i e s m outer space are important to 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 . They help to monitor the peace, to. warn of the t h r e a t 
of war, to ensure proper command and c o n t r o l of our armed f o r c e s world-wide, 
to preserve our deterrent c a p a b i l i t y , and to a s s i s t m the v e r i f i c a t i o n of arms 
c o n t r o l agreements. The l i m i t e d Nuclear Test Ban Treaty, the 19&7 Outer Space 
Treaty, the Environmental M o d i f i c a t i o n Convention, and the A n t i - B a l l i s t i c 
M i s s i l e Treaty, which i s one of the SALT I agreements, a l l have important arms 
c o n t r o l p r o v i s i o n s a f f e c t i n g outer space. Some axe now a s k i n g of us a l l whether 
a d d i t i o n a l measures might be c a l l e d f o r and i f so of what k i n d 9 The United States 
does not have a simple answer to that q u e s t i o n , and we are c o n t i n u i n g to study 
t h i s i s s u e . C l e a r l y , the c o n d i t i o n s do not e x i s t which would make n e g o t i a t i o n s 
a p p r o p r i a t e . We are, however, prepared to exchange views w i t h other members of 
t h i s Committee, and b e l i e v e the Committee should address the matter i n a very 
systematic way, a more systematic way than i t has done m the past. 

F i n a l l y , I would l i k e to use t h i s occasion to pay t r i b u t e to one among us 
here today whose t i r e l e s s e f f o r t s over a l i f e t i m e of s e r v i c e were r e c e n t l y 
recognized when he was awarded the Nobel Peace P r i z e . I am proud t h a t 
Ambassador García Robles and I were colleagues m the United Nations, m New York. 
H i s accomplishments are f a r too numerous f c r me to mention, but l e t me j u s t say 
that I assure you, S i r , of the f u l l co-operation of the United States d e l e g a t i o n 
i n e f f o r t s to f i n i s h work on a r e a l i s t i c comprehensive programme of disarmament. 

There i s one morethought which I would l i k e to leave w i t h t h i s Committee, a 
thought which u n d e r l i e s our approach to arms c o n t r o l , and to the i s s u e s before 
t h i s Committee, and that i s that the achievement of e f f e c t i v e arms c o n t r o l 
agreements i s d i f f i c u l t work. We a l l know t h a t . I t r e q u i r e s d e d i c a t i o n , p e r s i s t e n c e , 
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tolerance, a respect for the views of others, and above a l l , a faith that conflict 
can be prevented, and that no matter how d i f f i c u l t i t i s , solutions can be found. 
The most dangerous view, the most dangerous view for mankind, particularly i n this 
nuclear age, is that war i s inevitable. I reject this view entirely, because such a 
belief merely increases the inclination to make a s e l f - f u l f i l l i n g prophecy. And so 
let us then rededicate ourselves i n this Committee, i n every other available forum 
to the hard and serious work which i s absolutely essential to prevent war. 

The CHAIRMAN; I thank the Vice-President of the United States of America 
for his statement and for the kind words addressed to the members of the Committee. 

The representative of the Soviet Union has asked for the floor. I give the 
floor to Ambassador Issraelyan. 

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Russian): 
Comrade Chairman, i n connection with the statement of the Vice-President of the 
United States, the Soviet delegation would like to say the following. 

The Soviet Union's position on questions concerning the bilateral 
Soviet-United States negotiations on the limitation of nuclear weapons i n Europe 
and the limitation and reduction of strategic weapons, based on the principle of 
equality and equal security, has been repeatedly stated by the Soviet Union's 
leaders. I should li k e , i n this connection, to refer once again to the statement 
made by Yuri Vladimirovich Andropov, General Secretary of the Central Committee 
of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, on 21 December 1982 and to his recent 
replies to a Pravda correspondent, which have today been circulated as a document 
of the Committee. I should like-to quote the following extract from this document: 

Гspeaking i n English] "The best thing of a l l , and this we suggest, is 
not to have i n the European zone any nuclear weapons at a l l , either medium-
range or tactical weapons. Since the United States w i l l not agree to this, 
we are also prepared to accept a solution whereby the Soviet Union would 
have no more missiles than there already are i n Europe on the side of NATO. 
At the same time, an agreement should be reached on the cutting by both 
parties to equal levels of the numbers of aircraft capable of delivering 
medium-range nuclear weapons. In that way there would be complete parity 
both i n missiles and i n aircraft, and parity on an incomparably lower level 
than at p r e s e n t . " 

Presuming in Russian] As regards the questions that are being discussed here 
i n the Committee on Disarmament, our position on those, too, has been repeatedly 
stated, and not only i n a general way but also i n the form of concrete proposals 
and i n particular i n the form of a draft convention on the prohibition of chemical 
weapons and a draft treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-
weapon tests. 
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V i t h respect to the V i c e - P r e s i d e n t ' s a s s e r t i o n s about v i o l a t i o n s o f the 
Geneva P r o t o c o l of 1925» I should l i k e to remind him, and others as w e l l , that 
the Geneva, P r o t o c o l has indeed been v i o l a t e d . The f a c t s are w e l l known: i n 
I935-I936, poison gases were used by F a s c i s t I t a l y against E t h i o p i a ; they 
were used by H i t l e r i t e Germany agci n s t my country, e s p e c i a l l y m the Crimea, 
i n 1942: both before the Second World War and du r i n g i t , as President Roosevelt 
s a i d , chemical substances were used by Japan against China. L a s t l y , poisonous 
chemical substances were wi d e l y used f o r a l o n g time during the p e r i o d of the 
American aggression against V i e t Nam, and t i n s , too, i s w e l l known. As to the 
l i e s about the Soviet Union's use of chemical weapons i n Afghanistan and 
south-east Asia,, w e l l , a l i e w i l l never be anything but a l i e , however many 
times i t i s repeated. 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the Soviet Union f o r h i s 
statement." 

I have no other member i n s c r i b e d on my l i s t of speakers f o r today. This 
b e i n g the case, I i n t e n d to adjourn t h i s plenary meeting. 

The next plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament w i l l be h e l d 
on Tuesday, 8 February, at 10.30 a.m. 

The meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 11.30 a.m 
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The CHAIRMAN: I declare open the 192nd plenary meeting of the Committee,on 
Disarmament. 

I have on my l i s t of speakers f o r today the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s o f Belgium, the 
uni t e d Kingdom, the German Democratic Republic, A u s t r a l i a , China, Cuba and Kenya. 
Because o f the long l i s t of speakers, we may need t o continue t h i s plenary i n the 
afternoon. 

Before g i v i n g the f l o o r to the f i r s t speaker on my l i s t I would l i k e t o inform 
the Committee t h a t , i f there i s no o b j e c t i o n , I intend t o convene an in f o r m a l meeting 
t h i s afternoon, as soon as we have l i s t e n e d t o those members making statements 
today, i n order to continue our c o n s i d e r a t i o n o f the agenda and programme o f work, 
as w e l l as of other o r g a n i z a t i o n a l matters. 

I now give the f l o o r to the reDresentative o f Belgium, Ambassador Onkelinx» 

Mr. ONKELINX (Belgium) ( t r a n s l a t e d from French): I should l i k e f i r s t o f a l l , 
Mr. Chairman, to express to you the a p p r e c i a t i o n o f the Bel g i a n d e l e g a t i o n f o r the 
way i n which you are conducting our work, and I should l i k e , t oo, as previous " 
speakers have done, t o assure vou of our f u l l co-operation during the month o f 
your chairmanship. I should a l s o l i k e t o greet and congratulate 
Ambassador Garcia Hobles not only cn the way In which he d i r e c t e d our work during' 
the concluding part o f our l a s t s e s s i o n but a l s o on the award t o him of the 
Nobel Peace P r i z e . I have already o f f e r e d him my c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s , both i n w r i t i n g 
and o r a l l y but I am very happy to repeat them here i n our Committee. I should l i k e , 
l a s t l y , t o welcome the presence cmcr.g us — the f a i t h f u l presence, I might say — 
of Mr. Marfcenson, Under-Secretary-General o f the United Nations, whom I should l i k e 
to c o n g r a t u l a t e , too] on h i s recent promotion. 

The year 198З has begun In an atmosphere o f increased i n t e r e s t i n the s u b j e c t s 
of disarmament and i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y and many d e c l a r a t i o n s have been made i n 
th a t connection. 

This atmosphère has much to do wi t h the a s p i r a t i o n s of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
community as a whole, a s p i r a t i o n s f r e e l y expressed by a-large p a r t - o f the community, 
which demands t h a t S t a t e s , and e s p e c i a l l y those bearing the g r e a t e s t 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s , should both achieve concrete r e s u l t e i n the sphere of disarmament 
and ensure the r e q u i s i t e c o n d i t i o n s f o r the r e s t o r a t i o n o f i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y . 

Belgium i s wholly i n faveur of the achievement o f speedy progress i n these 
spheres. 

In t h i s body which i s devoted to disarmament I should l i k e t o r e c a l l t h a t my 
country, w i t h i t s c]o&e p a r t n e r s , was re s p o n s i b l e f o r the i n i t i a t i v e s which have 
l e d t o s e v e r a l Of the major disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s t h a t are i n progress. The 
Geneva n e g o t i a t i o n s concerned r e r p e c t i v e l y w i t h the e l i m i n a t i o n o f a l l 
intermediate-range m i s s i l e s and tne re d u c t i o n o f s t r a t e g i c weapons, the 
negotiationà I n Vienna on mutual and balanced f o r c e r e d u c t i o n s i n c e n t r a l Europe and 
those t a k i n g place i n Madrid wjth ? view to the adoption o f a s u b s t a n t i a l and balanced 
document c o n t a i n i n g , i n o a r t i r v l i r , tha ruand^t^ o f a conference on disarmament i n 
Europe, are thus a l l of v i t a l i^pc-'^r.re in ©•.v е/ез. 
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It i s Belgium's hope that this year w i l l see positive developments in a l l these 
negotiations. 

A vast public debate has opened on these negotiations and more particularly on 
certain of them. 

I should lik e here, however, in a very general way to express my fear that 
these public debates may in the end prevent real progress being made in the 
negotiations. 

. . In any event, i f the public debate continues, and i f the work of the 
negotiators i s not hampered, i t seems to me necessary, in order to create a real 
climate pf confidence, that such debates should be balanced and free from polemics. 
Public opinion in a l l countries concerned should be able to participate in them. 
These debates should not be designed to influence public opinion over the heads of 
governments but rather to inform the public as accurately as possible of what i s 
involved. 

, Given the present international context to which I have referred, some might 
question the role óf the Committee on Disarmament. It was Belgium's wish five years 
ago to become a member of the Committee on Disarmament because i t was convinced of 
the real and necessary role of this body that i s unique in the annals of world 
a f f a i r s . While the multilateral deliberative approach i s clearly becoming less and 
less satisfactory, we believe, on the contrary, that multilateral negotiation In 
the Committee on Disarmament has very great p o s s i b i l i t i e s . 

Belgium, along with i t s western partners, i s more and more convinced of the 
prospects offered by the Committee on Disarmament, and the participation i n the -
discussions t h i s session of leading western statesmen i s additional proof of the 
role that the Committee on Disarmament can and should play. It i s true that i t s 
f i r s t five years of existence have not so far produced any concrete results, and 
that i t s record up to now has been less satisfactory than was that of the bodies 
which preceded i t ^ I am deeply convinced, however, that the Committee i s capable — 
i f not of controlling a l l the factors which make success in the disarmament endeavour 
so d i f f i c u l t — at least of playing i t s f u l l part as the single multilateral 
disarmament negotiating body. To this end we ought to aim at effectiveness. We 
ought to avoid debates that are a mere statement of position or purely theoretical 
and pay more attention to practical issues. 

We 'ought t o stop making statements on subjects which at this stage hold' out no 
hope for multilateral negotiation. The Committee on Disarmament ought to be not 
merely a platform but a negotiating forum. We ought to give up trying to deal here 
with questions which, while dear to one country or another, have no chance at the 
present time of being the subject of agreement in this body. It i s not a matter of 
asking our States to abandon this or that aspect of their security policy that they 
consider essential. It i s a matter rather of identifying those spheres in which ' 
we can really do useful work in the immediate future. 

My country i s among those which attach particular importance to conventional 
disarmament, in addition to the questions relating to nuclear disarmament to which 

> ; I referred earlier. But i t i s clear that the Committee i s not at present i n a 
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p o s i t i o n to conduct n e g o t i a t i o n s on conventional weapons i n view of the 
r e s e r v a t i o n s t h a t e x i s t i n that connection. We have made the e f f o r t of not 
i n s i s t i n g on the d i s c u s s i o n of t h i s matter here, p r e f e r r i n g t o leave i t to other 
forums t h a t are at present more appropriate than t h i s one. Vie hope t h a t our example 
w i l l be f o l l o w e d w i t h respect t o other items on which there are no immediate prospects 
of n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

Belgium hopes t h a t the Committee w i l l t h i s year give p r i o r i t y i n the use o f 
i t s time to what i s a c t u a l l y n e g o t i a b l e . The d i s a p p o i n t i n g r e s u l t s o f the second 
s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of the General Assembly devoted t o disarmament i n e v i t a b l y l e d the 
Committee, during i t s s e s s i o n of l a s t summer, t o pursue t h i s course t o some extent. 
We t r u s t t h a t t h i s trend w i l l be confirmed and developed i n 1983. 

I wish to r e f e r i n p a r t i c u l a r to the question of the p r o h i b i t i o n o f chemical 
weapons. It i s i n f a c t these n e g o t i a t i o n s which o f f e r the most promising prospects 
s i n c e the c o n d i t i o n s f o r f r u i t f u l n e g o t i a t i o n now a c t u a l l y e x i s t . These 
n e g o t i a t i o n s can be brought t o a s u c c e s s f u l c o n c l u s i o n i n the f a i r l y near f u t u r e i f 
a l l the p a r t i e s concerned show the necessary f l e x i b i l i t y . I should l i k e today to 
launch an urgent appeal f o r t h i s chance of success to be s e i z e d . 

We are p a r t i c u l a r l y encouraged by c e r t a i n statements and d e c l a r a t i o n s by the 
two c o u n t r i e s which were conducting b i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s on t h i s question before 
the Committee on Disarmament took i t up. These d e c l a r a t i o n s , as Mr. George Bush, 
the V i c e - P r e s i d e n t of the United S t a t e s , has j u s t confirmed t o us, i n d i c a t e a 
w i l l i n g n e s s t o move forward which can only be welcomed and which the Committee on 
Disarmament ought to convert i n t o r e a l i t y . We await w i t h much i n t e r e s t the 
document promised us by V i c e - P r e s i d e n t Bush and we endorse the o b j e c t i v e he s e t o f 
a c c e l e r a t i n g the work of the Committee on Disarmament with a view to e l i m i n a t i n g the 
t h r e a t o f chemical weapons. 

We should be making a great mistake i f we d i d not decide to put a l l the resources 
necessary at the s e r v i c e of these n e g o t i a t i o n s . I f the Committee succeeds i n p u t t i n g 
before the General Assembly the t e x t o f a t r e a t y p r o h i b i t i n g chemical weapons, we 
s h a l l have achieved a great step forward i n our work. I f , on the other hand, we 
d i s p e r s e our e f f o r t s , the Committee w i l l become more and more an outmoded instrument 
t h a t w i l l f a l l i n t o d i s u s e . 

Let us, then, i n our use of time, g i v e these n e g o t i a t i o n s a l l the p r i o r i t y they 
m e r i t . The working Group ought to resume i t s a c t i v i t i e s as soon as p o s s i b l e . I t 
ought a l s o to be able to set aside time f o r periods of " c o n c e n t r a t i o n " l i k e those we 
held d u r i n g the month o f January. We must a l s o take care t o conduct our work i n an 
o r d e r l y manner. The Working Group's report f o r 1982, u s e f u l l y supplemented by the 
three weeks of work a t the beginning of t h i s year, provide the necessary b a s i s f o r 
the c o n t i n u a t i o n and c o n c l u s i o n o f these n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

Important work remains t o be done t o c l a r i f y the s t r u c t u r e o f the convention. 
Generally speaking, i t i s my delegation's b e l i e f that we should remain very f l e x i b l e 
as regards the use of n e g o t i a t i n g techniques. At the same time, we ought c l e a r l y t o 
take care to avoid two dangers: the f i r s t i s t h a t of becoming embroiled i n 
semantics, which would be a waste of time; the second i s t h a t of f o r g e t t i n g t h a t 
there can be no agreement on the whole of the d r a f t t r e a t y without p r i o r agreement 
on each o f i t s elements. 
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The Working Group w i l l no doubt be o b l i g e d simultaneously to g i v e a t t e n t i o n to 
some more t e c h n i c a l i s s u e s r e l a t i n g t o c e r t a i n aspects of the convention. I am 
t h i n k i n g i n p a r t i c u l a r of c e r t a i n proolems concerned p r i m a r i l y w i t h the procedures 
f o r v e r i f i c a t i o n of compliance with the convention. Useful work was dons during the 
l a s t t e c h n i c a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h the p a r t i c i p a t i o n o f experts, e s p e c i a l l y m the 
matter o f the determining which precursors o f chemical warfare agents w i l l c a l l f o r 
s p e c i f i c v e r i f i c a t i o n procedures during the chsinical production process. The same 
a p p l i e s t o the d e f i n i t i o n of requirements as regards v e r i f i c a t i o n o f tha d e s t r u c t i o n 
of s t o c k p i l e s of chemical weapons and one d i s m a n t l i n g of f a c i l i t i e s . However, i t 
seems to me t h a t i t should be c l e a r to everyone t h a t these t e c h n i c a l d i s c u s s i o n s 
ought to lead to arrangements t h a t can be incorporated i n tne convention. In other 
words, we laust not l o s e s i g n t of the u l t i m a t a objocfc of such e x e r c i s e s , and ьее t o 
i t t hat o v e r l y t e c h n i c a l or academic c o n s i d e r a t i o n s ao not u n n e c e s s a r i l y a rid to the. 
complexity of these t a l k s . Iv, w i l l oe necessary, at. an a p p r o p r i a t e time, to 
c o n s o l i d a t e tha elements vfhich have formed the s u b j e c t of convergencies of views 
during these c o n s u l t a t i o n s i n t o d r a f t annexes t o the convention. 

K n i l e tne Working Group continues i t s e f f o r t s — which ' r? hope w i l l b? resumed 
s h o r t l y , f o r i t would be unwise to i n t e r r u p t tne process that i s under way — iс 
would seem to us appropriate to i n i t i a t e , a t the nighest l e v e l i n t h i s Couaaittee, 
genuine n e g o t i a t i o n s on the main i s s u a s where d i v e r g e n c i e s of views remain. I t h i n k ' 
we now know very w e l l what these i s s u e s a r e . I t h i n k i t would be e a s i e r to r e c o n c i l e 
the opposing views i n s m a l l c o n s u l t a t i o n groups. We b e l i a v a t h a t t h i s i s e s s e n t i a l 
to tne success of our work. 

Another o f the subjects I have deecrioed as being n e g o t i a o l e a t the prasent 
tima i s t n a t 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. This question ought not 
to r e q u i r e such extensive work as t h a t of chemical weapons 1 In f a c t the work on 
i t appears t o have reached a more advanced s t a j e . "ht we most naeo, i n order t o 
reach p o s i t i v e r e s u l t s during the present s e s s i o n i s p o l i t i c a l d e c i s i o n s . 

I s h a l l not repeat here the reasons whicn, i n our view, warrant the speedy 
c o n c l u s i o n of these n e g o t i a t i o n s . 3¿lgiun i s w e l l aware of the complexity of the 
other problems connected with the p r o n i b i t i o n of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons i n the 3 t r i c t , 
sense. We have i n the past i n d i c a t e d the way i n which wa t h i n k a reasonable compromise 
could be reached. Ue are convinced t h a t p o s s i b i l i t i e s e x i s t f o r strengthening t h a t 
compromise i n such a way t h a t the question of the p r o h i b i t i o n o f a t t a c k s on nuclear 
i n s t a l l a t i o n s , to which we, too, a t t a c h importance, can be s e t t l e d i n the naar f u t u r e 
i n the context i n which i t arose. 

Belgium i s not one o f those c o u n t r i e s which o r i g i n a l l y l i n k e d the question of 
a t t a c k s on nuclear f a c i l i t i e s w i t h t h a t of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. The course of the 
n e g o t i a t i o n s on r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons happens to have l e d to these two questions being 
l i n k e d . What we now suggest i s t h a t the nature of t h i s l i n k should be defined — 
t h i s approach being a cnange from our i n i t i a l p o s i t i o n . We look to others to a d j u s t 
t h e i r p o s i t i o n s a l s o , both those who consider t n a t the two questions have no 
connection w i t h each other and those who wish to juxtapose them. 

The s o l u t i o n we now envisage would i n c l u d e both a commitment to neg o t i a t e the 
p r o h i b i t i o n o f a t t a c k s on nuclear f a c i l i t i e s , vihich would form an i n t e g r a l part of 
the convention on r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, and the working out of p r e c i s e procedures f o r 
the implementation of t n i s commitment. Belgium w i l l put forward a proposal i n t h i s 
connection at a l a t e r stage. 
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In a d d i t i o n to a c t u a l n e g o t i a t i o n s , there are other matters where the 
Committee on Disarmament ought to play i u s e f u l part i n preparing the way f o r 
n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

I t has already done t h i s , although i n a very p r e l i m i n a r y f a s h i o n , i n the 
sphere of the p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear-weapon t e s t s . A Working Group was s e t up 
i n 1982 — to the s a t i s f a c t i o n of a l l because our delegations had long been 
awaiti n g agreement on t h i s way of proceeding. We b e l i e v e t h a t t h i s Working Group 
ought to continue and extend the scope of i t s e f f o r t s . The few hours granted t o 
i t l a s t year, too many of which were spent on procedural matters, allowed only a 
b r i e f p r e l i m i n a r y review of the question. We t h e r e f o r e hope th a t the 
Working Group w i l l resume I t s work q u i c k l y , where i t l e f t i t i n September 1982,i 

The Committee could а1зо contemplate a s i m i l a r r o l e i n the matter of the 
prevention of an arms race i n outer space. We hope t h a t i t w i l l be p o s s i b l e t o 
reach agreement q u i o k l y on a mandate f o r a working group to d e a l with t h i s 
q u e stion. 

We suggest t h a t f o r a s t a r t t h i s s u b s i d i a r y body should, a f t e r thorough 
c o n s i d e r a t i o n , d efine the questions t o be discussed w i t h a view t o the prevention 
of an arms race i n outer space. To begin w i t h , a study could be made of a l l the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l agreements r e f e r r i n g to t h i s matter, so as to see where f u r t h e r 
e l a b o r a t i o n might be necessary. 

In a d d i t i o n to such a c t i v i t i e s — and I have purposely avoided l i s t i n g them 
a l l , because i t seems t o me t h a t the Committee on Disarmament ought t o concentrate 
i t s e f f o r t s on the p r a c t i c a l p r i o r i t i e s , which i n no way means abandoning the 
p r i o r i t i e s t h a t have been agreed on by a l l , p a r t i c u l a r l y at the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e ssion 
of the General Assembly devoted t o disarmament — I should l i k e t o draw a t t e n t i o n 
t o another sphere i n which the Committee could c o n t r i b u t e e f f e c t i v e l y by s t i m u l a t i n g 
other e f f o r t s . 

I am r e f e r r i n g t o c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g measures i n the nuclear sphere. I t 
seems t o me t h a t there are here great p o s s i b i l i t i e s which have not up t o now been • 
s u f f i c i e n t l y explored at the l e v e l of the Committee on Disarmament. This i s an 
important matter because i t c o n s t i t u t e s one element i n the whole complex of i s s u e s 
i n v o l v e d i n the c e s s a t i o n of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. I t 
i s r e l e v a n t a t t h i s moment because both the concrete proposals of the President of 
the United States of America r e f e r r i n g t o such measures, and'that p a r t of the 
p o l i t i c a l d e c l a r a t i o n of the States p a r t i e s t o the Warsaw Treaty which r e f e r s to 
t h i s s u b j e c t , i n d i c a t e a d e s i r e to take nevr steps t o prevent war, and more 
p a r t i c u l a r l y nuclear war. 

The c o n t r i b u t i o n which the Committee on Disarmament could make — according 
to procedures we have yet to determine but which should not be such as t o l e a d 
us again i n t o f r u i t l e s s procedural debates — would have the merit of enabling 
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i t t o emerge from the stage o f purely t h e o r e t i c a l d i s c u s s i o n s on the s u b j e c t o f 
what i s nowadays more and more o f t e n r e f e r r e d t o as "the prevention o f n u c l e a r war". 
But t h a t would not be the only advantage of such a c t i o n by our Committee — f a r 
from i t . I t s p r i n c i p a l merit would be to encourage a dialogue between the nuclear 
powers, w h i l e f u l l y r e s p e c t i n g the p o l i c i e s and s e c u r i t y requirements of 
each. 

In t h i s way, too, the views of non-nuclear-weapon States i n t h i s connection 
could be duly noted by those bearing the p r i n c i p a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y i n t h i s sphere. 
Belgium intends t o make i t s own c o n t r i b u t i o n t o t h i s d i s c u s s i o n a t the appropriate 
time. 

In concluding t h i s general statement, I should l i k e to express the hope t h a t 
during the f i f t h year of i t s existence the Committee on Disarmament w i l l be wise 
enough to draw the lessons from i t s experience which, w h i l e r e c e n t , i s none the 
l e s s i n s t r u c t i v e . We ought t o t r y to abandon h a b i t s t h a t have proved p a r a l y s i n g , 
p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the general o r g a n i z a t i o n of the committee*s work. And here I 
should l i k e t o say, i n p a renthesis, how concerned we are a t the slowness of our 
c o n s u l t a t i o n s and d e c i s i o n s i n the matter of o r g a n i z a t i o n . We have already held 
a number o f meetings and are s t i l l f a r from reaching agreement, even on an agenda, 
and I am t r u l y very worried t o see t h a t d i s c u s s i o n s on the establishment of 
working groups, the choice of chairman f o r them and t h e i r o r g a n i z a t i o n have not 
even begun, and I f i n d t h i s p a r t i c u l a r l y r e g r e t t a b l e . And I should l i k e to add 
yet another comment a f t e r what happened yesterday i n the Ad Hoc Group of 
S c i e n t i f i c Experts. I f i n d i t r a t h e r d i s h e a r t e n i n g t h a t when there i s — I t h i n k 
i t i s not too much to say ~ consensus i n the Committee on the person t o be 
appointed,' who i s a person beyond reproach, and everyone i n the v a r i o u s groups i n the 
Committee has expressed a d m i r a t i o n f o r t h i s person, i t has proved impossible f o r 
the Ad Hoc Group of Experts t o i n i t i a t e i t s work, which i s of i n t e r e s t t o a l l o f us. 
We a l l have a number of experts who have come from our c a p i t a l s f o r the purpose, 
but again there i s a delay i n t h a t Group on a purely procedural matter and f o r 
reasons which, I must admit, I do not f u l l y understand. 

We ought a l s o to t r y t o avoid r e i t e r a t i n g to each other the p o s i t i o n s we 
know only too w e l l on s u b j e c t s o f f e r i n g no hope o f immediate n e g o t i a t i o n . We 
ought t o a c t as n e g o t i a t o r s r a t h e r than as o r a t o r s . 

Belgium intends t o p l a y i t s f u l l p a r t as a S t a t e member of the Committee on 
Disarmament and w i l l spare no e f f o r t to t r y t o ensure t h a t during t h i s 
f i f t h s e s s i o n the Committee f i n a l l y achieves p o s i t i v e r e s u l t s . 
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The CHAIRMAN; I thank the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Belgium f o r h i s statement and f o r 
the k i n d words' he addressee 3 to cho C h a n . I now give the f l o o r to the 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the United Kmgtlon, Ambassador Cromartie. 

Mr. CROMARTIE (United Xingdo-n) : I should f i r s t l i k e to congratulate you on 
your assumption of the Chair at t h i s auspicious time at the beginning of the new 
s e s s i o n of our Committee. Under your charmanship the 1983 s e s s i o n has got o f f to 
a good s t a r t w i t h a week i n which i t has been addressed by three d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
statesmen h o l d i n g very h i g h o f f i c e s m t h e i r own c o u n t r i e s : the Deputy Prime M i n i s t e r 
and M i n i s t e r of Foreign A f f a i r s of Canada, the V i c e - C h a n c e l l o r and M i n i s t e r of 
Foreign A f f a i r s of the Federal Republic of Germany, and f i n a l l y the V i c e - P r e s i d e n t 
of the United S t a t e s . The very f a c t that they a l l took the t r o u b l e to come to speak 
m our Committee has demonstrated the importance attached to disarmament in-. 
Western Europe and North America and to the r o l e that t h i s Committee can p l a y . 

I welcome the f a c t that a l l three statesmen s t r e s s e d the importance of the 
INF and ST.HRT n e g o t i a t i o n s . As these are b i l a t e r a l i n character and outside the 
f-ramework of our Committee, I w i l l not o f f e r d e t a i l e d comments on them but I should 
l i k e to s t r e s s one p o i n t , which 1 0 h i g h l y r e l e v a n t to what we do m t h i s Committee 
and provides the background against which we work. I f agreement could be reached on 
the b a s i s of the proposals o u t l i n e d by V i c e - P r e s i d e n t Bush, i t would r e s u l t m a 
s u b s t a n t i a l measure of nuclear disarmament. This would be the t u r n i n g - p o i n t f o r 
which we have a l l been w a i t i n g . I t i s our f e r v e n t hope that these two n e g o t i a t i o n s 
w i l l be s u c c e s s f u l . 

I n the meantime we have p l e n t y of tasks on our own agenda. World-wide 
a t t e n t i o n i s focused on disarmament at present and i t i s important that t h i s 
Committee should be able t c c a r r y out e f f e c t i v e l y i t s task of n e g o t i a t i o n . The 
B r i t i s h d e l e g a t i o n has always approached the great problem of disarmament i n a 
pragmatic s p i r i t , seeking areas where worthwhile steps forward seem l i k e l y to be 
p o s s i b l e , and concentrating i t s e f f o r t s on those areas. We b e l i e v e that t h i s i s the 
most e f f e c t i v e way to malee progress. I n t h i s s p i r i t , we need, i n these e a r l y days 
of the 198З s e s s i o n , to take a r e a l i s t i c view of our p r i o r i t i e s , and then to focus 
our e f f o r t s on f .elds where there i s a convergence of view¡_ on the main i s s u e s 
i n v o l v e d , and therefore a r e a l prospect of r e a c h i n g agreement. 

My d e l e g a t i o n i s encouraged by the general agreement t h a t progress can be 
reached i n the f i e l d of chemical weapons. We are much encouraged by the remarks on 
t h i s subject made by V i c e - P r e s i d e n t Bush during h i s v i s i t to the Committee l a s t week. 
We support h i s c a l l f o r the Committee to begin r e a l n e g o t i a t i o n s on a chemical 
weapons convention, and hope that the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons 
can resume i t s work without delay. We look forward to examining i n d e t a i l the 
proposals put forward by the United States d e l e g a t i o n when i t s paper becomes 
a v a i l a b l e and hope that i t w i l l provide the necessary impetus f o r r a p i d progress. 
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My d e l e g a t i o n w i l l make a f u r t h e r statement on this s u b j e c t m due course, 
but I should l i k e at t h i s stage to comment b r i e f l y on the outcome of.the recent 
c o n s u l t a t i o n s on t e c h n i c a l i s s u e s r e l a t i n g to a chemical weapons convention. 
My d e l e g a t i o n thought t h a t these c o n s u l t a t i o n s showed that a measure of agreement 
was emerging on a number of t e c h n i c a l p o i n t s r e l a t i n g to the d e f i n i t i o n and 
i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of key precursors of chemical weapons, and to some of the procedures 
which might be s u i t a b l e 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 s t o c k p i l e s of chemical 
weapons. We were therefore disappointed to f i n d that d e l e g a t i o n s were not able 
to reach agreement on a way of r e c o r d i n g the d i s c u s s i o n which had taken p l a c e . 
An o r a l r e p o r t by the Chairman, however c a r e f u l and balanced, cannot r e a l l y r eplace 
an agreed w r i t t e n r e p o r t . 

I t i s a l s o , i n the view of my d e l e g a t i o n , most r e g r e t t a b l e t h a t the work of 
the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts has been delayed. We hope the procedural 
obstacles i n the way of the Group's resuming i t s work w i l l be q u i c k l y removed. 

My d e l e g a t i o n attaches importance a l s o to an e a r l y s t a r t to the vork of 
the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban, which vas set up l a s t year a f t e r 
p r o t r a c t e d n e g o t i a t i o n s over i t s mandate. At the end of the l a s t s e s s i o n , my 
predecessor, Mr. Summerhayes, described i n some d e t a i l the conclusions which we 
drew from the d i s c u s s i o n s which f o l l o w e d . We do not, as he then made c l e a r , 
subscribe to the view that the current mandate has been f u l f i l l e d . Indeea, we do 
not see how i t i s p o s s i b l e to argue that work on i t has been completed, given the 
c o n f l i c t i n g views set out m the r e p o r t of the Working Group. Much remains to be 
done to r e s o l v e d i f f e r e n c e s over the key question of v e r i f i c a t i o n . I n the view of 
my d e l e g a t i o n the Working Group should continue i t s work without delay under the 
present mandate, m order to t r y to reach a c l e a r e r understanding of what measures 
of v e r i f i c a t i o n are necessary to achieve the s u c c e s s f u l c o n c l u s i o n of a nuclear t e s t 
ban. The present mandate s p e c i f i c a l l y provides of course, f o r the Working Group to 
take i n t o account a l l e x i s t i n g proposals and f u t u r e i n i t i a t i v e s . We should be 
prepared d u r i n g t h i s s e s s i o n to elaborate f u r t h e r on our own p o s i t i o n . 

At the l a s t s e s s i o n of the General Assembly my d e l e g a t i o n j o i n e d i n a consensus 
on r e s o l u t i o n 37/99 C, d e a l i n g w i t h r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. This r e s o l u t i o n f o r the 
f i r s t time r e f e r r e d to the p r o h i b i t i o n of attacks on nuclear f a c i l i t i e s . I n the 
view of my d e l e g a t i o n , the f a c t t h a t such a reference vas made does not i r i p l y t hat 
the proposal to l i n k t h i s i s s u e w i t h that of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons i n the same 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l instrument i s g e n e r a l l y accepted. Delegations w i l l r e c a l l the view 
expressed l a s t week by the Foreign M i n i s t e r of the Federal Republic of Germany that 
the proposal creates so many t e c h n i c a l and l e g a l problems t h a t i t i s questionable 
whether the two subjects should be combined. As i s w e l l known, t h i s i s very much 
the view t h a t my d e l e g a t i o n has always taken. We a r e , however, again prepared to 
take p a r t m a d i s c u s s i o n of both these t o p i c s m the Working Group without 
commitment e i t h e r to the form of any instrument which might r e s u l t or to the forum 
i n which our agreement on a p r o h i b i t i o n of a t t a c k s on n u c l e a r f a c i l i t i e s might be 
negotiated. We b e l i e v e that such e x p l o r a t o r y d i s c u s s i o n s can best be conducted i n 
the e x i s t i n g Working Group under the present agenda item. 
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Another u n f i n i s h e d task before us i s the comprehensive programe of 
disarmament, which was remitted to us by the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. I t i s .important, m the view of my 
d e l e g a t i o n , t h a t , when we begin work again on t h i s t o p i c , we should not lo&e 
s i g h t of the gains which were made du r i n g the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n i n 1 respect of 
some key i s s u e s , even i f these gains were not f u l l y r e f l e c t e d i n the document which 
emerged from the se s s i o n . We should not underestimate the d i f f i c u l t i e s of our 
task, nor should we delude ourselves that i t r e q u i r e s a change of a t t i t u d e on the 
pa r t of only one, or a few, States to make a comprehensive programme of 
disarmament p o s s i b l e . The t e x t as transmitted to us from the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n 
contains many brackets, and i t w i l l r e q u i r e compromise on the p a r t of a l l 
delegations to make agreement p o s s i b l e . But such compromise i s only p o s s i b l e 
w i t h i n the l i m i t s set by each State's s e c u r i t y concerns. We stand ready xo take 
p a r t m t h i s Working Group as a c t i v e l y as we have done i n the pas t , 

I should now l i k e to consider b r i e f l y r e s o l u t i o n 3 7 / 7 8 I , m which the 
General Assembly requested the Committee on Disarmament "to undertake, as a matter 
of h i g h p r i o r i t y , n e g o t i a t i o n s w i t h a view to a c h i e v i n g agreement on appropriate 
and p r a c t i c a l measures f o r the prevent i o n of nuclear war and on which i n f o r m a l 
c o n s u l t a t i o n s are t a k i n g p l a c e " . My d e l e g a t i o n d i d not support t h i s r e s o l u t i o n 
i n the General Assembly but abstained, i n common w i t h a s u b s t a n t i a l number of other 
delegations represented i n t h i s Committee. This was c e r t a i n l y not because my 
de l e g a t i o n i s against the pr e v e n t i o n of nuclear war, but because we d i f f e r w i t h 
some other delegations on the best way to achieve t h i s d e s i r a b l e end. The 
B r i t i s h Government's view was 'communicated to the Secretary-General and i s 
a v a i l a b l e f o r a l l delegations to study i n document A / S - 1 2 / l l / A d d . l . My d e l e g a t i o n 
has been s u r p r i s e d to note, however, t h a t , i n s p i t e of the high p r i o r i t y which 
delegations give to t h i s t o p i c , r e p l i e s were rece i v e d by the Secretary-General i n 
response to r e s o l u t i o n 3 6 / 8 I В from very few States and from fewer than h a l f of the 
members of t h i s Committee. My d e l e g a t i o n has no o b j e c t i o n to the Committee seeking 
to i d e n t i f y s p e c i f i c measures to prevent war which could command a consensus i n 
the Committee; but i t would be premature to consider embarking on n e g o t i a t i o n s 
on t h i s t o p i c before any r e a l common ground e x i s t s on how the problem should be 
t a c k l e d , l e t alone solved. I have t h i s morning seen Working Paper C D / 3 4 1 , 
c o n t a i n i n g the views of the Group of 2 1 on t h i s s u b j e c t , but I have not, of course, 
had time to study i t . I may wish to r e v e r t to the subject i n due course. 

This leads me on to some more general considerations about the conduct of our 
work. On 1 7 September the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the Soviet Union 
suggested t h a t working groups should be formed on a l l items of our agenda. 
We have doubts about the p r a c t i c a b i l i t y of thi s suggestion, given the crowded 
nature of our programrie and the s t r a i n s t h a t i t already places on many del e g a t i o n s , 
i n c l u d i n g my own. We should f i n d i t d i f f i c u l t to agree t h a t i t i s u s e f u l to form 
working groups on a l l items unless p r e l i m i n a r y d i s c u s s i o n s had c l e a r l y i d e n t i f i e d 
s p e c i f i c areas where, by general agreement, there was a prospect that s u c c e s s f u l 
n e g o t i a t i o n s could take p l a c e . We should judge a l l proposals against t h i s 
c r i t e r i o n . I n the same 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 r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f the 
Soviet Union a l s o expressed o p p o s i t i o n to working groups becoming i n v o l v e d i n 
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d i s c u s s i o n of s u b s i d i a r y i s s u e s before an understanding had been reached and 
agreement formulated on the main i s s u e s . With t h i s sentiment we could c e r t a i n l y 
agree; but we may not agree always on what are the main i s s u e s and what are the 
s u b s i d i a r y ones. Matters of key importance to some delegations should not be 
brushed aside w i t h claims t h a t they are merely s u b s i d i a r y . 

On the same day, 17 September, the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of B r a z i l made a 
p l e a t h a t we r e c o n s i d e r the form of our r e p o r t . His p o i n t i s w e l l taken: our r e p o r t s 
are undoubtedly d i f f i c u l t to f o l l o w and h a r d l y make i n t e r e s t i n g r e a d i n g . My 
d e l e g a t i o n i s g r a t e f u l to the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of B r a z i l f o r grasping 
t h i s n e t t l e , though we cannot e n t i r e l y go along w i t h him i n h i s o b j e c t i o n to 
q u a l i f y i n g phrases, while there i s i n s i s t e n c e on i n c l u d i n g i n our r e p o r t s views which 
are c o n t r o v e r s i a l and which are i n e v i t a b l y challenged. I f i t i s not made c l e a r that 
these c o n t r o v e r s i a l views eire h e l d by only some d e l e g a t i o n s , we run the r i s k t h a t i t 
w i l l a t a l a t e r stage be claimed t h a t there had been consensus on them. I t seems to 
us that the way to avoid t h i s would be f o r the r e p o r t to express genuine consensus 
views and to i n c l u d e s p a r i n g l y , i f at a l l , views on which no such consensus e x i s t s . 
The r e p o r t would then be much s h o r t e r , e a s i e r to read and t h e r e f o r e more wid e l y read. 
The more ambitious reader who wanted to study the divergence of views expressed d u r i n g 
the s e s s i o n could do so i n the admirable verbatim r e p o r t s , i n which the p o s i t i o n s 
of i n d i v i d u a l delegations are f i r m l y on the r e c o r d . The r e p o r t s of the contact groups 
on chemical weapons a t the l a s t s e s s i o n gave us a valuable p o i n t e r to the d i r e c t i o n 
we might take, and we b e l i e v e t h a t the form of these r e p o r t s might perhaps be more 
widely adopted. I f , Mr, Chairman, you decide to take up the suggestion of the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of B r a z i l to form a group to work on a r e v i s e d form of 
our r e p o r t , my delegation" would be happy to p a r t i c i p a t e . 

I should a l s o l i k e to remind the Committee of the suggestion made by my 
predecessor i n h i s f i n a l address to the Committee (CD/TV.186), th a t r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s 
of non-member States should not a u t o m a t i c a l l y be r e l e g a t e d to the bottom of the 
speakers l i s t . We need not i n s t i t u t e any new r u l e and we should be content to leave 
the matter to the Chairman's d i s c r e t i o n . But I hope that a l l d e l e g a t i o n s would agree 
that when eminent r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s of non-member S t a t e s , p a r t i c u l a r l y those who are not 
r e s i d e n t i n Geneva and who h o l d h i g h o f f i c e i n t h e i r own c o u n t r i e s , take the t r o u b l e 
to address the Committee, we should respond by enabling them to do so at an 
appropriate and p r e d i c t a b l e time. 

I should not l i k e to conclude ny statement without o f f e r i n g my c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s to 
our very d i s t i n g u i s h e d colleague, Ambassador García Robles of Mexico, and to 
Mrs. Myrdal of Sweden f o r the- award to them of the Nobel Peace P r i z e . I p e r s o n a l l y 
remember the valuable c o n t r i b u t i o n s they were already making to disarmament when I 
was i n Geneva from 1967 to 1969 as a member of the United Kingdom d e l e g a t i o n to the 
ENDC and then to the CCD. I n f a c t one of the f i r s t statements I heard m t h i s room 
was when Ambassador García Robles came from T l a t e l o l c o to give us a f i r s t - h a n d 
account of the c o n c l u s i o n , a few days before, of the Treaty on the P r o h i b i t i o n of 
Nuclear Weapons i n L a t i n America, which the United Kingdom warmly welcomed. I 
remember, too, that we ^tood i n Geneva et that time at the beginning of a p e r i o d of 
progress. Let us hope that we do so again. 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the United Kingdom f o r h i s 
statement and f o r the k i n d words he addressed to the C h a i r . I now give the f l o o r 
to the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the German Democratic R e p u b l i c , Ambassador Herder. 
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Kir. HERDER (German Democratic R e p u o l i c ) : Comrade Chairman, i t i s with great 
pleasure that I j o i n i n the c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s to you, the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of s o c i a l i s t 
Mongolia, on your assumption of the chairmanship of the Committee on Disarmament 
f o r the month of February. With your long-standing experience and dedicated work 
i r the f i e l d of disarmament, I an confident that you w i l l c o n t r i b u t e s i g n i f i c a n t l y 
to a c o n s t r u c t i v e beginning of our work t h i s year. 

My d e l e g a t i o n a l s o notes with a;reat s a t i s f a c t i o n tnat one of our c o l l e a g u e s , 
Ambassador García Robles of Mexico, has been awarded the Nobel Peace P r i z e f o r 
19З2. This i s c e r t a i n l y a f u l l y deserved r e c o g n i t i o n of h i s t i r e l e s s s t r u g g l e f o r 
tne c e s s a t i o n of the nuclear arms race and disarmament, which he has c a r r i e d on i n 
tne s e r v i c e of h i s country. One can only agree with what Ambassador Robles s a i d 
at a press conference i n Mexico C i t y on 10 November 1932, namely, t h a t "every one 
of us — i n h i s f i e l d of a c t i v i t i e s — has a share of r e s p o n s i b i l i t y i n h e l p i n g to 
avert a nuclear catastrophe", and tnat "there i s no worse s t r u g g l e than one which 
i s not waged." This speaks of deeply humanistic c o n v i c t i o n s which, together with 
h i s c o n t r i b u t i o n , i n t e r a l i a , to the Treaty of T l a t e l o l c o and the F i n a l Document 
of the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, have 
gained him respect and a p p r e c i a t i o n i n my country a l s o . 

May I a l s o request tne Swedish d e l e g a t i o n to transmit our c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s to 
Mrs. Alva Myrdal i n connection with the Nobel Peace Priae awarded to her. We 
c e r t a i n l y remember her engagement and devotion i n s t r i v i n g f o r disarmament. 

By the same token, I would l i k e to express my h e a r t f e l t words of welcome to 
a l l bur new colleagues represented here and wish them w e l l f o r t h e i r f u t u r e work. 
I would a l s o l i k e to welcome i n our midst the head of the Department f o r Disarmament 
A f f a i r s , Under-Secretary-General Mr. Jan Martenson. 

Comrade Chairman, when the Committee on Disarmament takes up i t s a c t i v i t i e s 
t h i s year, i t i s f a c i n g two a l t e r n a t i v e s which become ever c l e a r e r : e i t h e r , 
measures to stop the arms race w i l l make peace more secure or superarmament d e c i s i o n s 
wit h serious consequences accompanied by a c o n t i n u i n g stagnation i n n e g o t i a t i o n s 
w i l l push mankind ever c l o s e r to the b r i n k of a nuclear holocaust. The year 1933 
must not become a " m i s s i l e year". The consequences would be d i s a s t r o u s f o r a l l 
peoples. 

With t h e i r recent oeace i n i t i a t i v e s the States p a r t i e s to the Warsaw Treaty 
have shown a way out of the serious s i t u a t i o n . The Prague D e c l a r a t i o n proves t h a t 
with a l l determination they s t i c k to t h e i r course of safeguarding peace by arms 
l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament, dialogue and peaceful coexistence. They have submitted 
a convincing programme f o r agreements which would d e f i n i t e l y make the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
s i t u a t i o n more healthy. 

Reactions by peace-loving forces i n the world, ready to achieve an understanding, 
show that our fundamental o b j e c t i v e s are w e l l understood. At the same time, we take 
note of the expressed i n t e n t i o n of Western c o u n t r i e s to study s e r i o u s l y the proposals 
made i n Prague. We hope that t h i s examination w i l l lead to an e a r l y and c o n s t r u c t i v e 
response. Nobody should t r y to c l o s e t h e i r eyes to the v i t a l i n t e r e s t s of people 
having d i f f e r e n t p o l i t i c a l , i d e o l o g i c a l or r e l i g i o u s c o n v i c t i o n s , p a s s i o n a t e l y 
advocating the cause of peace and disarmament with t h e i r words and deeds. 
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The General Secretary of the C e n t r a l Committee of the S o c i a l i s t U n i t y " P a r t y of 
Germany and Chairman of the Council of State of the German Democratic Republic, 
E r i c h Honecker, declared i n t h i s respect on 10 January 1983: "Mankind has a r r i v e d 
at a crossroads. Superarmament and c o n f r o n t a t i o n threaten to end i n nuclear war. 
Nobody should f i n d i t d i f f i c u l t , t h e r e f o r e , t o choose and a c t i v e l y pursue reasonable 
accommodation and peaceful exchanges i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s . " 

The Prague proposals take i n t o account t h a t i n the nuclear age there can be no 
s e c u r i t y f o r one s i d e a t the expense of the other s i d e . Moreover, the f i r m 
c o n v i c t i o n was expressed t h a t States and, i n p a r t i c u l a r , the nuclear-weapon States 
should base t h e i r m i l i t a r y p o l i c y e x c l u s i v e l y on defence purposes and t h a t i t should 
take i n t o account the l e g i t i m a t e s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s of a l l S t a t e s . I t must not 
hamper the c o n c l u s i o n of agreements i n the f i e l d of disarmament. 

Unfortunately, some States are not f o l l o w i n g such a course of a c t i o n , even i f 
one has t r i e d i n recent days i n t h i s Committee to make us b e l i e v e the o p p o s i t e . But 
how can a p o l i c y o f superarmament and c o n f r o n t a t i o n be r e c o n c i l e d w i t h the search 
f o r peace and disarmament? We heard dramatic words about the danger f o r c i v i l i z a t i o n 
stemming — as we were t o l d — from tne a l l e g e d use of chemical weapons, an a s s e r t i o n 
based only on l i e s and d i s t o r t i o n s . Does t h a t mean t h a t we should f o r g e t about the 
sword of Damocles, i . e . the danger of nuclear war, hanging over us? Recent events 
show t h a t these are r e a l dangers we are f a c i n g . 

The "Defence G u i d e l i n e s " of one nuclear-weapon State f o r 1984 to 1988 have 
become known. They are s a i d to c o n t a i n plans f o r a "protracted nuclear war". They 
p r o j e c t a nuclear f i r s t s t r i k e a g a i n s t t a r g e t s on the t e r r i t o r i e s of the USSR and the 
other c o u n t r i e s of the Warsaw Treaty, i n c l u d i n g the use of n u c l e a r medium-range 
systems. The s o - c a l l e d d e c a p i t a t i o n s t r i k e i s a main p i l l a r of t h i s s t r a t e g y . Outer 
space has been f u l l y i n t e g r a t e d i n these war p l a n s . 

To back up such plans, armament programmes are being implemented which i n c l u d e 
a l l c a t e g o r i e s of weapons: nuc l e a r and chemical as w e l l as conventional weapons. 
The r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of a Western nuclear-weapon State who some days ago explained to 
us the s o - c a l l e d arms c o n t r o l p o l i c y of h i s country declared already i n 198l i n 
t h i s regard : "One has to have a weapons p o t e n t i a l which i n f l i c t s more damage on the 
other s i d e than they can do to us. That e x a c t l y i s the way t o v i c t o r y i n a nuclear 
war. " 

In view of such a statement only one c o n c l u s i o n i s p o s s i b l e : to a v e r t the 
danger of nuclear war i s the most important o b j e c t i v e . Without delay a p p r o p r i a t e 
measures must be taken and a l l p o s s i b l e s o l u t i o n s must be explored. We j o i n a l l 
those who i n s i s t e n e r g e t i c a l l y t h a t each and every r e l e v a n t proposal — no matter 
from which side they come — be examined immediately and thoroughly. 

The c e n t r a l task, namely, to explore and to agree on measures to prevent nuclear 
war, should t h e r e f o r e a l s o be r e f l e c t e d i n the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament. 
General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 37/78 I c o n t a i n s c l e a r s t i p u l a t i o n s t o t h i s e f f e c t . 
Together with other s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , my d e l e g a t i o n supports the proposal of the 
Group of 21 to i n c l u d e an item on the prevention of nuclear war i n the agenda of the 
Committee on Disarmament and to set up a corresponding working group. We have j u s t 
r e c e i v e d the working paper of the Group of 21 w i t h c e r t a i n p r e c i s i o n s on t h i s proposal^ 
and I am happy to d e c l a r e t h a t my d e l e g a t i o n i s i n p r i n c i p l e prepared t o go along 
with the suggestions contained i n the document submitted by the Group of 21. 
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An e f f e c t i v e and important measure.for preventing the outbreak of a nuclear war 
would be an undertaking by a l l nuclear-weapon States not to be the f i r s t to use 
nuclear weapons. Having t h i s i n mind. the German Democratic Republic wholeheartedly 
welcomed, the proclamation of the USSR at the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament t h a t i t w i l l not be the f i r s t to use nuclear 
weapons. Furthermore, at the recent session of the United Nations General Assembly, 
we introduced r e s o l u t i o n 37/76 J which s t a t e s that "the solemn d e c l a r a t i o n s by two 
nuclear-weapon States made or r e i t e r a t e d at the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, concerning t h e i r r e s p e c t i v e o b l i g a t i o n s not 
to be the f i r s t to use nuclear weapons o f f e r an important avenue to decrease the 
danger of nuclear war1'. I t a l s o expresses the hope "that the other nuclear-weapon 
States w i l l consider making s i m i l a r d e c l a r a t i o n s with respect to not being the f i r s t 
to use nuclear weapons 5 -. 

Sometimes the argument i s advanced t h a t i t i s not p o s s i b l e to t r e a t the non-use 
of nuclear weapons,separately, t h a t i t should not be separated from the question o f 
the non-use of a l l weapons. F i r s t of a l l , we s t r o n g l y b e l i e v e t h a t nuclear weapons 
pose the g r e a t e s t danger to the s u r v i v a l of mankind and tnat the prevention of 
nuclear war and nuclear disarmament should, t h e r e f o r e , be t r e a t e d on a p r i o r i t y b a s i s . 
This would not exclude the p o s s i b i l i t y o f a comprehensive approach to the non-use of 
m i l i t a r y f o r c e . 

In t h i s context, we would l i k e to d i r e c t the a t t e n t i o n of delegations t o the 
recent proposal by the Warsaw Treaty member-States to conclude a t r e a t y on the mutual 
r e n u n c i a t i o n of the use of m i l i t a r y f o r c e and the maintenance of peaceful r e l a t i o n s . 

The Warsaw Treaty member-States are not seeking m i l i t a r y s u p e r i o r i t y over the 
NATO States and have no i n t e n t i o n of a t t a c k i n g these States or any other country i n 
or outside Europe. The NATO member-States a l s o d e c l a r e t h a t they have no aggressive 
i n t e n t i o n s . These e x i s t i n g d e c l a r a t i o n s o f f e r a unique chance to reduce consid e r a b l y 
the danger of c o n f l i c t by concluding such a t r e a t y . I t would i n f a c t be another 
important guarantee f o r the p r i n c i p l e of the non-use of f o r c e . 

Besides, such a t r e a t y could c o n t a i n elements which so f a r have not been 
incorporated i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l agreements, such as the r e n u n c i a t i o n of the f i r s t use 
o f nuclear and conventional weapons and measures t o prevent s u r p r i s e a t t a c k s , as w e l l 
as c e r t a i n c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g measures. 

In order to prevent a world-wide nuclear war, there must be no f u r t h e r 
e s c a l a t i o n of nuclear c o n f r o n t a t i o n i n Europe. On the c o n t r a r y , i t has to be 
reduced. 

There can be no doubt: i f a nuclear f i r s t - s t r i k e p o t e n t i a l were to be 
e s t a b l i s h e d i n Europe by deploying new American medium-range nuclear systems, t h a t 
would mean a d e c i s i v e change of the s t r a t e g i c m i l i t a r y s i t u a t i o n . I t would r e q u i r e 
adequate measures by the Warsaw Treaty member-States i n order to safeguard t h e i r own 
s e c u r i t y . Such a development must be avoided. From many si d e s i t i s now 
recognized t h a t the r e l e v a n t n e g o t i a t i o n s between the USSR and the United States 
here i n Geneva w i l l only b r i n g f o r t h r e s u l t s when u n r e a l i s t i c demands are given up 
and a j u s t settlement i s a s p i r e d t o , based on the p r i n c i p l e of e q u a l i t y and equal 
s e c u r i t y . The zero-option concept, aimed a t u n i l a t e r a l disarmament, has so f a r 
prevented r e s u l t s . No one c o n s i d e r i n g the problem s e r i o u s l y can deny t h a t t h i s 
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u n r e a l i s t i c concept i s only used as a smoke—screen to delay the n e g o t i a t i o n s and 
to make p o s s i b l e the deployment of new American m i s s i l e s at the end of t h i s year. 
Such a course of a c t i o n w i l l a l s o s e r i o u s l y a f f e c t the s e c u r i t y of my country, i n 
the immediate neighbourhood of which a considerable p r o p o r t i o n of these weapons — 
among them the Pershing I I m i s s i l e s — w i l l be s t a t i o n e d , according to НАТО pl a n s . 

A l s o we cannot overlook the f a c t that there are already over 6,000 nuc l e a r 
warheads deployed to the vest of our borders. How can one speak, then, of a 
monopoly of the other side? 

Europe does not need new nuc l e a r weapons. I t i s necessary to reduce the 
l e v e l of nuc l e a r c o n f r o n t a t i o n . In t h i s regard my country has only r e c e n t l y 
made a concrete o f f e r . In response to a proposal by the Swedish Government to 
set up a zone f r e e from t a c t i c a l n uclear weapons on both sides of the d i v i d i n g 
l i n e between the NATO and Warsaw Treaty c o u n t r i e s i n c e n t r a l Europe, the 
German Democratic Republic has stated i t s readiness to make i t s e n t i r e t e r r i t o r y 
a v a i l a b l e when a nuclear-weapon-free zone i s e s t a b l i s h e d i n c e n t r a l Europe. I t 
stands to reason t h a t 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 must be dul y 
taken i n t o account. 

The r e a l i z a t i o n of t h i s p r o j e c t , supported by the peoples i n the area, now 
depends on a p o s i t i v e r e p l y from the other s i d e . 

This year again the Committee on Disarmament faces important t a s k s . The 
immediate c e s s a t i o n of a l l nuclear-weapon t e s t s c e r t a i n l y ranks among the most 
urgent ones. 

In three r e s o l u t i o n s the General Assembly, a t i t s t h i r t y - s e v e n t h s e s s i o n , 
c a l l e d f o r t h e i r comprehensive p r o h i b i t i o n . The time i s r i p e to r e v i s e the 
mandate of the NTS Working Group i n order to enable i t t o proceed to p r a c t i c a l 
n e g o t i a t i o n s w i t h the aim of e l a b o r a t i n g a d r a f t t r e a t y . The b a s i c p r o v i s i o n s 
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-weapon t e s t s , 
submitted by the Soviet Union at the General Assembly's t h i r t y - s e v e n t h s e s s i o n , 
provide a good b a s i s . 

However, i n i t s recent a u t h o r i t a t i v e statement the United States has again 
made i t c l e a r t h a t i t wishes us to f o r g o t about n e g o t i a t i o n s on a t r e a t y and go 
on spending our time on d i s c u s s i o n s of v e r i f i c a t i o n i ssues i n the hope of some 
day f i n d i n g a v e r i f i c a t i o n system which w i l l s u i t the i n t e r e s t s of the 
United States. 

But i t i s common knowledge that i t i s not v e r i f i c a t i o n which matters. 
There i s no doubt t h a t , given the necessary p o l i t i c a l w i l l , the v e r i f i c a t i o n 
problems can be solved q u i t e f a s t . The r e a l i s s u e s are to be found elsewhere.-
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I t i s d i f f i c u l t not to agree with Ib?. Ralph E a r l e , former D i r e c t o r of the 
United States Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, who f e l t compelled to s t a t e 
i n the New York Times of 1 7 December 1 9 8 2 : "The [United S t a t e s ] A d m i n i s t r a t i o n 
has made c l e a r i t s i n t e n t i o n that i t wants to continue t e s t i n g " and "that i t s 
r e a l concern appears to be that a CTB would prevent the development and t e s t i n g 
of new weapons 

In the l i g h t of t h i s s i t u a t i o n , the Committee on Disarmament should s e r i o u s l y 
review the i m p l i c a t i o n s such a p o s i t i o n has f o r our work. 

Nuclear disarmament i s the best guarantee against the danger of nuclear war. 
The Prague D e c l a r a t i o n contains a proposal f o r a programme of step-by~step n u c l e a r 
disarmament, i . e . an idea which i s broadly shared i n t h i s Connixtee. I t s 
r e a l i z a t i o n would r e q u i r e , as reaffirmed by r e s o l u t i o n 3 7 / 7 8 C, that a l l n u c l e a r -
weapon S t a t e s , m p a r t i c u l a r those which possess the most important n u c l e a r a r s e n a l s , 
l i v e up to t h e i r s p e c i a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r the f u l f i l m e n t of the task of a c h i e v i n g 
the goals of nuclear disarmament. Unfortunately, t h i s s t i l l meets with considerable 
r e s i s t a n c e . The above-mentioned r e s o l u t i o n j u s t l y p o i n t s to c e r t a i n d o c t r i n e s and 
concepts f o r the use of n u c l e a r weapons as a serious obstacle f o r reaching agreement 
on nuclear disarmament. They have to be r e j e c t e d f o r what they are — i n t e l l e c t u a l 
p r e p a r a t i o n f o r nuclear war. 

The beginning of a process of n u c l e a r disarmament could be f a c i l i t a t e d by a 
f r e e z e on nuclear a r s e n a l s . Two r e s o l u t i o n s adopted by the General Assembly at 
i t s t h i r t y — s e v e n t h s e s s i o n c l e a r l y express the view of an overwhelming m a j o r i t y of 
States that i t i s u r g e n t l y necessary to agree immediately on a nuclear arms f r e e z e . 
The Prague D e c l a r a t i o n , meanwhile, not only supports the demand f o r э f r e e z e on 
nuclear weapons. I t a l s o s p e l l s out p r a c t i c a l f i r s t steps towards i t s r e a l i z a t i o n 
by proposing that the s t r a t e g i c weapons o f the USSR and the United States be f r o z e n 
q u a n t i t a t i v e l y and t h e i r modernization be l i m i t e d to the maximum extent p o s s i b l e . 

Now, time must not pass without a v a i l . In r e s o l u t i o n 3 7 / 1 0 0 Б, I I 9 States 
Members of the United Nations expressed t h e i r f i r m c o n v i c t i o n that "at present the 
conditions are most p r o y i t i o u s f o r such a f r e e z e , since the USSR and the 
United States are now equivalent m nuclear m i l i t a r y power and i t seens evident 
that there e x i s t s between them an o v e r — a l l rough p a r i t y " . 

The c e s s a t i o n of the q u a l i t a t i v e development of nuclear weapons has become 
even more urgent i n view of the f a c t t h a t production of nuclear neutron weapons 
has s t a r t e d m one nuclear-weapon State. As i s known, the development and 
production of t h i s weapon system form part of the aggressive concept of making 
nuclear war wageable and wirmable. I t would lower the threshold f o r the use of 
nuclear weapons. 

S c i e n t i s t s have pointed out that n u c l e a r noutron weapons are to be considered 
the forerunners of a new, t h i r d generation of nuclear weapons. Such weapons, which 
s e l e c t i v e l y boost one component of the e f f e c t s of nuclear weapons, such as heat, 
r a d i a t i o n or b l a s t e f f e c t s , would represent an extremely dangerous q u a l i t a t i v e 
development of nuclear weapons a r s e n a l s . 
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Demands from peace movements a l l over the world as w e l l as from a growing 
m a j o r i t y of the States Members of the United Nations r e a f f i r m the request to 
the Committee to s t a r t without delay n e g o t i a t i o n s w i t h i n an appropriate 
o r g a n i z a t i o n a l framework w i t h a view to concluding a convention p r o h i b i t i n g 
n u c l e a r neutron weapons. That would be on important c o n t r i b u t i o n .to and clement 
of a comprehensive s o l u t i o n to the problem of n u c l e a r disarmament. 

The Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons has r e c e n t l y achieved some 
progress. The shape of a f u t u r e chemical weapons convention i s becoming c l e a r e r . 
How i s the time to t a c k l e the matter w i t h the seriousness i t deserves and proceed 
to a c t u a l d r a f t i n g work. I n t h i s process the problems remaining can be. overcome. 
Let us not waste t i n e i n d i s c u s s i o n s which might lead us away from our common 
aim — a chemical weapons convention, the e l a b o r a t i o n of which i s f i r s t and 
foremost э p o l i t i c a l task and not so much a question of t e c h n i c a l p e r f e c t i o n . 

We noted w i t h i n t e r e s t the recent announcement that a new comprehensive 
proposal w i l l be tabled by the United States d e l e g a t i o n . I t i s our hope that 
i t w i l l f u r t h e r our work m d r a f t i n g tho convention. But how can one r e c o n c i l e 
t h i s announcement w i t h news r e p o r t s coming these days from the c a p i t a l of the 
sane country that a d d i t i o n a l funds — the f i g u r e of $150 m i l l i o n i s mentioned — w i l l 
be a l l o t t e d to the development and production of new c h e m c a l weapons? This i s 
c e r t a i n l y a counterproductive measure, and at the sane time, i t would be 
counterproductive p e r p e t u a l l y to b r i n g up new v e r i f i c a t i o n demands. Pron the 
h i s t o r y of n e g o t i a t i o n s on a comprehensive t e s t ban and other disarmament i s s u e s 
we know what t h i s may lead t o . 

We stand f o r a r e a l i s t i c 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 procedures, i n c l u d i n g c e r t a i n o n - s i t e i n s p e c t i o n s . 
This would correspond to the l e g i t i m a t e i n t e r e s t s of a l l sides i n enhancing 
confidence that the convention i s being complied w i t h . So, we do not b e l i e v e 
that i t i s necessary "со preach to us the v i r t u e s of v e r i f i c a t i o n . 

9 

At the recent s e s s i o n of the General Assembly, s p e c i a l - a t t e n t i o n was d i r e c t e d 
towards countering the q u a l i t a t i v e development of chemical weapons and t h e i r 
s t a t i o n i n g on the t e r r i t o r y of other S t a t e s , f o r t h i s worsens c o n d i t i o n s f o r 
the c o n c l u s i o n of a chemical weapons convention. I n s h o r t , everything should 
be avoided which stands m the way of the process of e l a b o r a t i n g the convention. 

That i s why the Gernan Dc-nocratic Republic r e a f f i r m s the proposal submitted 
i n the Prague D e c l a r a t i o n f o r a Europe f r e e from chemical weapons. Moreover, the 
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Government of ny country has o f f i c i a l l y declared that i t i s ready to create 
together v i t h i n t e r e s t e d States a chenical-weapon-free zone i n c e n t r a l Europe 
and has proposed to enter i n t o appropriate n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

Some remarks on "the prevention of an arms race i n outer space. Мэну -o£ us-
hove been witness to the' e f f o r t s of a m a j o r i t y of States at the t h i r t y - s e v e n t h s e s s i o n 
f o r the adoption of a j o i n t r e s o l u t i o n . The r e s u l t was r e s o l u t i o n 37/83 which 
we consider to be a good b a s i s f o r n e g o t i a t i o n s m t h i s Committee. I t i s 
unfortunate that a s i n g l e State opposed the consensus. 

In the above-mentioned s o - c a l l e d "Defense G u i d e l i n e s " i t i s declared that 
outer space operations "add a ne\v dimension to our m i l i t a r y c a p a b i l i t i e s . ' We 
must make sure that t r e a t i e s and agreements do not block o p p o r t u n i t i e s to develop 
such c a p a b i l i t i e s " . The question a r i s e s whether the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community 
w i l l again be face'd w i t h accomplished f a c t s ? Should i t not be p o s s i b l e to 
counter s u c h ' e f f o r t s by e l a b o r a t i n g an i n t e r n a t i o n a l t r e a t y p r o h i b i t i n g the 
s t a t i o n i n g ' o f Weapons of any kind run outer space? We support the establishment 
of a working group f o r t h i s purpose, with a corresponding mandate. 

Th£s year, when our m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g body enters i n t o the f i f t h year 
of i t s existence i n i t s present composition, i t appears appropriate to r e c a l l 
the consensus reached at the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of the General Assembly devoted 
to disarmament i n 1978 that i t s f t a s k must be to elaborate . i n t e r n a t i o n a l t r e a t i e s 
w i t h b i n d i n g o b l i g a t i o n s f o r the cessation^of the arms fa c e , f o r arms l i m i t a t i o n , 
and disarmament. This o b j e c t i v e , which at the same t i n e i s a challenge to a l l 
of us, has been reaffirmed by r e s o l u t i o n 37/78 F on the i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n ' o f 
disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

The s t a r t i n g p o i n t of a l l e f f o r t s should be awareness of our r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
f o r the peace and s e c u r i t y of a l l States and peoples. To break the deadlock 
i n the f i e l d of arms l i m i t a t i o n and disarmament, the German Democratic Republic 
and the other Warsaw Treaty member-States m t h e i r Prague D e c l a r a t i o n , have, 
reaffirmed t h e i r determination to take an a c t i v e and c o n s t r u c t i v e part m t h i s 
endeavour. 

Today, my d e l e g a t i o n has focused i t s a t t e n t i o n on some'of the problems 
which i t considers to be most important. During the session we w i l l , of course, 
e x p l a i n our p o s i t i o n on other i t e n s of the agenda. 
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Tne CHAIRMAN : I thank the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f the German Democratic Republic f o r 
h i s statement and f o r the k i n d words he addressed t o tne C h a i r . I now gi v e the 
f l o o r t o the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of A u s t r a l i a , Ambassador Sadlei.*. 

Mr. SADLEIR ( A u s t r a l i a ) : Mr. Chairman, on behalf o f the A u s t r a l i a n d e l e g a t i o n 
I o f f e r you our c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s on assuming the chairmanship o f t h i s Committee f o r 
the important opening month of our a c t i v i t y during 1983-

I should a l s o l i k e , through you, t o express our c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s to the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador o f Mexico, His Exc e l l e n c y Mr. Alfonso García Robles, on 
the award t o him of the Nobel Peace P r i z e , an award t h a t not only honours h i s 
long and outstanding work, but enhances h i s country, the cause o f disarmament and 
t h i s Committee. 

Mr. Chairman, I am s u f f i c i e n t l y new t o t h i s Committee c l e a r l y t o r e c a l l the 
h e l p f u l s p i r i t i n which those around t h i s t a b l e r e c e i v e d me and others among us 
who were s i m i l a r l y new when f i r s t we j o i n e d the Committee, In t h a t same s p i r i t I 
welcome our new col l e a g u e s , the Ambassadors of China, I n d i a , Japan, Kenya, the 
United Kingdom and Venezuela. 

There I s consensus i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l o p i n i o n t h a t , f o r disarmament, 1983 w i l l 
be an unusually important, i f not c r u c i a l year. Many th i n g s c o n t r i b u t e to t h i s 
widely held view but they a l l have t h e i r o r i g i n i n the s t a t e o f mutual confidence o r , 
r a t h e r , the l a c k o f i t . The two o v e r r i d i n g world concerns — the arms race, 
conventional as w e l l as n u c l e a r , and the p o l i t i c a l r e l a t i o n s h i p between the major 
powers — come together i n the i s s u e of confidence. In the time of detente, the 
m i l i t a r y f o r c e s which each s i d e deploys seemed somehow l e s s awesome because o f the 
p o l i t i c a l understandings and t r u s t then i n p l a y . I t was apparent then t h a t the 
r i s k s of c o n f l i c t were r e l a t i v e l y low. I f there are now widespread f e a r s t h a t 
the r i s k s are r e l a t i v e l y h i g h , i t i s not so much because of the change i n f o r c e s . 
I t i s because of the change i n confidence. 

For b e t t e r or worse, 1933 w i l l be of p a r t i c u l a r s i g n i f i c a n c e t o t h i s c o n t i n e n t . 
Europe i s f a r from A u s t r a l i a but, l i k e so many o t h e r s , we f i n d our f a t e bound up 
with t h a t o f t h i s s m a l l , h i s t o r i c a l l y s i g n i f i c a n t and, once again, m i l i t a r i l y 
charged r e g i o n o f the world. The n e g o t i a t i o n s taKing place i n t h i s c i t y on 
intermediate-range nuclear f o r c e s have t h e i r r a i s o n d'être i n Europe, even though 
t h e i r m i l i t a r y scope and r a m i f i c a t i o n s extend w e l l beyond i t s f r o n t i e r s ; t h e i r r o l e 
i n disarmament and arms c o n t r o l n e g o t i a t i o n s w i l l have a bearing on the whole 
disarmament agenda ( i n c l u d i n g the s t r a t e g i c arms r e d u c t i o n t a l k s a l s o t a k i n g place 
here) and, p o l i t i c a l l y , they w i l l touch on many i s s u e s of world concern. I t i s not 
only the people of Europe who harbour hopes and f e a r s f o r these t a l k s . The t a l k s 
remain a l e g i t i m a t e cause of i n t e r n a t i o n a l i n t e r e s t on the widest s c a l e , not 
l e a s t f o r A u s t r a l i a n s who, as w i t h , I venture to say, most, i f not a l l the peoples 
represented i n t h i s room paid with t h e i r l i v e s i n many hundreds of thousands i n 
two world wars touched o f f by the rel u c t a n c e of the States of Europe to s o l v e t h e i r 
domestic and r e g i o n a l problems without r e s o r t t o v i o l e n c e . 
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Thus, a l l of us look f o r success i n the n e g o t i a t i o n s , success of a kind t h a t 
w i l l generate mutual confidence s i n c e i t i s the element of confidence i t s e l f t h a t 
i s c r u c i a l . In i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s , confidence i s a b r i t t l e and f r a g i l e matter. 
I t needs c a r e f u l development by p o s i t i v e as w e l l as by negative measures. S t a t e s , 
and disarmament n e g o t i a t o r s , should do what i s necessary in- the 'Way o f being 
p a t i e n t , p r a c t i c a l and c o n s t r u c t i v e . They need t o avoid intemperate o r p o i n t l e s s 
a c t i o n s and words which m i l i t a t e a gainst agreement. This a p p l i e s around the world; 
i t a p p l i e s t o Europe today and i t a p p l i e s to t n i s n e g o t i a t i n g body. 

Other speakers have already i d e n t i f i e d v a r i ous f a c t o r s which, i n recent years, 
have s e t back the cause of disarmament by shaking i n t e r n a t i o n a l confidence; They 
i n c l u d e a c t i o n s which have challenged p r i n c i p l e s of the United Nations-Charter, 
of human r i g h t s , of the r u l e of law and of i n t e r n a t i o n a l t r e a t y commitments. I do 
not want i n my statement today t o suggest t h a t these i s s u e s should be «set asid e 
or r e l e g a t e d t o the past — many of them, r e g r e t t a b l y , are s t i l l w i t h us — but I 
do want t o look i n t h i s statement (and i n t h i s year) t o the f u t u r e i and s p e c i f i c a l l y 
t o the question of how we i n t h i s body can c o n t r i b u t e simultaneously both t o 
c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g and t o the cause of disarmament. 

My f i r s t point i s a general one. There i s i n the Committee, not s u r p r i s i n g l y , 
much f r u s t r a t i o n at the absence of achievement and the imped-iraents t o success t h a t 
e x i s t . Frequently the f r u s t r a t i o n expresses i t s e l f i n r h e t o r i c a l references t o 
a "lack of p o l i t i c a l w i l l " or the deployment of "smoke-screens". At times such 
rhetoric-;seems t o be a s u b s t i t u t e f o r p r a c t i c a l a l t e r n a t i v e s . At worst i t i s 
i t s e l f a smoke-screen, i n d i c a t i n g r e l u c t a n c e to press ahead. I appeal to del e g a t i o n s 
t o adopt d i f f e r e n t , more imaginative a t t i t u d e s . There are more ways of t a c k l i n g 
b r i c k w a l l s than c o l l i d i n g with them, more ways of breaching them than cov e r i n g them 
with slogans. In t h i s c r u c i a l year we should look f o r ways around d i f f i c u l t i e s , 
and c e r t a i n l y not create new d i f f i c u l t i e s or bigger ones than e x i s t . 1ззиэз of 
t o p i c s f o r the agenda, mandates f o r working groups, chairmanships and r u l e s of 
procedure can stop us i n our t r a c k s — or they can be circumvented. Delegations 
can i n f a c t achieve progress on i s s u e s o f importance t o them i f they wish t o ; 
I quote only the example of chemical weapons, where we have transcended debate on 
p r e c i s e terms of reference and on agreed m o d a l i t i e s and done very good work on 
our f o u r t h agenda item. 

I do not say t h a t o r g a n i z a t i o n a l matters are not important. They can be. 
There i s , however, no mutual e x c l u s i o n between the need t o s e t t l e such i s s u e s 
and the need t o progress on substance. I propose t h a t whenever p o s s i b l e there 
be p a r a l l e l meetings t o meet the two needs. I suggest, too, t h a t maximum use be 
made o f i n f o r m a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s . Unfortunately there i s i n t h i s body a n a t u r a l 
propensity towards f o r m a l i t y so t h a t even our " i n f o r m a l meetings" take on a 
s t a i d and r i g i d c h a r a c t e r . I am not c e r t a i n whether a l i t t l e f o r m a l i t y i s always 
a bad t h i n g . I am c e r t a i n , however, t h a t too much f o r m a l i t y i s not the way t o 
make progress, e s p e c i a l l y i n d i f f i c u l t p o l i t i c a l times. 
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My second point concerns vérification. We have i n the Committee at l a s t 
begun t o face up t o the i m p l i c a t i o n s of t h i s concept, which i s c e n t r a l to 
disarmament. V e r i f i c a t i o n i s no smoke-screen, as some have a l l e g e d . On the 
c o n t r a r y ; i t i s the c l e a r i n g and checking process oy means of which everyone may 
see t h a t a t r e a t y commitment i s being honoured. I t i s a s i n e qua non — q u i t e 
simply there can be no more disarmament t r e a t i e s without i t . The days of 
n o n - v e r i f i a b l e conventions (the 1925' Geneva P r o t o c o l , the B i o l o g i c a l Weapons 
Convention and the Enmod Convention) are over. 

I want t o say two other t h i n g s about v e r i f i c a t i o n . F i r s t , technology has 
r e v o l u t i o n i z e d v e r i f i c a t i o n , making i t l e s s i n t r u s i v e and, thus, more acceptable. 
This development made p o s s i b l e the b i l a t e r a l agreements reached on s t r a t e g i c arms 
l i m i t a t i o n . Secondly, technology i s becoming more f l e x i b l e and, e q u a l l y important, 
l e s s expensive. As we look at ways to v e r i f y a nuclear t e s t ban or a chemical 
weapons convention, we should explore the p o s s i b i l i t i e s t h a t e x i s t . We do not have 
t o 'wait f o r e v e r or to keep up wi t h the s t a t e of the a r t . But we would be 
i r r e s p o n s i b l e i f we ignored any means t o achieve a r e l a t i v e l y n o n - i n t r u s i v e , 
p o l i t i c a l l y s a t i s f a c t o r y , inexpensive and v e r i f i a b l e agreement. 

• I t u r n now t o our agenda. In doing so I address only the i s s u e s o f s p e c i a l 
importance to my d e l e g a t i o n . The f i r s t of the3e i s the nuclear test-ban item. 
That i s an item t o which, i n p a r t i c u l a r , ray e a r l i e r remarks apply, because i t i s 
v e r i f i c a t i o n t h a t i s the focus of the Committee's work on a CTB i n not one but two 
of i t s s u b s i d i a r y bodies, namely, the WTB Working Group and the Group of S c i e n t i f i c 
Experts. 

j The c o n c l u s i o n of a comprehensive test-ban t r e a t y has been a long-standing 
o b j e c t i v e of A u s t r a l i a n p o l i c y . Over many years the A u s t r a l i a n d e l e g a t i o n i n the 
F i r s t Committee of the General Assembly has taken the lead i n preparing the annual 
CTB r e s o l u t i o n — the only r e s o l u t i o n c a l l i n g f o r a comprehensive ban on a l l 
nuclear t e s t e x p l o s i o n s . Л CTB agreement which would p r o h i b i t a l l nuclear t e s t i n g 
by a l l States i n a l l environments c o u l d , i n our view, c o n t r i o u t e s i g n i f i c a n t l y t o 
impeding both the v e r t i c a l and the h o r i z o n t a l p r o l i f e r a t i o n of nuclear weapons. 
But we have a l s o always recognized that' v e r i f i c a t i o n i s the crux of the matter. We 
have t h e r e f o r e taken an a c t i v e part i n the work of the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts 
and i n the d i s c u s s i o n of i s s u e s on v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance i n the newly 
e s t a b l i s h e d NTB Working Group. 

While we recognize t h a t the establishment of the NTB Working Group under a 
mandate l i m i t e d t o i s s u e s of v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance was not perceived by 
anyone as more than a beginning, nevertheless the d i s c u s s i o n s i n the Group d u r i n g 
the l a s t s e s s i o n revealed how complex t n a t beginning r e a l l y i s . In our judgement, 
v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance r e q u i r e more a t t e n t i o n than t h e Working Group has so 
f a r been able t o give them during i t s snort summer s e s s i o n l a s t y ear. A c c o r d i n g l y , 
we support a c o n t i n u a t i o n of the current work on v e r i f i c a t i o n and- compliance and 
stand ready t o c o n t r i b u t e . 
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As t o the other Group d e a l i n g w i t h CTB i s s u e s , i . e . the Group o f S c i e n t i f i c 
E x p e r t s , ' A u s t r a l i a i s impressed a t the work done so f a r and looks forward t o i t s 
c o n t i n u a t i o n under a new Chairman at t h i s s e s s i o n . May I h a l t a t t h i s point t o 
pay t r i b u t e to the l a t e Dr. Er i c s s o n f o r h i s d e d i c a t i o n , h i s imagination and 
h i s t i r e l e s s e f f o r t s . I and my del e g a t i o n wish h i s successor w e l l i n the demanding 
task before him. 

As the seismic Grouporepares to i s s u e i t s t h i r d progress r e p o r t , there have 
been murmurs t h a t , perhaps, the mandate of the Group should be updated or even 
terminated a l t o g e t h e r , tie consider such rumination to be premature and would 
p r e f e r t o await the outcome of the s e s s i o n which i s to begin t h i s week. We do, 
however, make the general p o i n t t h a t v e r i f i c a t i o n i s so important t o n e g o t i a t i o n 
of a comprehensive t e s t ban t h a t t h i s Committee needs to study every avenue. While 
the Committee should not pursue the s t a t e of the a r t as an end i n i t s e l f , n e i t h e r 
should i t c l o s e o f f important o p p o r t u n i t i e s . 

The A u s t r a l i a n d e l e g a t i o n has been encouraged by the progress t h a t the 
Group o f S c i e n t i f i c Experts has made, but i f i t i s to continue t o help our work 
i t needs t o be encouraged r a t h e r than discouraged. This i s p a r t i c u l a r l y the case 
now th a t the question of i n t e r n a t i o n a l data centres i s coming under study. I 
r e c a l l , i n t h i s context, t h a t A u s t r a l i a has o f f e r e d to g i v e favourable c o n s i d e r a t i o n 
to any proposal to s i t u a t e one of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l data centres on i t s t e r r i t o r y . ' 
A u s t r a l i a and other States t h a t have made o f f e r s of t h i s k i nd w i l l need t o have 
access t o co n t i n u i n g work by the Seismic Group, and i n the Committee as a whole, 
i f an i n t e r n a t i o n a l seismic monitoring network i s ever to be r e a l i z e d . 

The conclusion of a chemical weapons convention i s , i n A u s t r a l i a ' s view, one 
of the most important t a s k s before the Committee on Disarmament. Under successive 
dynamic chairmen the Ad Hoc Working Group has t a c k l e d the task w e l l a t the past 
three s e s s i o n s . Key i s s u e s have been i d e n t i f i e d ; broad agreement has been 
reached on the main problems; a l t e r n a t i v e f o r m u l a t i o n s f o r elements o f the f u t u r e 
convention have been advanced. Novel approaches have been s u c c e s s f u l l y t r i e d . 
These approaches have included r e s o r t to h i g h l y i n f o r m a l sessions and periods 
of i n t e n s e concentration with experts strengthening d e l e g a t i o n s . The Soviet Union 
l a s t year submitted "basic p r o v i s i o n s " f o r a chemical weapons convention. The 
United States i s s h o r t l y to t a b l e i t s own d e t a i l e d ideas!. My del e g a t i o n g r e a t l y 
welcomes t h i s development. We welcome, too, the steady stream o f new ideas and 
t e c h n i c a l papers from many qu a r t e r s , as w e l l as the a c t i v e involvement demonstrated 
by a l l d e l e g a t i o n s . In view of the promise generated by the work o f the Working 
Group on Chemical Weapons, I urge t h a t no h i a t u s and no h e s i t a t i o n be allowed t o 
damage i t s prospects and t h a t i t be permitted without f a l t e r i n g s p e e d i l y t o 
continue i t s operations under a new Chairman. 
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The key problems before the Working Group r e l a t e to scope and t o v e r i f i c a t i o n . 
On scope, my d e l e g a t i o n b e l i e v e s t h a t the case of i n c l u a i n g a ban on the use of 
chemical weapons i s stronger than ever. Ambiguities remain as t o the e x i s t i n g 
p r o h i b i t i o n ; i t i s a l s o the case t h a t the use of chemical weapons r e p o r t e d l y 
continues. Moreover, the concept at the heart of the f u t u r e convention — t h a t 
there must be a ban on the use of chemicals as weapons — i s a concept of use; 
and the s o - c a l l e d "general purpose c r i t e r i o n " which a l l agree should d e f i n e 
t h i s concept i s a use c r i t e r i o n . Having s a i d t h a t , my d e l e g a t i o n w i l l c a r e f u l l y 
examine any a l t e r n a t i v e ways to meet our c e n t r a l concern. I t may prove p o s s i b l e , 
f o r example, by p r o v i d i n g i n the convention f o r s t r o n g v e r i f i c a t i o n mechanisms' 
which would be t r i g g e r e d by evidence t h a t these repugnant weapons have been used, 
d e c i s i v e l y t o end the prospects of t h a t ever happening. 

V e r i f i c a t i o n i s the c e n t r a l i s s u e . The i n t e r n a t i o n a l community must have 
some way of ensuring t h a t t r e a t y commitments are being honoured. Nat i o n a l •arrangements 
can c e r t a i n l y s i m p l i f y the task but they can never be a s u b s t i t u t e f o r v e r i f i c a t i o n 
measures of i n t e r n a t i o n a l scope. The Ad Hoc Working Group has r e c e n t l y gone i n t o 
g r e a t e r depth on what chemical stocks S t a t e s should d e c l a r e when they become 
p a r t i e s to the convention, and on what procedures are necessary to destroy s t o c k s : 
the .conclusion which seems i n c r e a s i n g l y inescapable i s t h a t a s t r o n g system o f 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l checking i s e s s e n t i a l to these and other aspects of the f u t u r e t r e a t y . 
Such a system, i t i s c l e a r , mu$t provide f o r a measure of o n - s i t e i n s p e c t i o n 
under i n t e r n a t i o n a l a u s p i c e s . How much, how i n t r u s i v e and how o f t e n are questions 
a w a i t i n g answers and e l a b o r a t i o n , but the p r i n c i p l e i s a fundamental one. On-site 
i n s p e c t i o n , strengthened as necessary by remote sensors and other n o n - i n t r u s i v e 
t e c h n o l o g i c a l means, i s the key t o a c h i e v i n g a chemical weapons convention. I f 
agreement i s reached here, the outstanding i s s u e s w i l l almost c e r t a i n l y f a l l i n t o 
p l a c e . 

There are many other important i s s u e s before t h i s Committee. My d e l e g a t i o n 
w i l l c o n t r i b u t e a c t i v e l y t o c o n s i d e r a t i o n of the questions before the Ad Hoc 
Working' Groups on R a d i o l o g i c a l Weapons, on negative s e c u r i t y assurances and on 
a comprehensive programme of disarmament. Progress i s p o s s i b l e i n a l l these areas. 
My d e l e g a t i o n shares the concern of others to avoid an expensive arms race i n 
outer space which could impede the peaceful use of outer space and a f f e c t the 
s i g n i f i c a n t r o l e o f space-based systems i n f o s t e r i n g s t a b i l i t y on e a r t h . I t i s , 
moreover, important t h a t the new f r o n t i e r o f man should not- be abused. These 
should be questions t a c k l e d i n an o r d e r l y way by the Committee on Disarmament 
at the e a r l i e s t moment. 

I wish now b r i e f l y t o r e t u r n to the i s s u e of nuclear disarmament, the i s s u e 
of highest p r i o r i t y i n t h i s body. I t i s a complex i s s u e which cannot be addressed 
i n i s o l a t i o n from other types of disarmament a c t i v i t y , notably conventional arms 
c o n t r o l : t h i s has been shown already i n the INF and START arms t a l k s . Also 
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o r g a n i c a l l y l i n k e d t o the question of nuclear disarmament are i s s u e s of the 
peaceful uses of nuc l e a r energy, n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n and questions of nuclear 
s a f e t y . Proposals to put at l e a s t some of these aspects on our agenda have 
already been made. My de l e g a t i o n i s not at a l l convinced t h a t the Committee 
on Disarmament i s the appropriate forum, but some aspects o f the wider i s s u e s 
do bear d i r e c t l y on our work. I s h a l l b r i e f l y mention some of them. 

The s c a l i n g down of nuclear a r s e n a l s i s sure to be immensely d i f f i c u l t , 
but some success a t l e a s t i s i n prospect. The h o l d i n g i n check of the spread 
of nuclear weapons c a p a b i l i t y i s e q u a l l y d i f f i c u l t , but here success can by no 
means be guaranteed. The c a p a b i l i t y of nuclear weapons i s a grey area, f u l l 
of u n c e r t a i n t i e s , u n c e r t a i n t i e s c u r r e n t l y e x i s t i n nuclear t r a d e , some of which 
i s conducted without f u l l c o n s i d e r a t i o n o f the i m p l i c a t i o n s f o r nuclear 
p r o l i f e r a t i o n . U n c e r t a i n t i e s a l s o e x i s t i n d e f i n i t i o n s , such as whether a nuclear 
explosion i s a nuclear weapons t e s t : m p r a c t i c e a l l nuclear explosions without 
exception have i m p l i c a t i o n s f o r weaponry. There are two si d e s t o the cases I 
mention. But the i s s u e of confidence remains. U n c e r t a i n t i e s and grey areas 
can e a s i l y damage confidence, and thoy can a l l too e a s i l y expand. In t h i s year, 
t h i s c r u c i a l year i n which confidence must increase and the disarmament process 
must thereby be set at l a s t i n t r a i n , i t i s e s s e n t i a l that a concerted e f f o r t 
be made t o reduce the u n c e r t a i n t i e s . 

F i n a l l y , I urge on t h i s body a new s p i r i t of accommodation. Many speakers 
have urged t h a t we get down t o substance, t h a t we spend l e s s time on procedural 
questions, t h a t WG not t o l e r a t e p o l i t i c a l o b s t a c l e s . But i t i s time f o r a c t i o n , 
not words. Last week the Committee f a i l e d t o c a r r y out an important task 
c a l l e d f o r i n the report o f the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons 
i n document CD/334, namely, t o produce a rep o r t on the l a t e s t c o n s u l a t i o n s 
on t e c h n i c a l i s s u e s . One de l e g a t i o n blocked consensus, and d i d not o f f e r an 
exp l a n a t i o n . There i s a r i s k t h a t those areas where t h i s n e g o t i a t i n g body not 
only can do good work, but a c t u a l l y has done good work, may be f r u s t r a t e d by 
ac t i o n s such as these. In a d d i t i o n to the t e c h n i c a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s i t could be 
th a t the normal work of the Chemical Weapons Working Group runs t h i s r i s k . 
The seismic work of the Ad Hoc Group o f S c i e n t i f i c Experts, the d i r e c t relevance 
of which to the nuclear test-ban i torn has been repeatedly shown, has a l s o 
been r e c e n t l y queried i n the same way. Informal c o n s u l t a t i o n s have not, зо 
f a r , i t seems, produced consensus on chairmanships f o r our s u b s i d i a r y bodies, 
despite the existence of understandings which normally c o n s t i t u t e the o i l t h a t 
enables our somewhat cumbersome machinery to f u n c t i o n e f f e c t i v e l y . Mr. Chairman, 
my del e g a t i o n i n s i s t s t h a t we get down to work at the e a r l i e s t p o s s i b l e moment. 
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The CHAIRMAN; I thank the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of A u s t r a l i a f o r h i s statement and 
the kind words he addressed to the C h a i r . 

I now g i v e the f l o o r to the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of China, Ambassador L i . 

Mr. L I LUYE (China): Mr. Chairman, f i r s t of a l l , please a l l o w me, i n the name of 
the Chinese d e l e g a t i o n , to c o n g r a t u l a t e you on your assumption of the chairmanship of 
the Committee on Disarmament f o r the f i r s t month of t h i s year's s e s s i o n . I am 
c o n f i d e n t t h a t under your guidance our meeting w i l l have a good beginning. You may 
count on the Chinese d e l e g a t i o n f o r f u l l c o -operation. As t h i s i s the f i r s t time I 
am p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n the work of t h i s Committee, I wish t o extend my g r a t i t u d e t o you, 
Mr. Chairman, and to a l l the other delegates f o r the welcome accorded me. At the 
same time, I wish to take t h i s opportunity t o extend my s i n c e r e c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s to 
Ambassador García Robles of Mexico on r e c e i v i n g the Nobel Peace P r i z e . I would a l s o 
l i k e t o request the Swedish d e l e g a t i o n t o convey my c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s to the other 
winner of the Nobel Peace P r i z e , Mrs. Alva Myrdal. Their d e d i c a t i o n and u n r e m i t t i n g 
e f f o r t s over the past years f o r the cause of peace and disarmament have won the 
respect of the peoples of a l l c o u n t r i e s . I would l i k e a l s o t o welcome the 
Under-Secretary-General, Mr. Martenson, who has come t o p a r t i c i p a t e i n our meeting. 

Four years have elapsed s i n c e the Committee on Disarmament commenced i t s work i n 
1979. This year marks the f i f t h year of i t s work. The people of the world have 
a r d e n t l y hoped t h a t the work of the Committee would g a i n achievements so as to promote 
the cause of disarmament and help maintain world peace and s e c u r i t y . But, much t o 
t h e i r disappointment, no s u b s t a n t i v e progress has been made on any of the important 
disarmament items i n the Committee and a genuine r e d u c t i o n of armaments remains a 
d i s t a n t o b j e c t i v e . This i s c l o s e l y r e l a t e d t o the tense and t u r b u l e n t i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
s i t u a t i o n , as other disarmament conferences and n e g o t i a t i o n s lacked progress i n recent 
y e a r s . The c u r r e n t s e s s i o n of the Committee on Disarmament s t i l l f aces a d i f f i c u l t 
and unfavourable i n t e r n a t i o n a l c l i m a t e . I t i s our c o n s i s t e n t view t h a t the r i v a l r y 
between the Superpowers c o n s t i t u t e s the root cause of the tense and t u r b u l e n t 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n and the absence of progress i n disarmament. Such a f i e r c e 
r i v a l r y , coupled w i t h the economic r e c e s s i o n which i s sweeping the developed c o u n t r i e s 
and a f f e c t s other areas, have r e s u l t e d i n the i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n of a l l the b a s i c 
c o n t r a d i c t i o n s i n the world. The s i t u a t i o n has thus become even more uneasy and 
d i s t u r b i n g . This c o n s t i t u t e s the s a l i e n t f e a t u r e of the present s i t u a t i o n . The 
grave m i l i t a r y c o n f r o n t a t i o n i n Europe, the continued armed occupation of Afghanistan 
and Kampuchea, both non-aligned c o u n t r i e s i n A s i a , the t u r m o i l and c o n f l i c t s i n the 
Middle East and the stormy s i t u a t i o n i n A f r i c a are a l l r e l a t e d , d i r e c t l y o~ i n d i r e c t l y , 
t o the Superpowers' r i v a l r y f o r world domination. 

Meanwhile, notwithstanding the f a c t t h a t the Superpowers have come forward w i t h a 
host of disarmament programmes and proposals, people can see t h a t both s i d e s have been 
e s c a l a t i n g t h e i r r e s p e c t i v e armaments i n a contest f o r m i l i t a r y s u p e r i o r i t y under the 
p r e t e x t of maintaining "balance". One has planned t o i n c r e a s e m i l i t a r y a p p r o p r i a t i o n s 
by a l a r g e margin i n order t o strengthen i t s armaments, and the other has declared t h a t 
i t w i l l never a l l o w i t s r i v a l t o g a i n s u p e r i o r i t y , c l a i m i n g t h a t i t w i l l d e a l w i t h i t s 
opponent with s i m i l a r weapons. They are both engaged i n the i n t e n s i f i e d development 
and production of new types of nuclear weapons. Th e i r contention i s by no means 
confined t o the f i e l d of s t r a t e g i c weapons, but ha3 extended t o t h e a t r e and f i e l d 
n uclear weapons, and even i n t o the space. In conventional armaments, t h e i r r i v a l r y 
i s a l s o i n t e n s i f y i n g . U i t h the development of m i l i t a r y technology, both s i d e s have 
added t o t h e i r r e s p e c t i v e a r s e n a l s conventional weapons with g r e a t e r p r e c i s i o n and 
l e t h a l c a p a c i t y . What deserves our a t t e n t i o n i s t h a t speedy and mobile c o n v e n t i o n a l 
f o r c e s t h a t are to be used f o r i n t e r v e n i n g i n and c o n t r o l l i n g c e r t a i n s t r a t e g i c агеав 
are a l s o being augmented. Their r i v a l r y and m i l i t a r y expansions pose a grave t h r e a t 
t o world peace and t r a n q u i l l i t y , w i t h the numerous t h i r d world c o u n t r i e s bearing the 
brunt of i t . 



CD/PV.192 
31 

(Mr. L l Luye, China) 

The e v e r - e s c a l a t i n g arms race between the Superpowers has consumed enormous 
sums of money and resources, and has become a heavy burden on t h e i r own people. I t 
i s s i n c e r e l y hoped t h a t those two c o u n t r i e s , which already possess u n p a r a l l e l e d 
a r s e n a l s and are now experiencing economic d i f f i c u l t i e s , w i l l heed the voice of 
wisdom and r e t r e a t from the erroneous path by immediately h a l t i n g the arms race so 
that guns are turned i n t o b u t t e r . They should respond t o the a s p i r a t i o n s of the 
people of a l l c o u n t r i e s by a c t u a l l y shouldering t h e i r s p e c i a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s f o r 
disarmament and by t a k i n g the lead i n s u b s t a n t i a l l y reducing t h e i r weapons. 

Many r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s have made reference t o the Soviet-American n e g o t i a t i o n s on 
the r e d u c t i o n ' o f s t r a t e g i c nuclear weapons and on the r e d u c t i o n o f intermediate-range 
nuclear f o r c e s i n Europe c u r r e n t l y being h e l d i n Geneva, and expressed the hope t h a t 
these two n e g o t i a t i o n s w i l l be f r u i t f u l . I t i s a l s o the hope of the Chinese 
de l e g a t i o n t h a t i n conducting t h e i r n e g o t i a t i o n s the Soviet Union and the 
United States w i l l take a s e r i o u s and r e s p o n s i b l e a t t i t u d e towards world peace and 
the s e c u r i t y of a l l c o u n t r i e s and w i l l not use them as a propaganda ploy t o i n f l u e n c e 
world p u b l i c o p i n i o n . We a l s o hope t h a t t h e i r agreement, i f i t i s t o be achieved -, 
w i l l genuinely c o n t r i b u t e t o the r e d u c t i o n of the t h r e a t of nuclear war and t o world 
peace and s e c u r i t y , and w i l l not be another agreement based on mutual e s c a l a t i o n . ; 
I t should a l s o be pointed out that the outcome of the Soviet-American nuclear 
n e g o t i a t i o n s should i n no way p r e j u d i c e the i n t e r e s t s of t h i r d S t a t e s . I f the 
m i s s i l e s t o be reduced are not destroyed but merely t r a n s f e r r e d t o another a r e a , then 
not only w i l l the a c t u a l number of nuclear weapons remain the same, but they w i l l 
c r e ate a new f a c t o r harmful t o world peace and s e c u r i t y . 

I would now l i k e t o s t a t e the views of my d e l e g a t i o n on some of the questions t o 
be discussed by t h i s Committee. 1 

F i r s t , I w i l l speak on the question of the c e s s a t i o n o f the nuclear arms race 
and nuclear disarmament, which i s of u n i v e r s a l concern. With the e s c a l a t i o n of the 
nuclear arms race and the growing danger of nuclear war, there i s an i n c r e a s i n g l y 
stronger i n t e r n a t i o n a l c a l l f o r c a r r y i n g out nuclear disarmament, and a development 
of popular movements opposing the n u c l e a r arms race and demanding the prevention o f 
a nuclear war. We f u l l y understand and sympathize w i t h the l e g i t i m a t e d e s i r e o f 
the people of the world t o safeguard pes.ce and prevent the outbreak of nuclear war. 
We are ready t o work with other d e l e g a t i o n s i n a common search f o r e f f e c t i v e 
approaches and measures t o put an end t o the nuclear arms race and t o c a r r y out 
disarmament. 

Everyone knows th a t the present t h r e a t of nuclear war o r i g i n a t e s from the two 
Superpowers which have the l a r g e s t nuclear o f f e n s i v e c a p a b i l i t i e s and which are 
stepping up t h e i r r i v a l r y f o r nuclear supremacy. Thus the i n e v i t a b l e c o n c l u s i o n i s 
t h a t the c o r r e c t approach and primary measure of nuclear disarmament should be a 
s u b s t a n t i a l r e d u c t i o n i n the two l a r g e s t nuclear a r s e n a l s . As both Superpowers 
already possess such huge q u a n t i t i e s of s o p h i s t i c a t e d nuclear weapons, a r e d u c t i o n 
by even one h a l f would i n no way a f f e c t t h e i r s e c u r i t y . Even they themselves do 
not deny t h i s f a c t . Therefore, whether or not they do reduce t h e i r a r s e n a l s depends 
e s s e n t i a l l y on t h e i r s i n c e r i t y . In a d d i t i o n , i n view of the s e r i o u s s i t u a t i o n ,< ; 
a r i s i n g from the new round of the nuclear arms race between the Superpowers, many 
c o u n t r i e s demand an immediate h a l t t o t h e i r t e s t i n g , development and production o f 
nuclear weapons and means of d e l i v e r y and a stop t o the production of 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. A l l t h i s i s e n t i r e l y j u s t i f i e d . Their nuclear 
weapons have already reached a dangerous l e v e l of o v e r - k i l l and there i s t h e r e f o r e 
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no reason whatsoever to continue the t e s t i n g , development and production of any 
nuclear weapons. This i s q u i t e c l e a r and unequivocal. Уэ hope th a t they w i l l 
heed popular wishes and put an end t o t h e i r arms race. 

China, as a nuclear-weapon S t a t e , i s w i l l i n g t o commit i t s e l f to. nuclear 
disarmament. China has been compelled to maintain a small number of nuclear weapons 
to defend i t s e l f a g a i n s t m i l i t a r y t h r e a t . A£ the same time, we have c o n s i s t e n t l y 
advocated 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 nuclear weapons. Our 
aim i n developing a s m a l l number of nuclear weapons i s t o break the nuclear monopoly 
and b l a c k m a i l w i t h the u l t i m a t e g o a l of e l i m i n a t i n g nuclear weapons. We have long 
s i n c e u n i l a t e r a l l y undertaken not to be the f i r s t to use nuclear weapons and'not t o 
use them ag a i n s t non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s . At the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of the 
United Nations General Assembly on disarmament, held l a s t year, the head of the 
Chinese d e l e g a t i o n solemnly declared t h a t i f the two Superpowers took the l e a d i n 
h a l t i n g the t e s t i n g , improvement and production of nuclear weapons and reducing by 
50 per Cent a l l types of t h e i r nuclear weapons and means of d e l i v e r y , thereby 
l e s s e n i n g t h e i r nuclear t h r e a t t o other c o u n t r i e s and demonstrating t h e i r s i n c e r i t y 
i n c a r r y i n g out nuclear disarmament, the Chinese Government would be prepared t o 
assume o b l i g a t i o n s through n e g o t i a t i o n s w i t h a l l other nuclear-weapon States t o stop 
the t e s t i n g , improvement and production of nuclear weapons and t o reduce them 
according to a r a t i o n a l r a t i o u n t i l t h e i r t o t a l d e s t r u c t i o n . 

China i s a developing s o c i a l i s t country. We are now going a l l out t o develop 
our economy and a c c e l e r a t e c o n s t r u c t i o n and t h e r e f o r e need a l a s t i n g p e a c e f u l 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l environment. The people of China f e r v e n t l y a s p i r e t o an e a r l y 
r e a l i z a t i o n of the g o a l of 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 nuclear 
weapons. We b e l i e v e t h a t mankind, endowed w i t h the wisdom t o produce nuclear 
weapons, can s u r e l y e l i m i n a t e them i n s t e a d of being destroyed by them. We are ready 
to make j o i n t e f f o r t s w i t h a l l other peace-loving c o u n t r i e s and peoples t o r e a l i z e 
t h i s g o a l . 

We hold t h a t , notwithstanding the on-going b i l a t e r a l n uclear r e g o t i a t i o n s 
between the USSR and the United S t a t e s , the Committee on Disarmament, as the s o l e 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l body charged w i t h 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 , should play i t s 
r o l e i n d e a l i n g w i t h the important and urgent question of promoting nuclear 
disarmament and preventing a nuclear war. Therefore, we support the establishment 
of an ad hoc working group on nuclear disarmament under the Committee on Disarmament. 

The p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons i s a question of great concern t o a l l 
c o u n t r i e s . Over the past few years, the Committee on Disarmament has done a, l o t of 
work i n t h i s regard and has made some progress i n the e l a b o r a t i o n of the elements of 
a f u t u r e convention on the complete p r o h i b i t i o n o f chemical weapons. At the" beginning 
of t h i s year, delegates and experts of various c o u n t r i e s _ c o n t i n u e d t h e i r in-depth 
d i s c u s s i o n s and c o n s u l t a t i o n s on the b a s i s o f l a s t year's r e s u l t s and made some 
progress on c e r t a i n i s s u e s . This i s a p o s i t i v e development. However, we have noted 
wide divergences on such important i s s u e s as " v e r i f i c a t i o n " and "the scope of the 
p r o h i b i t i o n " , where we s t i l l have a long way to go before agreement can be reached. 
In p a r t i c u l a r , on the questions 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 and o n - s i t e i n s p e c t i o n , 
to which many c o u n t r i e s a t t a c h importance, a major power t h a t possesses chemical 
weapons rémains a t a s t a n d s t i l l . This cannot but make people f e e l concerned. 

L i k e other d e l e g a t i o n s , we hope t h a t at the c u r r e n t s e s s i o n the Committee w i l l be 
a b l e t o speed up i t s pace i n n e g o t i a t i n g and e l a b o r a t i n g 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 weapons with a view t o f u l f i l l i n g a t a n 
e a r l y date the task of thoroughly e l i m i n a t i n g such savage and d e t e s t a b l e weapons from 
the e a r t h . The Chinese d e l e g a t i o n w i l l continue t o make a c t i v e e f f o r t s i n t h i s 
regard. 
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The prevention of an arms race i n outer space i s a l s o an important q u e s t i o n . 
The dynamic development of space science and technology has opened up prospects f o r 
man's conquest of the u n i v e r s e . While being i n s p i r e d by the achievements already 
made i n t h i s r e s p e c t , people are deeply concerned about the f a c t t h a t the major Powers 
with enormous space c a p a b i l i t i e s are extending t h e i r arms race i n t o outer space. 
For years they have been spending huge sums of money on the development o f space 
weaponry. A n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapons have already been manufactured and research on l a s e r 
weapons and particle-beam weapons has i n t e n s i f i e d . In recent years, the m i l i t a r y 
a c t i v i t i e s of these Powers have a l s o been i n t e n s i f i e d i n outer space. Their ever-
i n c r e a s i n g r i v a l r y has already made 4 lspace war1' no longer a figment of science 
f i c t i o n , but a growing component part of t h e i r r e s p e c t i v e g l o b a l s t r a t e g i e s . Such 
a dangerous trend must be stopped promptly. 

China c o n s i s t e n t l y maintains that outer space should be used s o l e l y f o r peaceful 
purposes, and i t attachée importance t o i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operation f o r the peaceful use 
of outer space. We hold t h a t an i n t e r n a t i o n a l l e g a l instrument on the p r o h i b i t i o n of 
an arms race i n outer space should be elaborated through n e g o t i a t i o n s . To t h i s end, 
v;e are i n favour of the establishment by the Committee on Disarmament of an appropriate 
ad hoc working group. I t i s tru e t h a t i t i s a rat h e r complicated problem t o prevent 
the m i l i t a r i z a t i o n of outer space. Nevertheless we are confident t h a t a s o l u t i o n can 
always be found to any d i f f i c u l t and complicated problem, provided a l l States work i n 
co-operation with s i n c e r i t y . 

The question of a comprehensive programme of disarmament i s a l s o one t o which 
numerous non-aligned c o u n t r i e s a t t a c h great importance. In order t o advance the 
cause of disarmament they have made enormous e f f o r t s on the e l a b o r a t i o n of a CPD. 
Although the f a i l u r e of the General Assembly's second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n on disarmament 
to produce a commonly accepted programme has caused r e g r e t and d i s s a t i s f a c t i o n among 
many c o u n t r i e s , q u i t e a few non-aligned c o u n t r i e s express the w i l l t o continue t h e i r 
work towards the completion of the programme. The Chinese d e l e g a t i o n supports t h e i r 
t i r e l e s s e f f o r t s . From our p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the whole n e g o t i a t i n g process of the 
programme, both i n t h i s Committee and a t the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n , we have seen t h a t 
the non-aligned c o u n t r i e s have made concessions on a number of i s s u e s whereas the 
co u n t r i e s w i t h the l a r g e s t a r s e n a l s have been t r y i n g by every p o s s i b l e means t o 
obs t r u c t an agreement. 

Since the summer session of t h i s Committee l a s t year, various c o u n t r i e s have had a 
peri o d o f time f o r r e f l e c t i o n and might by now come up with new ideas on how t o break 
the deadlock i n the wor': on the programme. We hope t h a t t h i s Committee w i l l a c quire a 
new impetus i n the e l a b o r a t i o n of the programme, so as t o accomplish i n time the task 
of submitting a r e v i s e d d r a f t " o f the CPD t o the United Mations General Assembly a t 
i t s t h i r t y - e i g h t h s e s s i o n . 

Faced w i t h the tense and t u r b u l e n t i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n of the 1980s, the task 
of the Committee on Disarmament i s arduous and complex. To l i v e up t o the a s p i r a t i o n s 
of the people throughout the world, the Committee should t r y t o overcome various 
d i f f i c u l t i e s and obstacles i n i t s advance along the road o f genuine disarmament, so 
as to c o n t r i b u t e t o the maintenance of world peace. 

The CHAIRMAN: We have exhausted the time a v a i l a b l e t o us t h i s morning. I intend 
t o suspend t h i s plenary meeting now and resume i t t h i s afternoon a t 3*30 p.m., so th a t 
the Committee may l i s t e n to the remaining members l i s t e d t o speak today. 

The meeting was suspended a t 12.55 P-m* and resumed a t 3.50 p.m. 
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The CHAIRMAN: The 192nd plenary meeting- of the Committee on Disarmament i s 
resumed. 

The Committee w i l l now l i s t e n to those speakers who could not make their 
statements this morning. 

I now give the floor to the representative of Cuba, Ambassador Sola V i l a . 

Mr. SOLA VILA (Cuba) (translated from Spanish): Comrade Chairman, i t i s a very 
great pleasure to see you, Ambassador Erdembileg, the representative of a brother 
country, the Mongolian People's Republic, with which Cuba i s united by indestructible 
ties of fraternal co-operation, presiding over the work of this multilateral 
disarmament negotiating body during the opening phase of our 1983 session. 

Allow me also doubly to congratulate your predecessor i n that office, 
Ambassador Garcia Robles of Mexico, both on the b r i l l i a n t way i n which he directed 
our work during the closing period of our session last year and on the award to 
him of the Nobel Peace Prize which he received— and, i t must be said merited — for 
.his intense ac t i v i t y on behalf of disarmament. I would ask the Swedish delegation 
to convey our congratulations, too, to Mrs. Alva Myrdal. I should also lik e to take 
this opportunity to welcome to our negotiating body the new colleagues who have joined 
us, the Ambassadors of India, the People's Republic of China, Japan, Venezuela, the 
United Kingdom and Kenya with whom we are sure we shall be able to continue the 
cc— operation we enjoyed with their predecessors. 

The Committee on Disarmament i s meeting once again against the background of a 
d i f f i c u l t situation i n international relations: i n addition to the dangerous 
situation already created i n recent times by the escalation of the arms race, the 
increase i n military expenditures, the affirmation of dangerous doctrines based on 
the use of nuclear weapons and attempts to destroy the existing military balance and 
secure military superiority, there are the problems of the c r i t i c a l economic situation 
affecting the developing countries, which are suffering as a result of the 
deterioration i n their terms of trade, the decline i n the prices of the raw materials 
they export, the rise i n interest rates and the failure to make any headway i n the 
global negotiations on which they had set their hopes. 

It has been said that the year 1983 w i l l be crucial for disarmament negotiations; 
i t w i l l also be crucial for the survival of mankind. 

The Committee has begun i t s work this year i n the company of eminent world 
statesmen. Let us hope that this i s a good omen for the future that our 
negotiations w i l l have during the coming weeks. 

The great majority of the members of this Committee and the international 
community as a whole believe that disarmament i s a v i t a l problem for a l l the peoples 
of the world and must be seen i n i t s broadest context. 

We have heard many arguments declaring the need for the reinforcement of 
confidence-building measures and we agree with those views; however, these measures 
must take into account the interests of a l l and not those of a few only. 

The following, for example, might well be regarded as contributing to the 
building of confidence: declarations by a l l the nuclear-weapon States that they w i l l 
not be the f i r s t to use nuclear weapons; a decision to freeze at their present levels 
nuclear weapons and their means of delivery, as "well as their deployment ; the 
starting of concrete negotiations within the Committee, i n a working group with a 
mandate which allows i t to negotiate, on the prohibition of nuclear weapons tests; 
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the dismantling of a l l foreign military bases imposed against the w i l l of peoples 
and governments; the cessation of threatening and intimidating military manoeuvres 
like those which have just taken place i n Central America and the Korean peninsula; 
the cessation of a l l kinds of co-operation with the racist regimes of Israel and 
South Africa; support for the convening of a conference on the Indian Ocean, which 
i s manifestly i n the interests of the countries of the region, or even, as regards 
the continent of Europe and neighbouring areas, support for the establishment of a 
nuclear-free zone i n northern Europe and i n the Balkans, and the creation of a 
zone of peace i n the Mediterranean. 

It i s nçt enough to talk about confidence-building measures; i t i s necessary 
to show willingness to carry them out i n a broad way and i n accordance with the 
fundamental interests of a l l . 

Our presence i n the Committee on Disarmament i s an opportunity for us to go 
beyond mere proposals; we can negotiate here on the various priority items that 
appear on our agenda, but unfortunately there i s a small group of countries which i s 
denying us this right, for a glance at our work shows that they do not want to 
prohibit nuclear-weapon tests, or to put an end to the nuclear arms raoo, or to 
prevent the outbreak of a nuclear war or to prevent an arms race i n outer space, 
a l l of which are items of the utmost priority. 

т Much has been said, too, m recent days about the negotiations talcing place 
i n Geneva outside the framework of this Committee and I should lik e to make a few 
brief comments on them myself. 

A few days ago this negotiating body heard a statement by the Vice-President 
of the United States of America who was i n Europe, he said, on a peace mission, but 
his words and actions echoed the warlike policy of the Administration he represents 
and gave no indication of an improvement in the international situation. 

During his tour he did no more than repeat the same position as always and there 
was no sign of any f l e x i b i l i t y as regards ways of reducing the number of nuclear 
weapons i n Europe and achieving a military balance at gradually lower levels, as 
indeed was recognized by the Western press i t s e l f . 

The "letter to the Europeans" repeated the so-called "zero option" which, i t 
i s not too much to say, i s neither an option nor zero — neither the one thing nor 
the other — and i t was unable to sway European public opinion. 

As one journalist put i t : "as a public relations act i t may impress 
Madison Avenue [the centre of advertising concerns m New York] but as regards public 
opinion i n western Europe, i t can have no effect here". 

In sum, then, i t was a mere publicity gambit. Once again the "zero option" and 
the determination to secure military superiority at no natter what cost, giving 
a new boost to the arms race. 

Before the former Director of the United States Arms Control and Disarmament 
Agency, Mr. Eugene Rostow, resigned from his office — at the request of 
President Reagan himself — he said: "There must be a way between those who want an 
agreement with the Soviets at any cost and those who don't want an agreement at 
any price". 
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To t e l l the truth, as some commentators have said, certain persons i n the 
United States are "allergic to arms control", and this has a negative effect both on 
the bi l a t e r a l negotiations with the Soviet Union and on the work of this Committee. 

I must confess that my delegation hoped for some new proposal, something concrete 
to help forward the work of this Committee", but we were disappointed. Once more the 
"zero option" which, I repeat, i s neither an option nor zero, and the deployment of 
the 572 intermediate-range nuclear missiles i n Europe, which i s a provocation to the 
Soviet Union and to the socialist community, and i f i t i s carried out will"greatly 
increase the danger of a nuclear war, which i s why 1993 w i l l be crucial for the 
survival of mankind, as President Pidel Castro pointed out when he said: "The 
United States i s trying to persuade i t s a l l i e s to accept this policy, but they are 
putting up greater and greater resistance, a resistance which i s being expressed i n 
particular among the peoples of Europe, where the movement i n favour of disarmament 
and peace i s growing, with ever larger and more forceful demonstrations, directed 
not only against the arms race but also against the proposal to deploy 572 nuclear 
missiles i n Europe, which i s truly a very dangerous plan since i t i s designed purely 
and simply to destroy the strategic balance". 

"Ve ought not to forget", President Pidel Castro continued, "that the presence 
i n Cuba i n I962 of 42 medium-range nuclear missiles almost provoked a nuclear war. 

"While this arms race compels the socialist countries to redouble their efforts 
i n favour of co-existence and peace, i t compels them at the same time to invest no one 
knows how great resources m order to counteract these imperialist attempts to 
establish military superiority. These are the inevitable consequences of such a 
policy. 

"We must thus be aware that the dangers for the peace of the world and the 
dangers of war are greatly increasing. Wot only the dangers of local Yankee 
intervention, but also real dangers of a nuclear war. We should bear this fact i n 
mind". 

What we are concerned with now i s almost 14 times as many missiles as provoked 
the October c r i s i s , and far more sophisticated ones. 

I have dwelt at length on these matters because of their importance, and I should 
simply l i k e to add, paraphrasing the words of a dear colleague who spoke at the 
opening meeting, that we too prefer those who show f l e x i b i l i t y i n order to achieve 
concrete measures of disarmament, and who make constructive and r e a l i s t i c proposals, 
rather than those who stick to their original ideas i n order to prevent the 
achievement of any agreement. 

As far as the word of this Committee i s concerned, my delegation's position i s 
well known. We think that much time i s lost over procedural matters at'the 
beginning of the session, i n spite of the fact that the inclusion of most of the items 
on our agenda i s recommended to us by the General Assembly. 

We believe that once an item i s on the agenda, a working group on i t should be 
set up without delay because that i s certainly the most effective method available 
to us for the conduct of our negotiations. 
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In this connection, my delegation f u l l y supports the inclusion of an item on our 
agenda concerning- —and the setting up of a working group to negotiate — practical 
measures to prevent the outbreak of a nuclear war. This proposal, as I have already 
made clear, i s today more pertinent than ever. 

Similarly, we support the inclusion on our agenda and the setting up of working 
groups on the proposed items concerning the prohibition of nuclear neutron weapons 
and the safe development of nuclear energy. The f i r s t of these two items already 
has a lengthy history i n the Committee, including documents which could serve as the 
basis for the negotiations; the second i s particularly important for small countries 
which do not have sufficient natural resources to meet their development needs and 
require guarantees for that purpose as regards the use of nuclear energy for peaceful 
purposes. 

In conclusion, I should like to state that i t i s my delegation's view that the 
Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban which was set up by the Committee has already 
exhausted the mandate given to i t and that i t i s essential to confer upon i t a new 
mandate which w i l l permit i t to negotiate towards the adoption of a treaty on the 
prohibition of nuclear weapon tests m a l l environments for a l l time, to which a l l 
nuclear-weapon States should be parties. 

I should li k e , too, to repeat our view that working groups should be set up on 
the prevention of an arms race i n outer space and on the cessation of the nuclear 
arms race and nuclear disarmament. On both these issues there i s a sufficient basis 
for the work of the Committee, since a number of working papers have been submitted. 

Those are the comments my delegation f e l t i t necessary to make at this stage of 
our work. We shall be speaking i n greater detail about the various items on our 
agenda at future plenary meetings. 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Cuba for his statement and the kind 
words he addressed to the Chair. I now give the floor to ''he representative of 
Kenya, Mr. Don Nanjira. 

Mr. DON NANJIRA (Kenya): Mr. Chairman, the grave concern about the prevention 
of the spread of nuclear weapons and indeed of the possible outbreak of a nuclear war 
did not spring full-blown from the f i r s t special session of the General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament, but the historical significance of that session lay i n the 
fact that i t produced a Document, which no matter how weak and imperfect i t may appear 
to some, or declaratory i n nature to others, was nevertheless based upon the 
consensus of the international community, and a l l of us and our nations have an 
obligation — a moral obligation — to implement that, and whether through citations 
of the relevant provisions of the Final Document — i t s paragraphs 18, 47-50 and 56-58, 
for instance — or i n statements of policy delivered herein and elsewhere, the fact 
has been stressed time and again that a nuclear war, whether unintentional or by 
design, would neither be limited i n scope noz be winnable by any would-be combatant. 
It has been stressed time and again that the failure of the international community to 
stop the nuclear arms race and attain nuclear disarmament would lead to one 
inevitable end-result — the total and complete extinction of the human race and i t s 
c i v i l i z a t i o n . It has been stressed time and again, both i n this forum and i n 
resolutions of the General Assembly, including i t s resolutions 36/81 В of 
9 December 1981 and 37/78 I of 9 December 1982, that the removal of the threat of a 
world war, the reduction of the risks and the prevention of a nuclear war, are "the 
most acute and urgent task of the present day", and they are matters of the highest 
priority. 
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Thus i t i s surprising and indeed shocking that representatives of some States 
members of this Committee s t i l l regard the crucial issue of the prevention of nuclear 
war as merely one of those items, you know, on which views can he exchanged, a l l right, 
and even lectures given and philosophical and rhetorical questions asked — as i f 
this were a class of secondary school boys and g i r l s — as to whether or not the 
Committee on Disarmament should even be discussing the highest p r i o r i t y question of 
the prevention of nuclear war. It i s unbelievable' that one s t i l l hears the task i n 
this Committee on, and \atnesses the treatment of, nuclear weapons as i f they were 
toys to be merely debated or even played with only among the-nuclear-weapon States, 
and this i n complete disregard and oblivion of the relevant provisions of the 
Pinal Document, including i t s paragraphs 28 and 32Í Yes, the human race i s indeed 
confronted with a choice, and what issue can be more important and more fundamental 
than the one which decides the survival or annihilation of the human race? What 
multilateral body can be charged with a heavier and higher responsibility than the 
forum, this one here, which has the duty to tackle the nuclear arms race, prevent 
nuclear war and achieve nuclear disarmament? And yet this Committee on Disarmament 
has hitherto been prevented from agreeing on even the procedural matter of creating 
a mere working group to deal systematically with the item on the cessation of the 
nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament I 

The Group of 21 i s gravely concerned by such negative attitudes of a few members 
of this Committee. We would like to see concrete action taken by a l l States, and i n 
particular by the nucle'ar-weapon States which have a special responsibility m this 
regard, to prevent nuclear war. This i s the central message i n the vorking paper 
of the Group of 21 which has been issued and circulated here as document CD/341, 
entitled "Working Paper of the Group of 21 on prevention of nuclear war", and which 
I have the honour and privilege to introduce formally i n this Committee on behalf 
of the Group of 21. ' 

In this position paper the Group of 21, inter a l i a , rejects the paradoxical and 
ironical theories of nuclear deterrence because these doctrines are the root cause 
of the nuclear arms race. The Group of 21 further calls for urgent and practical 
measures for, and negotiations on, the prevention of nuclear war, and negotiations 
should also be conducted on agenda item 2 within this single, multilateral negotiating 
body i n the f i e l d of disarmament. We are also of the strongest conviction that the 
best way to treat the question of the prevention of nuclear war i s .to introduce i t as 
a separate item on the Committee's agenda and consequently establish an ad hoc working 
group on the item at the beginning of this spring session of the Committee on 
Disarmament. The Group of 21 i s convinced that our practical proposals warrant 
'attention and we therefore hope that they w i l l be accepted with the urgent endorsement 
of States represented here. We are ready to enter into serious consultations on the 
creation of such a working group as soon as possible, and I would therefore request, 
you to bear our wish i n mind when scheduling informal consultations within this 
Committee. -

We cannot continue to li v e indefinitely i n fear of a nuclear war, because sooner 
or later some circumstance, someone, somewhere, somehow, sometime and some day w i l l , 
intentionally or otherwise, press the button, and once that i s done, Mr. Chairman, 
that w i l l be i t . It w i l l be too late. It w i l l simply be too late. It w i l l be 
too late. So, therefore, let us act now, and act quickly.• This i s a matter of 
survival or extinction for a l l of us. 

file:///atnesses
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The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Kenya for his statement and the 
kind words he addressed to the Chair. 

That concludes my l i s t of speakers for today. Does any other delegation wish 
to speak? 

As I announced this morning, I intend to convene, immediately after this plenary 
meeting, an informal meeting of the Committee to consider the agenda and programme of 
work and other organisational matters. The next plenary meeting of the Committee 
on Disarmament w i l l be held on Thursday, 10 February, at 10.30 a.m. 

The meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 4.15 р.и« 
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The CHAIRMAN: I declare open the 193rd plenary meeting of the Committee on 
Disarmament. 

I have on my l i s t o f speakers f o r today the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s of I t a l y , Japan, 
Peru, A r g e n t i n a , Hungary, B u l g a r i a , the United States of America, N i g e r i a , 
the Union o f S o v i e t S o c i a l i s t Republics and E t h i o p i a . Because o f the long l i s t o f 
speakers, we may need to continue t h i s plenary i n the afternoon. 

I now give the f l e e r to the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f I t a l y , Ambassador A l e s s i . 

Mr. ALESSI ( I t a l y ) ( t r a n s l a t e d from French); Mr. Chairman, i t i s a p a r t i c u l a r 
s a t i s f a c t i o n to me to see you p r e s i d i n g over the Committee's work. Your a c t i v i t i e s 
here, and your m i s s i o n m Rome as Ambassador of Mongolia, have enabled us to know 
and appreciate your experience and personal q u a l i t i e s . At the opening o f t h i s 
s e s s i o n you o f f e r e d c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s , on behalf of the e n t i r e Committee, to the 
Nobel Peace P r i z e winners f o r 1982, Mrs. A l v a Myrdal and 
Ambassador Alfonso García Robles. I should l i k e warmly to a s s o c i a t e the I t a l i a n 
d e l e g a t i o n w i t h those congratulations and to pay a t r i b u t e to two eminent persons 
who embody the great humanist and p a c i f i s t t r a d i t i o n s o f t h e i r c o u n t r i e s . The great 
d i s t i n c t i o n bestowed upon them should serve to encourage us a l l . To 
Ambassador García Rotlles, who i s among us, I should l i k e to o f f e r p a r t i c u l a r 
congratulations and to assure him of my delegation's f u l l co-operation i n the, task 
o f b r i n g i n g the n e g o t i a t i o n s on a comprehensive programme of disarmament to a 
s u c c e s s f u l c o n c l u s i o n . 

L a s t l y , I w i s h to express our a p p r e c i a t i o n of the presence of 
Under-Secretary-General Dr. Jan Martenson, and to address a very warm welcome 
to our new colleagues, the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s of A l g e r i a , China, I n d i a , 
Japan, Kenya, Sweden, the United Kingdom and Venezuela. 

The problems of disarmament and s e c u r i t y are r i g h t l y i n the f o r e f r o n t of 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l discussion-; i n some areas o f the w o r l d they are the s u b j e c t o f growing 
a t t e n t i o n on the p a r t of broad s e c t i o n s o f p u b l i c o p i n i o n . The immense moral 
a u t h o r i t y of the churches i s d i r e c t e d at the same problems — problems which have 
never been p u r e l y t e c h n i c a l and which are now no longer p u r e l y p o l i t i c a l . Where 
such deep currents of o p i n i o n and f e e l i n g cannot be f r e e l y expressed, t h e i r existence 
may be assumed. 

The 1 9 8 З s e s s i o n of our Committee i s s e t i n t h i s context, which i s m p a r t 
new. The p a r t i c i p a t i o n of r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s w i t h h i g h governmental r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s 
m t h e i r countries i s an encouraging s i g n . 

My d e l e g a t i o n considers that progress can and therefore must be made during the 
present s e s s i o n , i n three d i r e c t i o n s i n p a r t i c u l a r : nuclear questions, and 
e s p e c i a l l y the general and complete p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear t e s t s , chemical weapons, 
and the prevention of an arms race i n outer space. 

I n the short term, the e l a b o r a t i o n of a convention p r o h i b i t i n g chemical weapons 
appears to be a r e a l i z a b l e o b j e c t i v e . I n view of the importance that such a r e s u l t 
would have i n i t s e l f and f o r the 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 as a whole, 
no e f f o r t should be spared to a t t a i n t h i s o b j e c t i v e . On 4 February 1983» we heard 
w i t h s a t i s f a c t i o n Mr. Bush, V i c e - P r e s i d e n t of the United S t a t e s , express the hope 
tha t the Committee's work i n t h i s f i e l d would be a c c e l e r a t e d and n e g o t i a t i o n s 
undertaken f o r the conclusion of a t r e a t y . A number of speakers have already s t r e s s e d 
the i n t e r e s t w i t h which the comprehensive document announced by Mr. Bush i s awaited. 
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The areas o f convergence, as w e l l as the p o i n t s o f divergence, appear to us to 
be i d e n t i f i e d s u f f i c i e n t l y c l e a r l y . The time has come to make a d e c i s i v e e f f o r t to 
seek the necessary compromises and to overcome the po i n t s o f divergence. I n our 
view, the Working. Group should concentrate i t s e f f o r t s on t h i s t a s k , w i t h a view to 
moving on as soon .as p o s s i b l e to the d r a f t i n g o f the a r t i c l e s of the convention. 
This d e l i c a t e phase i n the n e g o t i a t i o n s c a l l s f o r appropriate methods and rhythms o f 
work; i t w i l l be f o r the new Chairman o f the Ad hoc Working Group to f i n d procedures 
which, through t h e i r f l e x i b i l i t y and i n f o r m a l nature, w i l l c o n t r i b u t e to the success 
o f our e f f o r t s . 

Two r e s o l u t i o n s r e l a t i n g to the prevention o f an arms race i n outer space were 
adopted by the General Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - s e v e n t h s e s s i o n , by a very l a r g e 
m a j o r i t y . T h e i r adoption was preceded by intense n e g o t i a t i o n s among v a r i o u s i n t e r e s t e d 
d e l e g a t i o n s ; although i t d i d not prove p o s s i b l e to overcome c e r t a i n d i f f e r e n c e s o f 
views and present a s i n g l e r e s o l u t i o n , these r e s o l u t i o n s form a u s e f u l frame o f 
reference f o r the c o n t i n u a t i o n o f our d i s c u s s i o n s on agenda i t e m 7« 

These d i s c u s s i o n s should take place i n the most s u i t a b l e framework, such as an 
ad hoc working group w i t h an appropriate mandate. 

The very f i r s t - o b s t a c l e which w i l l have to be faced i s the absence o f consensus 
as to the p r e c i s e s u b j e c t o f our n e g o t i a t i o n s . I n order to overcome t h i s o b s t a c l e , a 
c o l l e c t i v e e f f o r t i s necessary to f a c i l i t a t e the d i s c u s s i o n and d e f i n i t i o n , a f t e r 
thorough examination, o f the va r i o u s questions to be d e a l t w i t h i n the n e g o t i a t i o n o f 
e f f e c t i v e and v e r i f i a b l e measures to prevent an arms race i n outer space. 

R e s o l u t i o n 37/99 D i n d i c a t e s t h a t , among these questions, t h a t o f ensuring the 
immunity o f s a t e l l i t e s through the n e g o t i a t i o n o f 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 o f a n t i - s a t e l l i t e systems i s the most urgent. I t ' i s o f course not the 
on l y one; there are other questions, too, which we are l i k e w i s e prepared to examine 
and d i s c u s s . I t has been observed t h a t s p a c e c r a f t , by t h e i r nature, l e n d 
themselves p a r t i c u l a r l y w e l l to i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operation. Our experience i n t h i s 
area confirms t h i s o b s e r v a t i o n and, i n our view, inc r e a s e s the urgency o f 
strengthening the l e g a l p r o t e c t i o n a f f o r d e d to the space objects o f a l l n a t i o n s : the 
progress made by the European Space Agency during the past ten years s e t s an example 
i n t h i s r e gard; my country s h o r t l y intends to launch, from a p l a t f o r m o f f the coast 
of'Kenya, the f i f t h o f the "SAN MARCO DL" s c i e n t i f i c s a t e l l i t e s , whose a c t i v i t i e s 
i n the spheres o f télédétection and cl i m a t o l o g y are o f i n t e r e s t to a l l c o u n t r i e s , 
p a r t i c u l a r l y those i n the t r o p i c a l zone. 

P o s i t i v e achievements towards the preven t i o n o f an arms race i n outer space w i l l 
serve as a powerful stimulus f o r the pea c e f u l use of space and i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
co-operation f o r the b e n e f i t o f a l l c o u n t r i e s . 

As a p a r t y to the N o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n Treaty s i n c e 1969, I t a l y i s i n favour o f the 
conclusion o f an agreement capable o f winning u n i v e r s a l adherence t h a t p r o h i b i t s 
nucleaivweapon t e s t s i n a l l environments f o r a l l time. A fundamental aspect o f t h i s 
agreement wpuld have to be i t s v e r i f i a b i l i t y . The matter o f v e r i f i c a t i o n i s not 
confined to the su b j e c t o f a comprehensive t e s t ban: i t i s a c r u c i a l aspect o f any 
arms'control agreement; t h i s was a l s o recognized by the P o l i t i c a l D e c l a r a t i o n adopted 
i n Prague on 5 January 1983, which made an i n t e r e s t i n g reference to the measures o f 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operation that would bè necessary. 

The mandate of the Working Group s e t up l a s t year r e f l e c t s t h i s f a c t . Despite 
i t s l i m i t e d c h a r a c t e r , t h i s mandate does not prevent the Working Group from t a k i n g up 
any question connected w i t h a CTB. My d e l e g a t i o n hopes to see the Ad Hoc Working Group 
resuming i t s work without delay on the basis o f the e x i s t i n g mandate, w i t h the 
p o s s i b i l i t y o f r e c o n s i d e r i n g the question when the present mandate has been exhausted. 
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We are,thinking* of the link that exists between the complete prohibition of 
nuclear-weapon tests and the bilateral negotiations now under way m Geneva on the 
reduction of intermediate-range and strategic nuclear forces. The former would 
assume i t s f u l l importance within the framework of a genuine process of nuclear 
disarmament and with real prospects of a substantial reduction i n nuclear arsenals. 

However, i t s value as a measure serving to prevent the vertical and horizontal 
proliferation of nuclear weapons, and the special p o l i t i c a l significance i t has 
acquired over the years m the eyes of the international community commend i t for 
immediate action. It continues i n our eyes to be a priority objective towards the 
attainment of which our Committee undoubtedly has an essential contribution to make. 

The Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts is doing invaluable work towards this 
end; we wish to pay a tribute to the late Dr. Ericsson, whose untimely end we 
sincerely regret, and to thank the Swedish delegation for providing an expert of the 
competence of Dr. Dahlman to replace him as head of the group. It is essential that 
the store of expertise and knowledge accumulated by the Group of Scientific Experts 
over years of activity should be maintained and strengthened. For this reason, we 
wish to express our concern at the surprising developments i n connection with the 
appointment of the new Chairman of the Group, which are preventing the resumption of 
the work of the Group i t s e l f . The implications for the future that can be seen m 
these developments make them a l l the more disturbing. 

The question of nuclear disarmament is at present the subject of negotiations 
to which my Government attaches the greatest importance. 

In the area of the world m which Italy i s situated, hundreds of years of 
experience have shown, sometimes tragically, that a balance of forces i s the 
guarantee for the maintenance of peace. For this reason, the preservation or 
restoration of this balance is a fundamental objective of my country's security 
policy. 

In the nuclear age, States can no longer see security as a competitive objective, 
an advantage to be acquired over their potential adversaries. Security should be 
considered as a shared asset. States should show reciprocal moderation i n their 
quest for security, since without i t they are i n danger of i n i t i a t i n g competitive 
activities which w i l l end m a further rise i n the level of forces. These principles 
are also recognized i n the recent Prague Declaration. 

However, the Soviet Union would not appear to have based i t s action on them, 
particularly when i t proceeded to the development and deployment of a new generation 
of intermediate-range' missiles. The deployment of SS - 2 0 missiles poses a dual 
challenge, at once p o l i t i c a l and military. In the context of the strategic balance, 
i t raises doubts as to the long-term intentions of the USSR and thus threatens the 
p o l i t i c a l s t a b i l i t y of the regions at which the missiles are aimed. In the second 
place, i t is a threat to military s t a b i l i t y i n the sense that the combined 
characteristics of the SS - 2 0 malee i t an eminently offensive weapon. 

The two-track approach adopted by NATO m December 1979 has already borne 
f r u i t : bilateral negotiations have been undertaken, precisely on the basis of the 
offer made m this approach. 
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I w i s h to emphasize here the great importance we a t t a c h to the p o s i t i v e , 
e q u i t a b l e and speedy conclusion of these n e g o t i a t i o n s . The I t a l i a n Government has 
at present no higher p r i o r i t y i n the f i e l d of disarmament than t h i s . 

We consider that the complete and r e c i p r o c a l e l i m i n a t i o n o f a l l i n t e r m e d i a t e -
range land-based n u c l e a r m i s s i l e s would be by f a r the most appropriate and d e s i r a b l e 
s o l u t i o n . The reasons are obvious; t h i s would be a g l o b a l s o l u t i o n p r o v i d i n g f o r 
absolute p a r i t y , v e r i f i c a t i o n o f which would consequently be e a s i e r . Moreover, 
i t would be the s o l u t i o n most i n l i n e w i t h the a s p i r a t i o n s of our peoples. 

We remain prepared, however, to e x p l o r e , together w i t h our a l l i e s , any s e r i o u s 
proposal put forward during the n e g o t i a t i o n s . The I t a l i a n M i n i s t e r f o r F o r e i g n A f f a i r s , 
Mr. Colombo, s t a t e d before Parliament on 3 February 1983' "Such e x p l o r a t i o n could 
open the way to p o s s i b l e negotiated s o l u t i o n s of an i n t e r i m c h a r a c t e r , provided t h a t 
these represent d e f i n i t e steps towards the f i n a l o b j e c t i v e of the zero o p t i o n and 
are based on the fundamental p r i n c i p l e s of e q u a l i t y and p a r i t y . Our readiness f o r 
n e g o t i a t i o n and compromise cannot be taken to mean th a t during the i n t e r i m stages 
the S o v i e t Union can be l e f t w i t h the monopoly of intermediate-range n u c l e a r 
m i s s i l e s " . 

The argument t h a t the countries of western Europe should continue to l i v e 
defenceless under the burden of a t h r e a t which the S o v i e t Union r i g h t l y shows i t 
would f e a r j u s t as much, should such a t h r e a t be d i r e c t e d against i t s e l f , i s 
unacceptable. Our determination to r e s t o r e a balance of f o r c e s , by n e g o t i a t i o n i f 
p o s s i b l e but by deployment i f necessary, can be i n no doubt. This p o s i t i o n enjoyB 
very wide support among I t a l i a n p o l i t i c a l f o r c e s and p u b l i c o p i n i o n . 

The quest f o r g r e a t e r s e c u r i t y through arms c o n t r o l and disarmament should 
concentrate on the c e n t r a l problem, which remains t h a t of reducing armaments and 
armed for c e s to p r o g r e s s i v e l y lower l e v e l s , i n conditions of undiminished s e c u r i t y . 
There e x i s t today r e a l p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r proceeding i n t h i s d i r e c t i o n and f o r 
beginning to reverse the arms r a c e : both i n Geneva and i n Vienna n e g o t i a t i o n s are 
t a k i n g place w i t h the aim of p l a c i n g major q u a l i t a t i v e and q u a n t i t a t i v e r e s t r i c t i o n s 
on c e r t a i n categories o f weapons and armed f o r c e s , I should l i k e to emphasize here 
the very g r e a t importance we a t t a c h to the endeavour to b r i n g about s u b s t a n t i a l 
reductions i n f o r c e s r a t h e r than t h e i r s t a b i l i z a t i o n a t h i g h l e v e l s . 

A s u b s t a n t i a l and balanced r e d u c t i o n i n m i l i t a r y arsenals would a l s o be a major 
c o n t r i b u t i o n to another undertaking of the highest p r i o r i t y : the p r e v e n t i o n o f war, 
and i n p a r t i c u l a r o f n u c l e a r war. S p e c i f i c b i l a t e r a l o r m u l t i l a t e r a l measures might 
a l s o be envisaged f o r t h i s purpose. Some of these, d e a l i n g w i t h what i s known as 
c r i s i s management, have been s u c c e s s f u l l y negotiated i n the p a s t . Others, d e a l i n g 
w i t h the growth of mutual confidence, were r e c e n t l y proposed by P r e s i d e n t Reagan to 
the S o v i e t l e a d e r s . The sphere of c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g measures appears to us to be 
of p a r t i c u l a r importance f o r the p r e v e n t i o n of war. The p a r t which our Committee 
could p l a y i n i d e n t i f y i n g concrete and e f f e c t i v e measures o f a m u l t i l a t e r a l 
character i n t h i s sphere i s one of the questions we should consider w i t h the utmost 
a t t e n t i o n . 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of I t a l y f o r h i s statement and f o r 
the k i n d words addressed to the Chairman. I now g i v e the f l o o r to the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e 
of Japan, Ambassador Imai. 
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Mr. M A I (Japan): Mr. Chairman, as t h i s i s the f i r s t occasion f o r me to speak 
before t h i s Committee, I would l i k e , on behalf of my d e l e g a t i o n , to express our 
pleasure and s a t i s f a c t i o n m seeing you, S i r , i n the c h a i r of t h i s Committee during 
the f i r s t month of t h i s y e a r 1 s s e s s i o n . 

May I a l s o j o i n i n w i t h the others i n extending our sin c e r e c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s to 
Ambassador García Robles f o r . h i s l e a d e r s h i p as Chairman during the c l o s i n g month 
of l a s t year's s e s s i o n , and, of course, f o r the Nobel Peace P r i z e , which was not 
only a personal reward f o r the great and deserving work of many years, but indeed an 
encouragement and r e c o g n i t i o n to those others engaged i n the f i e l d of disarmament. 

I should a l s o l i k e to take t h i s opportunity to thank you, Mr. Chairman, and 
other delegates f o r t h e i r k i n d words of welcome expressed i n the e a r l i e r 
i n t e r v e n t i o n s . I t i s indeed my personal pleasure and honour to be able to j o i n 
t h i s very d i s t i n g u i s h e d forum 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 . 

The second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament he l d 
l a s t year i s a matter s t i l l very much v i v i d m our memory. At t h i s s p e c i a l s e s s i o n 
and at the t h i r t y - s e v e n t h s e s s i o n of the General Assembly which f o l l o w e d , as w e l l 
as on other b i l a t e r a l and m u l t i l a t e r a l occasions, a v a r i e t y of concepts and 
proposals on ways of f u r t h e r i n g the disarmament cause have been brought to our 
attention.. Many of them r e f l e c t e d very noble i d e a l s , s e r i o u s proposals and 
i n t e r e s t i n g f o r m u l a t i o n s . 

I should say, however, that the noblest of i d e a l s and the most appealing 
formulations do not i n themselves c o n s t i t u t e e f f e c t i v e disarmament. I would even 
venture to say that they bear no p a r t i c u l a r relevance to the cause of disarmament 
unless such i d e a l s or ideas are a c t u a l l y t r a n s l a t e d i n t o concrete and workable 
measures through an e f f e c t i v e process of n e g o t i a t i o n s among the p a r t i e s d i r e c t l y 
concerned. 

There i s no need f o r me to p o i n t out to t h i s d i s t i n g u i s h e d and well-experienced 
body that the peace and s e c u r i t y of the world today are, and w i l l continue to be, 
maintained through the proper b a l a n c i n g of power, i n c l u d i n g among others, nuclear 
and conventional f o r c e s . I t i s p r e c i s e l y f o r t h i s reason t h a t disarmament i s a 
matter of v i t a l importance, and of inescapable relevance to the n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y 
p o l i c i e s of a l l the countries of the world. Disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s , t h e r e f p r e , 
r e q u i r e constant e f f o r t s to lower the l e v e l at which such f o r c e s achieve t h e i r 
r e l e v a n t e q u i l i b r i u m . I n a d d i t i o n to noble i d e a l i s m and good i d e a s , a very c a r e f u l 
assessment based on r e a l i s m w i l l be r e q u i r e d i n t h i s d i f f i c u l t and o f t e n tedious 
process. 

In t h i s regard, I wish to r e a f f i r m that t h i s Committee i s the only m u l t i l a t e r a l 
organ of g l o b a l i m p l i c a t i o n s which can command a considerable degree of e x p e r t i s e , 
wisdom and t e c h n i c a l c a p a b i l i t i e s i n order to promote substantive n e g o t i a t i o n s 
toward concrete and v e r i f i a b l e disarmament measures. 

Today, as i t has never been i n the recent past, the need f o r disarmament i s 
very a c u t e l y recognized and i n s i s t e d upon. I n p a r t i c u l a r , n uclear disarmament i s 
obviously one of the greatest and the most urgent tasks that the world community i s 
faced w i t h . I n t h i s context, i t i s w e l l known that Japan has a strong i n t e r e s t and 
concern i n the major r e d u c t i o n of these weapons w i t h tremendous power of d e s t r u c t i o n . 
I would l i k e to p o i n t out the heavy and undoubtedly very s e r i o u s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s 
of the nuclear-weapon S t a t e s . I t i s from such a p o i n t of view that I wish to urge 
two of the nuclear-weapon S t a t e s , namely, the United States of America and the 
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USSR, to undertake with a l l the resources and s k i l l they can command to achieve 
substantive progress i n their strategic arms reduction talks. Such i s quite 
clearly i n accordance -with the wishes of 'the entire world community. 

Similarly, as regards the intermediate-range nuclear forces negotiations, Japan 
would like to urge and appeal to the two aforementioned countries to make the 
maximum possible efforts to make progress and to come to an early agreement 
commensurate with the wishes of the people not only of the countries of Europe but 
of the other parts of the world as well. My country has been cal l i n g for the 
complete elimination of a l l the intermediate-range nuclear missiles, especially 
mobile and highly accurate ones such as the S S - 2 0 s of the Soviet Union. 
Furthermore, should i t so happen that, as a result of the intermediate-range nuclear 
forces talks now resumed i n Geneva, missiles now pointing at European targets were 
to be transferred to the Far East, i n addition to the S S - 2 0 s already deployed i n 
the region, I am afraid that tins w i l l cause very serious concern by further 
raising the level of the threat to the peace and security of Asia. It i s indeed 
deplorable that the Soviet leadership has reportedly made a remark recently which 
indicated that such concern of ours i s not totally unfounded. 

Ve strongly urge the United States and the USSR to pursue these negotiations 
from a global point of view and i n a global context so that solutions w i l l be 
worked out which w i l l not impair the security, not merely of Europe but also of 
the entire world, including the security of the Far East m which my country, Japan, 
is located. If sufficient considerations are extended to these aspects, and i f 
substantive progress can be achieved i n the bilateral nuclear negotiations, they 
w i l l i n turn stimulate and precipitate the progress of other disarmament 
deliberations and negotiations. I would like to emphasize that such i s indeed the 
expectation and hope of Japan. 

Let me now take up some of the important issues on the current agenda of this 
Committee and express my country's views regarding these matters. 

The tr i p a r t i t e CTB negotiations among the United States, the United Kingdom 
and the Soviet Union have been virtually suspended, and this leaves this 
Committee on Disarmament as the only meaningful forum where substantive debates 
can be pursued on a comprehensive ban on nuclear testing, which my country regards 
as the highest priority item for the achievement of nuclear disarmament. In this 
respect, we believe that we should make the most effective use of the Working Group 
which was established last year after overcoming considerable d i f f i c u l t i e s . 

Nevertheless, i t i s regrettable to recall that last year did not find a l l the 
nuclear-weapon States participating i n this Working Group. No agreement was 
reached on the programme of work and thus the Working Group failed to implement i t s 
mandate. Few people would disagree i n stating that the most d i f f i c u l t point m 
the comprehensive nuclear test ban i s the matter of verification. Unless adequate 
and sufficient considerations are given to the problems of verification and 
compliance, as called for i n the Working Group's mandate, the road to a truly 
meaningful and effective draft treaty w i l l indeed be very d i f f i c u l t to find. 

My predecessor took various opportunities to emphasize that i t was imperative 
to promote nuclear disarmament, starting with a comprehensive test ban, not only for 
i t s own sake but also i n order to strengthen the world-wide nuclear 
non-proliferation regime with the non-proliferation Treaty at i t s core. As one who 
has been very much involved m both national and international debates over the 
non-proliferation Treaty, I would like to take this opportunity to stress that I, too, 
have the same view about this very point. It i s from this stand that I strongly 
urge, on behalf of my Government, that this Committee makes tireless and energetic 
strides toward the goal of a comprehensive ban on nuclear testing. 
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In p a r t i c u l a r , at t h i s s e s s i o n , the Working Group should r e f r a i n from f u r t h e r 
waste of_time on procedural n a t t e r s . I t should draw up, as e a r l y as p o s s i b l e , an 
appropriate programme of work and immediately embark upon i t s d e l i b e r a t i o n s so that 
the e x i s t i n g mandate can be completely implemented. I would l i k e to take t h i s 
opportunity to express once again the p o s i t i o n of our~country that i t i s against 
any nuclear t e s t by any State. We have been watching w i t h i n t e r e s t the f a c t that one 
of the nuclear-weapon States does not seem'to have conducted any nuclear t e s t s 
f o r the l a s t two years. 

S c i e n t i f i c experts from my country ha.ve been a c t i v e l y t a k i n g p a r t i n the 
meetings of the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts on the d e t e c t i o n of seismic events. 
I hope t h a t the Group w i l l immediately resume i t s work and submit i t s t h i r d r e p o r t 
at t h e ' e a r l i e s t p o s s i b l e date. I t seems to me that f u r t h e r refinement of seismic 
work i s an e s s e n t i a l f a c t o r i n the context of any agreement. I should l i k e to take 
t h i s opportunity to express the s p e c i a l a p p r e c i a t i o n of my d e l e g a t i o n f o r the 
c o n t r i b u t i o n of the l a t e Dr. E r i c s s o n who s u c c e s s f u l l y guided the Group u n t i l l a s t 
year. And here I would l i k e to add that I am l o o k i n g , w i t h a c e r t a i n sense of 
dismay, at the p o s s i b i l i t y t hat the momentum he helped so much to b u i l d up might be 
d i s t u r b e d or even delayed at t h i s c r u c i a l j u n c t u r e . 

Considerable progress has been observed i n the f i e l d of a ban on chemical 
weapons, r e s u l t i n g from the i n t e n s i v e work of l a s t year. I t w i l l , we hope, become 
the b a s i s on which f u r t h e r progress w i l l be achieved t h i s year, and i n t h i s context 
the recent statement by Mr. George Bush, V i c e - P r e s i d e n t of the United S t a t e s , who 
used_ the occasion of h i s presence i n t h i s Committee p e r s o n a l l y to announce t h a t the 
United S t a t e s ' views on the content of a t r e a t y banning chemical weapons would be 
submitted soon, i s a welcome i n d i c a t i o n of the p o s i t i v e a t t i t u d e which h i s country 
i s assuming on t h i s s ubject. 

I n the Working Group on Chemical Weapons t h i s year, the key elements of a 
chemical weapons convention, that i s , " D e f i n i t i o n s " , " D e c l a r a t i o n s " , and 
" V e r i f i c a t i o n " , need to be considered i n depth and i n c l o s e connection w i t h each 
other. With regard to " V e r i f i c a t i o n " , we expect that progress w i l l be achieved toward 
the establishment of e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n measures, i n c l u d i n g 
o n - s i t e i n s p e c t i o n s , w i t h the co-operation of the Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts on 
t h e i r t e c h n i c a l aspects. I b e l i e v e that progress m the f i e l d of v e r i f i c a t i o n w i l l 
f a c i l i t a t e the e a r l y c o n c l u s i o n of a chemical weapons convention. ~" -

I t i s s t i l l f r e s h i n everyone's memory that the United Nations General Assembly 
l a s t year adopted by consensus an important r e s o l u t i o n concerning a ban on 
r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, thus expressing i t s renewed-expectation f o r i t s e a r l y -. 
r e a l i z a t i o n . This r e s o l u t i o n requested the Committee on Disarmament to continue-
n e g o t i a t i o n s on t h i s question m order that a d r a f t 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 might be submitted to the General Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - e i g h t h s e s s i o n . 
I t a l s o requested the Committee on Disarmament to continue i t s search f o r a 
s o l u t i o n to the question of the p r o h i b i t i o n of attacks on nuclear f a c i l i t i e s . 
We have negotiated on a ban on r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons already f o r three years. As a 
r e s u l t , d r a f t t e x t s of a t r e a t y have been submitted by the Working Group's 
chairmen, Ambassador Kbmives of Hungary and Ambassador Wegener of the F e d e r a l 
Republic of Germany. On the question of the p r o h i b i t i o n of attacks on n u c l e a r 
f a c i l i t i e s , we have on the t a b l e working papers submitted by the Federal Republic of 
Germany and Japan. We are given to understand that other i n i t i a t i v e s , i n c l u d i n g 
one from Sweden, are to be expected. 
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We continue to believe that the conclusion of an agreement prohibiting attacks 
on nuclear f a c i l i t i e s for peaceful purposes, within the framework of a radiological 
weapon's treaty, i s of great significance m order to break the seeming deadlock m 
the elaboration of the radiological weapons treaty i t s e l f . In this sense, we 
strongly expect that the outline of a draft optional protocol, which my delegation 
proposed last September, w i l l serve as a useful catalyst for making progress on this 
issue. My delegation, for i t s part, w i l l spare no efforts towards the achievement 
of this objective. 

My country recognizes that recent remarkable progress i n science and 
technology for the development of outer space, while opening up very promising 
possi b i l i t i e s for the future of mankind, gives rise, at the same time, to concerns 
over the possible extension of an arms race into outer space i n the near future. 
Based on such recognition, we have pointed out that the commencement last year i n 
the Committee on Disarmament of consideration of the item, "Prevention of an arms 
race i n outer space", was quite timely and opportune. Although this i s a complex 
issue and can entail many complications, we hope that the Committee on Disarmament 
w i l l continue to give serious consideration to this matter. 

Finally, there i s today a growing tide of ardent and serious voices asking for 
the attainment of real disarmament. These voices have shown a great interest i n the 
development of the negotiations on the reduction of strategic weapons and on 
intermediate-range nuclear forces now being conducted between the United States 
and the Soviet Union here m Geneva. At the same time, I certainly believe 
that these voices are ca l l i n g upon the activities of this Committee with a great deal 
of expectations. To meet these expectations is a very serious responsibility for 
a l l of us i n this Committee. 

I would like to conclude my statement by expressing our conviction that, i f 
we are to achieve any progress i n the f i e l d of disarmament, there w i l l be no other 
way than to keep m mind the high ideal but at the same time to exert steady 
efforts toward the realization of concrete disarmament measures one after another 
i n a constructive and steadfast manner. My Government reaffirms i t s resolve to 
continue to contribute to the work of this Committee m this direction. 

The CHAIRMAN; I thank the representative of Japan for his statement and for 
the kind words addressed to the Chairman. I now give the floor to the 
representative of Peru, Ambassador Cannock. 

Mr. CANNOCK (Peru) (translated from Spanish); Mr. Chairman, I believe that 
this part of the 198J session of the Committee on Disarmament i s opening i n 
circumstances that are particularly favourable for the development of our work. 

We are a l l aware of — and I am sure that we a l l correctly appreciate — the 
growing movement of public opinion which, transcending a l l ideological barriers and 
geographical boundaries, i s demanding more and more insistently and forcefully 
that our governments should guarantee to their peoples the elementary right to l i v e 
m peace and security. 
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Thi-¿í united demand reminds mo of the L a t i n saying: Vox p o p u l i , vox Dei 
("the voice of the people i s the voice of God"). This v o i c e , sonorous and -wise, 
can Ъе heard i n both East and West, I t i s a voice that cannot be ignored because 
i t i s the mandate of reason, and we who are the mere mandataries of t h i s common, 
c o l l e c t i v e and u n i v e r s a l i e c l m g heve no choice but со respect i t and to c a r r y o u i 
the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y l a i d upon us. 

Mr, Chairman, i n the few days which have passed since the opening of t h i s p a r t 
of our s e s s i o n , ny d e l e g a t i o n has been able to appreciate your e x c e p t i o n a l 
q u a l i t i e s i n the conduct of our debates. While expressing to you our greetings 
and g r a t i t u d e , we are aware that t h i s r e s p o n s i b i l i t y devolved upon-you from an 
i l l u s t r i o u s predecessor, from that great L a t i n American, Ambassador García Robles, 
the worthy r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Mexico, whom I do not wish to burden w i t h more 
compliments out of respect f o r h i s modesty. 

The Nobel Peace P r i z e , awarded to Ambassador García Robles and Mrs, A l v a Myrdal, 
i s a source of l e g i t i m a t e p r i d e f o r the peoples of Mexico and Sweden, and Peru 
wishes t o a s s o c i a t e i t s e l f w i t h the c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s which have been o f f e r e d them. 

My d e l e g a t i o n l i k e w i s e wishes to o f f e r a warm welcome to the representatives of 
I n d i a , Japan, Kenya, the People's Republic of China, the United Kingdom and 
Venezuela, who w i l l undoubtedly make a valuable c o n t r i b u t i o n to the progress of our 
work. I t i s a pleasure, too, to note the presence m the Committee of 
Mr. Martenson, an Under-Secretary-General of the United N a t i o n s , 

A f t e r a l l that has been s a i d by the various delegations represented i n the 
Committee, i t i s d i f f i c u l t to c o n t r i b u t e something new to the debate. The 
Peruvian d e l e g a t i o n w i l l t h e r e f o r e confine i t s e l f to making some comments on c e r t a i n 
aspects that are of p a r t i c u l a r concern to us. I should l i k e f i r s t of a l l to say 
that although disarmament i s the common, cause of a l l members of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
community, the d i s c u s s i o n s m t h i s n e g o t i a t i n g body have not yet managed to f r e e 
themselves from the burdensome atmosphere of m i s t r u s t which p r e v a i l s between the 
Superpowers and t h e i r r e s p e c t i v e a l l i e s . This very negative atmosphere i s , I b e l i e v e , 
the biggest obstacle that i s h i n d e r i n g us from making any advance i n t h i s Committee. 

Indeed, the s i t u a t i o n i s r e a c h i n g t r u l y laughable extremes. We have seen i n 
recent days an unobjectionable proposal put forward by the Group of 21 — that of 
i n c l u d i n g m our agenda, an item on the prevention of nuclear war — being questioned 
by the group of Western c o u n t r i e s , perhaps s o l e l y because the proposal has a l s o 
been sponsored by the s o c i a l i s t group. 

I t i s l i k e w i s e a cause f o r alarm that d e c i s i o n s on procedural matters are being 
delayed and our work thereby h e l d up. We have already spent many f r u i t l e s s hours 
d i s c u s s i n g something so elementary as the chairmanship of a s u b s i d i a r y body — 
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 — despite the f a c t that there i s 
general agreement on the choice of an eminent Swedish s c i e n t i s t . 
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Ve are thus faced with the d i f f i c u l t and frustrating task of conducting our 
work m this "atmosphere of mutual suspicion and distrust which characterizes the 
relations between the Superpowers and i s inevitably reflected m this Committee. 
In these circumstances, the application of the rule of consensus — which i n practice 
means unanimity of views even on subsidiary matters — places an even greater 
obstacle i n our path, and here I feel bound to say that the Group of 21 bears no 
responsibility for this situation. Ve have not generated mistrust. Nor did we 
sponsor the rule of consensus. 

At the same time, the failure of the Committee to achieve concrete results 
i n i t s work should not lead us to draw negative conclusions about i t s role. 
Ve know that i t s existence i s today more important than ever. The failure to 
produce results i s due almost entirely to the negative attitude of certain 
delegations. 

Furthermore, these circumstances unfortunately exist at the very time when a l l 
mankind, regardless of country and race, i s threatened with the poss i b i l i t y of a 
nuclear disaster, which could undoubtedly even be brought about by a chance error 
i n an electronic brain. 

The argument for the building up of armaments i s that i t i s to protect security, 
but when we know that the existing stockpiles of nuclear weapons are more than 
enough to destroy the earth many times over, wiping every trace of l i f e from i t s 
surface, we have to ask ourselves: security of whom or for whom? Doctrines have, 
of course, been invented to justify, explain and direct this insane process, but 
they w i l l never succeed m convincing world public opinion which, prompted by 
simple common sense, has begun to deny the content of these doctrines and to clamour 
massively and vociferously for disarmament. The doctrines of deterrence through a 
balance of terror and those advocating limited nuclear wars are losing ground to the 
only valid p o s s i b i l i t y at this time, which i s that of disarmament, and the leaders of 
the world ought therefore to act i n accordance with this universal demand, lest 
they be condemned by their own peoples — . i f there i s s t i l l the possibility for such 
a thing to happen. 

For a developing country lik e Peru which desires to liv e m peace, to raise the 
standard of l i v i n g of i t s citizens and to guarantee their survival and that of the 
coming generations, there i s no other possibility but to fight for peace and 
consequently for a general and complete disarmament that w i l l remove tensions and 
release resources that should be used to support the development efforts of the vast 
majority of the peoples of the world, and establish the long-awaited social justice. 
It i s frightening to see how the amounts squandered on arms are increasing year by 
year: the current figures — $650 million per annum, 25 million men under arms, 
10 million i n paramilitary forces, 500.000 scientists i n the military sector — are 
enough to indicate the colossal size of this f o l l y . For a l l this, and given the lack 
of positive results i n the multilateral and bilateral negotiation processes on 
disarmament matters, we cannot exonerate either of the two principal nuclear powers, 
for while the arms race persists the fundamental responsibility w i l l continue to 
rest with the two main nuclear powers and their position as such so dictates. True, 
degrees of differentiation could be established, but u n t i l agreed levels are reached 
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these would have only an academic value and could even a t times d i s t o r t the t r u t h or 
create f a l s e expectations. I n the eyes of the Peruvian d e l e g a t i o n , there i s only one 
a l t e r n a t i v e : e i t h e r the major powers reach s i g n i f i c a n t agreements that w i l l guarantee 
the a c t u a l s u r v i v a l of the systems they c l a i m they are defending, or they leave the 
way open to the imminent p o s s i b i l i t y of a nuclear holocaust, t a k i n g a l l of mankind 
w i t h them. Two questions a r i s e i n t h i s connection. F i r s t , do systems depend on man 
or does man depend on systems? Secondly, would not coexistence be p r e f e r a b l e to 
mutual d e s t r u c t i o n ? The answer i s obvious. 

Ve have important matters before us. I t would be of immense value i f we could, 
t h i s year, overcome the d i f f i c u l t i e s that prevented the adoption of a comprehensive 
programme of disarmament a t the l a s t s e s s i o n of the General Assembly, 

with regard to item 4 of our agenda,chemical weapons, I should l i k e to express 
our g r a t i t u d e to the Ad Hoc Working Group on t h i s subject f o r the work i t d i d 
under the able guidance of Ambassador Sujka, which made s i g n i f i c a n t progress p o s s i b l e 
i n t h i s sphere. This goes to prove that when the p o l i t i c a l w i l l e x i s t s to a c t , or 
at l e a s t not to obstruct the e f f o r t s o f the Committee, i t i s p e r f e c t l y p o s s i b l e to 
make headway. N a t u r a l l y , t h i s r e c o g n i t i o n i s without p r e j u d i c e to the order of 
p r i o r i t i e s e s t a b l i s h e d by the General Assembly at i t s f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n devoted 
to disarmament, which was r e c e n t l y confirmed. 

We \vould not wish to l e t t h i s opportunity pass without making a very b r i e f 
reference to the process of the b i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s that are being conducted 
by the two main nuclear powers. We appreciate the concrete proposals that have been 
made and we hope that the two powers w i l l abandon t h e i r p o s i t i o n s of int r a n s i g e n c e 
and move on to an authentic process of n e g o t i a t i o n which w i l l f r e e the world from 
the present t h r e a t of nuclear c o n f r o n t a t i o n . From t h i s forum, we appeal to them 
to r e l i n q u i s h propaganda ploys and devote themselves to the f u l f i l m e n t of the 
moral imperative to achieve peace. 

The armaments race has serious i m p l i c a t i o n s . In the f i r s t place i t i s an 
obstacle to the e f f o r t s being made by the m a j o r i t y of the peoples of the world to 
escape from the s i t u a t i o n of underdevelopment that b e d e v i l s them and which has now 
become more obdurate owing to the present world economic c r i s i s . I n t h i s sense, our 
r i g h t to development i s being f l a g r a n t l y denied. I n the second p l a c e , i t i s a 
f a c t o r c r e a t i n g i n s e c u r i t y that i s m u l t i p l i e d by the present p o l i t i c o - e c o n o m i c 
circumstances a f f e c t i n g the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community. I t i s enough to note the s o c i a l 
costs of the maintenance of the r a t e of increase i n arms expenditures by the 
developed c o u n t r i e s to understand the dimensions of the problems these create m our 
c o u n t r i e s , which f i n d themselves forced to t u r n t h e i r a t t e n t i o n away from many t r u l y 
urgent problems as they become i n v o l v e d i n the i n t e r n a t i o n a l d i s t r u s t and subject to 
the p s y c h o l o g i c a l pressure imposed by the merchants of death. 

L a s t l y , my de l e g a t i o n b e l i e v e s that whatever e f f o r t we may make m favour of 
disarmament, however small i t may be, w i l l never be i n v a i n , because doing 
nothing w i l l m u l t i p l y the e f f e c t s i n the opposite d i r e c t i o n . I should l i k e to end 
by sayi n g t h a t there cannot be peace without s e c u r i t y , or s e c u r i t y without 
development. 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Peru f o r h i s statement and f o r the 
ki n d words addressed to the Chairman. I now give the f l o o r to the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of 
Argentina, Ambassador Caracales. 

file:///vould
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Mr. CARASALES (Argentina) ( t r a n s l a t e d from Spanish): Mr. Chairman, a l l o w me 
f i r s t t o extend t o you the warmest c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s of the Argentine d e l e g a t i o n on your 
assumption of the chairmanship of t h i s Committee. I am sure t h a t , i n your a c t i v i t i e s 
as leader o f t h i s important body, you w i l l show the same q u a l i t i e s of prudence and 
d e l i b e r a t i o n that you have always d i s p l a y e d i n rep r e s e n t i n g the People's Republic of 
Mongolia. You may be assured t h a t , i n the performance of your d u t i e s , you w i l l 
r e c e i v e the most wholehearted co-operation of the Argentine d e l e g a t i o n . 

With regard t o your d i s t i n g u i s h e d predecessor, the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Mexico, 
Ambassador García Robles, what can I say th a t has not already been s a i d many times? 
His long and vigorous campaign f o r the cause of disarmament r e c e i v e d i t s j u s t 
r e c o g n i t i o n with the award of the Nobel Peace P r i z e to Ambassador García Robles, 
j o i n t l y w i t h Mrs. Alva Myrdal, to whom I extend s i n c e r e c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s . This 
esteemed award not only enhances Ambassador Garcia RoDles's personal p r e s t i g e and t h a t 
of h i s country, Mexico, but i s a l s o r e f l e c t e d i n two spheres to which he has made such 
a great c o n t r i b u t i o n — L a t i n America and t h i s Committee on Disarmament. I consider 
i t a p r i v i l e g e to have the opportunity to work with such an i l l u s t r i o u s colleague and 
f r i e n d . 

Some members of t h i s Committee have l e f t to take up other p o s i t i o n s , and new 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s are now s i t t i n g i n t h i s room. To a l l of them I b i d the most c o r d i a l 
welcome and I am sure t h a t the r e l a t i o n s between our r e s p e c t i v e d e l e g a t i o n s , and at 
the personal l e v e l , w i l l be j u s t as warm as with t h e i r predecessors. 

L a s t l y , I should l i k e to acknowledge the'presence among us of the 
Under-Secretary-General of the new Department f o r Disarmament A f f a i r s of the 
United Nations S e c r e t a r i a t . Mr. Jan Martenson i s an o l d acquaintance of ours and we 
are always pleased t o see him again, but on t h i s occasion h i 3 v i s i t i n h i s present 
c a p a c i t y demonstrates the i n c r e a s i n g importance attached w i t h i n the s t r u c t u r e of the 
United Nations S e c r e t a r i a t t o disarmament matters, i n accordance w i t h the wishes of 
tne General Assembly. 

The Committee on Disarmament i s beginning i t s s e s s i o n t h i s year a t a very s p e c i a l 
time. Altnough these words may have been repeated on many occasions, I b e l i e v e t h a t 
i t i s c l e a r t o us t h a t i n t e r n a t i o n a l a t t e n t i o n i s today focused on the matters t h a t 
concern us with p a r t i c u l a r i n t e n s i t y and i n t e r e s t . I b e l i e v e i t i s no accident t h a t 
the Nobel Peace P r i z e should have been awarded r e c e n t l y to two champions of the cause 
of disarmament. 

1982 saw the blossoming of a popular movement of unheard-of p r o p o r t i o n s . 
Hundreds of thousands of persons a l l over the world took to the s t r e e t s to demonstrate 
t h e i r concern over the nuclear arms race, the p o s s i b i l i t y o f a nuc l e a r war and t h e i r 
own s u r v i v a l . 

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 of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament caused no d e c l i n e i n t h i s general i n t e r e s t . On the co n t r a r y , i t i s 
co n t i n u i n g and growing as time passes and no concrete measures of disarmament are 
adopted. A glance a t the d a i l y newspapers r e v e a l s t h a t t h e i r headlines are 
dominated by the a c t i o n s or i n a c t i o n s i n t h i s sphere of the v a r i o u s governments, whose 
spokesmen are f o r ever e x p l a i n i n g and p u b l i c i z i n g t h e i r p o s i t i o n s on t h i s q u e s t i o n . 
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I t i s no mere r h e t o r i c to say t h a t the eyes of the world are turned towards Geneva, 
t h i s c i t y with i t s long t r a d i t i o n of peace which has at the same time been, as i t s t i l l 
i s , the scene of the most p o s i t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l e f f o r t s i n the sphere of disarmament. 

Both b i l a t e r a l and m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s are now t a k i n g place i n Geneva. 
The former i n v o l v e the two major nuclear powers, while the s e t t i n g f o r the l a t t e r i s 
t h i s Committee on Disarmament. Although they are independent and completely 
separate, they are undoubtedly connected w i t h each other. Both provide an appropriate 
forum to demonstrate the s i n c e r i t y and p o l i t i c a l w i l l which c o n s t i t u t e the e s s e n t i a l 
b a s i s f o r any success i n t h i s area. 

One p o s i t i v e f a c t i s that the c o u n t r i e s with the most powerful nuclear arsenals 
are s i t t i n g a t a n e g o t i a t i n g t a b l e . Dialogue i s i n i t s e l f a good t h i n g . Unfortunately, 
l i t t l e progress seems t o have been made. Each party p u b l i c l y proclaims i t s own 
proposals and r e j e c t s those of the other. Announcements made r e c e n t l y , i n c l u d i n g some 
made i n t h i s forum, appear to i n d i c a t e a g r e a t e r f l e x i b i l i t y , which i s c e r t a i n l y 
welcome. The f r e e z i n g of p o s i t i o n s leads to nothing but deadlock and p a r a l y s i s . 
And i n matters of disarmament i t i s w e l l known th a t f a i l u r e to make progress i n f a c t 
means r e t r o g r e s s i o n , f o r the q u a l i t a t i v e and q u a n t i t a t i v e developments i n a r s e n a l s 
make the p o s s i b i l i t y of agreement i n c r e a s i n g l y remote, while at the same time augmenting 
the r i s k of a c a t a s t r o p h i c c o n f l i c t . 

The l e a s t t h a t those not p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n these b i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s can do i s 
to express t h e i r profound concern and the f i r m hope t h a t they w i l l lead to concrete 
r e s u l t s i n the n o t - t o o - d i s t a n t f u t u r e . Even the p a r t i a l success of those 
n e g o t i a t i o n s i s bound to have favourable repercussions on the progress of the work of' 
t h i s Committee. I t must, however, be recognized t h a t the b i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s , 
because of the l i m i t e d nature of t h e i r agenda and, b a s i c a l l y , because of the s m a l l 
number of p a r t i e s i n v o l v e d , may supplement but can never r e p l a c e or n u l l i f y the 
genuinely m u l t i l a t e r a l search f o r concrete disarmament measures. A f t e r a l l , such 
measures d i r e c t l y a f f e c t a l l members of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community, who can never agree 
to t h e i r s e c u r i t y and t h e i r f u t u r e being decided i n forums from which they are 
completely excluded. 

In any event, as was s t a t e d repeatedly at the recent s e s s i o n of the General Assembly 
and as i s requested i n r e s o l u t i o n 37/78, i t i s a d v i s a b l e f o r the States i n v o l v e d i n 
these b i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s to provide, j o i n t l y or s e p a r a t e l y , r e l i a b l e p e r i o d i c 
r e p o r t s , to the extent p o s s i b l e , on what i s happening i n the n e g o t i a t i o n s , so t h a t the 
competent i n t e r n a t i o n a l forums --• i n t h i s case the Committee on Disarmament — may be 
kept informed of them i n an appropriate manner and not through press statements and 
d e c l a r a t i o n s , which are conceived with other purposes i n mind. 

Despite the i n t e r e s t now Demg aroused by the b i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s , vie cannot 
and must not overlook the f a c t t h a t the work of the Committee on Disarmament r e t a i n s the 
importance and urgency assigned to i t i n the F i n a l Document. I t may even be s a i d that 
these have inc r e a s e d . The t o p i c s included i n the Committee's agenda are among the 
most important t h a t there are. Even i f the Geneva b i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s were to be 
completely s u c c e s s f u l — and l e t us hope that they w i l l be — the dangers of nuclear 
war w i l l p e r s i s t . There w i l l be a l i m i t a t i o n or r e d u c t i o n i n the number of m i s s i l e s , 
and i t may even be p o s s i b l e to e l i m i n a t e some types completely i n a given region of 
the world, but t h a t w i l l represent only a p a r t i a l and l i m i t e d step towards the s o l u t i o n 
of the problem of nuclear disarmament, which w i l l continue to loom as l a r g e as ever. 
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I t would be r e p e t i t i v e to s t a t e t h a t the task c o n f r o n t i n g the Committee on 
Disarmament i s vast and many-faceted. Regrettably, however ambitious i t s agenda 
may be, the number of i t s concrete achievements thus f a r i s n i l and the prospect t h a t 
t h i n g s w i l l change i n the near f u t u r e i s s l i g h t . 

No progress has been made on what i s perhaps the most important item, "Cessation 
of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament'•. What appeared t o be — and 
indeed i s — a p r i o r i t y item, "Nuclear t e s t ban", has not yet l e d to the opening of 
n e g o t i a t i o n s on t h i s s u b j e c t , and the e f f o r t s of a Working Group w i t h a mandate so 
l i m i t e d t h a t there i s room f o r doubt as to i t s a c t u a l u s e f u l n e s s , are no s u b s t i t u t e 
f o r such n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

The comprehensive programme of disarmament, the ob j e c t of the concern o f the 
Nobel Peace P r i z e winner and of the e f f o r t s of t h i s Committee f o r a number of years, 
could not be presented to the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of the General Assembly i n f i n a l 
form, and i t was r e f e r r e d back t o us so th a t the Committee might renew i t s e f f o r t s 
t o a r r i v e a t a document with r e a l s i g n i f i c a n c e . I can see no s u b s t a n t i a l change i n 
the p o s i t i o n s and a t t i t u d e s which l e d to the f a i l u r e of e a r l i e r e f f o r t s , and i n f a c t 
i t i s d i f f i c u l t to be o p t i m i s t i c a t present. Nothing would please me more, however, 
than f o r events to prove me wrong. 

The Working Group on R a d i o l o g i c a l V.'eapons has seen something which i n the past 
seemed very c l o s e , namely, the co n c l u s i o n of an agreement on t h i s q u e s t i o n , elude i t s 
grasp. I t i s t o be hoped t h a t t h i s y e a r ' t h i s p o s s i b i l i t y , a modest but r e a l one, 
w i l l f i n a l l y take shape. 

Work on the question of s o - c a l l e d negative s e c u r i t y assurances has come t o a 
v e r i t a b l e s t a n d s t i l l . There can be no way out of the present s i t u a t i o n , a t l e a s t i n 
my de l e g a t i o n ' s view, without s u b s t a n t i a l changes i n the p o s i t i o n s of c e r t a i n n u c l e a r -
powers. Moreover, the undenied use of nuclear weapons i n the South A t l a n t i c c o n f l i c t 
n e c e s s i t a t e s s e r i o u s and profound r e f l e c t i o n on t h i s question and on the r e a l v a l i d i t y 
and s i g n i f i c a n c e of nuclear-weapon-free zones. 

Two other fundamental items await duo c o n s i d e r a t i o n by the Committee on 
Disarmament. I r e f e r to the c e s s a t i o n of the arms race i n outer space and the 
prevention of nuclear war. I t would be d i f f i c u l t t o f i n d two"questions on which there 
e x i s t s wider agreement as to t h e i r o v e r r i d i n g importance and the need t o make the-
maximum p o s s i b l e e f f o r t s t o avoid such e v e n t u a l i t i e s . 

Outer space should be used s o l e l y f o r peaceful a c t i v i t i e s , but i n f a c t i t i s 
already being used f o r m i l i t a r y purposes, and the plans and p r o j e c t s under way augur a 
growing and expanded m i l i t a r i z a t i o n . 

I t would be superfluous t o d u e l l on anything so obvious as the need f o r the 
prevention of nuclear war. However, I should l i k e t o say t h a t we cannot accept the 
idea t h a t t h i s question should be d e a l t with i n the broader context of the prevention 
of war i n g e n e r a l . While i t i s s e l f - e v i d e n t t h a t any war should be prevented and 
avoided, i t i s a l s o t r u e t h a t war has been with man s i n c e h i s e a r l i e s t days and t h a t 
a l l e f f o r t s to e l i m i n a t e i t from the conduct of natio n s have proved f r u i t l e s s . Such 
e f f o r t s should c o n s t a n t l y continue, but the beginning of the atomic age i n 1945 
brought w i t h i t the p o s s i b i l i t y of a c o n f l i c t i n which nuclear weapons might be used 
with such h o r r i f y i n g p r o p e r t i e s as to endanger the very s u r v i v a l o f the human race . 
This f u l l y j u s t i f i e s the i n i t i a t i o n i n appropriate forums ™ and the Committee on 
Disarmament i s one — of a search f o r p a c t i c a l measures to reduce and i f p o s s i b l e 
e l i m i n a t e the r i s k s of the outbreak of a nuclear war. 
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However, i t would appear t h a t i n these two areas, too — outer space and the 
prevention of nuclear war — the Committee w i l l be unable to play the f u l l r o l e that 
i t has been assigned and which i s expected of i t , d e s p i t e the appeals made i n t h i s 
respect by the United Nations General Assembly. Once again, the Committee w i l l 
at best be l i m i t e d to an exchange of views, e i t h e r formal or i n f o r m a l . The Committee 
i s not a d e l i b e r a t i v e body, and the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community w i l l not be s a t i s f i e d with 
words and more woras, which of t e n leave no t r a c e . 

I t i s only i n the area of chemical weapons that the Committee i s a c t i n g w i t h the 
appropriate vigour and determination. Inportant problems remain to be s o l v e d , but 
at l e a s t there seems to be a genuine w i l l to n e g o t i a t e , which should always be present 
i n the proceedings of the Committee, but which u n f o r t u n a t e l y seldom seems to e x i s t . 
This i s not the approach which the great m a j o r i t y of the members of the Committee adopt 
to t h e i r p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n i t s work, but there are many examples of cases i n which the 
p e r s p e c t i v e i s t o t a l l y d i f f e r e n t . 

At i t s f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n devoted to disarmament the General Assembly adopted 
by consensus a F i n a l Document which, p r e c i s e l y because i t had been approved by a l l 
p a r t i e s , was received with great hopes. The p r o p o s i t i o n s set f o r t h i n t h i s v a l u a b l e 
instrument would, i t was thought be t r a n s l a t e d i n t o concrete r e s u l t s through the Geneva 
Committee on Disarmament, which had become the m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g body par 
e x c e l l e n c e , w i t h members and procedures which enabled i t to c a r r y out t h a t r o l e with 
complete e f f i c a c y . 

As we a l l know, the r e a l i t y could not be more d i f f e r e n t . In a d d i t i o n t o 
l e g i t i m a t e d i f f e r e n c e s of o p i n i o n and of perceptions of what i s of i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
importance, i t seems c l e a r t h a t the Committee i s not regarded by a l l as the r i g h t body 
to d e a l with a broad range of questions, i n c l u d i n g the most important ones. This leads 
us t o wonder whether at any time, even i n 1978, upon the adoption of the F i n a l Document, 
there has been unanimity w i t h regard to the purpose of the Committee or i t s r e a l 
s i g n i f i c a n c e w i t h i n the s t r u c t u r e of disarmament machinery. 

In any event, i t seems c l e a r t h a t there i s a c o n s i s t e n t p o l i c y to remove more and 
more iss u e s from the j u r i s d i c t i o n o f the Committee. The reasons given are many and, 
i n some cases, may be v a l i d or worthy of c o n s i d e r a t i o n . However, the r e s u l t , given 
the f a c t t h a t the d e c i s i o n s of the Committee are subject t o consensus, i s u l t i m a t e l y 
the same, namely, t h a t the Committee i s unable to consider c e r t a i n subjects o r , i f i t 
does consider them, i t does so i n f o r m a l l y and only i n order to exchange i d e a s . 
Moreover, i f , i n e x c e p t i o n a l cases, i t i s authorized to conduct n e g o t i a t i o n s — which 
should be i t s p r i n c i p a l f u n c t i o n — such n e g o t i a t i o n s g e n e r a l l y become deadlocked. 

I t c e r t a i n l y cannot be claimed t h a t any n e g o t i a t i o n s are easy or t h a t no problems 
w i l l be encountered or that any such proDlems w i l l not be d i f f i c u l t or even impossible 
to s o l v e at a given moment. But at l e a s t n e g o t i a t i o n s would be t a k i n g p l a c e . What 
causes pessimism and doubts i s the f a c t t h a t the number of spheres i n which 
n e g o t i a t i o n s are being conducted i s a c t u a l l y very s m a l l . 

At a time when, as I noted at the beginning of t h i s statement, i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
a t t e n t i o n i s focused on disarmament, when problems are m u l t i p l y i n g , when the danger of 
a nuclear catastrophe i s becoming an i n c r e a s i n g l y c l e a r p o s s i b i l i t y , i t i s f r u s t r a t i n g 
t o see t h a t the Committee on Disarmament can do very l i t t l e i n t h i s regard, thus 
becoming the o b j e c t , j u s t i f i a b l y or not, of very negative judgements as t o i t s 
e f f e c t i v e n e s s and i t s a c t u a l r a i s o n d'être. P u b l i c opinion does not d i f f e r e n t i a t e 
between who i s or i s not r e s p o n s i b l e f o r t h i s i n a c t i v i t y or r a t h e r , t h i s i n e f f e c t i v e n e s s , 
s i n c e delegations cannot be accused of l a c k of i n t e r e s t or sustained e f f o r t . 
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This p i c t u r e which I have drawn and which, i n ray view, i s an accurate r e f l e c t i o n 
o f r e a l i t y , could change completely i f there were a s l i g h t s h i f t o f p o s i t i o n i n 
c e r t a i n c a p i t a l s . The Committee cannot remain i n d i f f e r e n t i n d e f i n i t e l y t o the 
growing outcry i n a l l s e c t o r s of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community. 

I b e l i e v e t h a t a l l d e l e g a t i o n s p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n t h i s Committee are always 
prepared t o work hard and w i t h d e d i c a t i o n on each and every one of the items on i t s 
agenda. What i s needed are p o s i t i v e i n s t r u c t i o n s from Governments and not negative 
a t t i t u d e s or d e l a y i n g t a c t i c s which lead t o i n a c t i v i t y or f a i l u r e , two words which, 
i n the matter of disarmament, are synonymous. 

As i t has been i n the past, the Argentine Republic i s s t i l l ready t o co-operate 
to the f u l l e s t i n the ceaseless search f o r s o l u t i o n s t o the problems which confront us. 
My country considers t h a t the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of t h i s Committee i s great and i t wishes 
to c o n t r i b u t e t o the common e f f o r t i n the best p o s s i b l e c o n d i t i o n s . I t i s with t h i s 
i n t e n t i o n t h a t my Government has decided t o place i t s d e l e g a t i o n t o the Committee on 
Disarmament on a more s t a b l e b a s i s , c o n v e r t i n g i t i n t o a permanent d e l e g a t i o n based 
i n the c i t y of Geneva. There could be no c l e a r e r i n d i c a t i o n of the importance which 
my country attaches t o the work o f t h i s Committee. 

We s h a l l continue t o work w i t h the same steadfastness and determination as i n 
the past, convinced t h a t , d e s p i t e the f r u s t r a t i o n s and f a i l u r e s which i t o f t e n 
encounters, there i s much t h a t the Committee on Disarmament can and must do i n the 
vast area o f disarmament problems which are i t s concern. The challenge i s s t i l l 
before us. I t i s up t o us t o decide whether or-not we are going t o meet i t 
s u c c e s s f u l l y . 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f Argentina f o r h i s statement and f o r 
the k i n d words' addressed t o the Chairman. 

I now g i v e the f l o o r t o the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f Hungary, Ambassador Kômives. 

Mr. KOMIVES (Hungary): Comrade Chairman, may I f i r s t of a l l c o n g r a t u l a t e you, the 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the Mongolian. People's Republic, on your succession t o the chairmanshi; 
of the Committee on Disarmament. Your personal c a p a b i l i t i e s and long experience i n 
disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s can make i t p o s s i b l e f o r t h i s Committee t o r e s t a r t i t s work 
i n a c o n s t r u c t i v e atmosphere. May I wish you f u l l success i n your very r e s p o n s i b l e 
task, and I promise you the f u l l co-operation of the Hungarian d e l e g a t i o n . 

My d e l e g a t i o n expresses i t s a p p r e c i a t i o n t o Ambassador García Robles f o r the 
e f f i c i e n t and s k i l f u l way i n which he guided us i n the c l o s i n g month of the previous 
s e s s i o n . 

I t i s an awkward s i t u a t i o n indeed t h a t the disarmament community should pay i t s 
t r i b u t e t o such an outstanding diplomat a t a time when mutual understanding and 
co-operation have reached unprecedentedly low l e v e l s . But i t i s not at a l l the f a u l t 
o f Ambassador García Robles. The human q u a l i t i e s o f our eminent c o l l e a g u e , h i s 

< p r o f e s s i o n a l competence and unceasing commitment t o the promotion of a peaceful world 
-have been known f o r long and always a p p r e c i a t e d . The awarding of the 1982 Nobel Peace 
P r i z e i s , t h e r e f o r e , a well-deserved r e c o g n i t i o n of h i s great c o n t r i b u t i o n to the 
u n i v e r s a l s t r u g g l e f o r the prevention of nuclear war, f o r the c e s s a t i o n of the arms 
race, f o r disarmament. When I extend t o him the warm c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s of the 
Hungarian d e l e g a t i o n , I wish a l s o to express the hope t h a t Ambassador García Robles 
w i l l continue h i s s e l f l e s s s e r v i c e i n the cause o f peace and disarmament f o r a l o n g 
time i n st r e n g t h and good h e a l t h . 
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My d e l e g a t i o n a l s o wishes t o congratulate the c o - r e c i p i e n t of the Nobel 
Peace P r i z e , Mrs. Alva Myrdal, who i s s i m i l a r l y well-known f o r her devotion to 
peace and progress i n the world. May I request the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Sweden to 
convey our high esteem to her predecessor. 

I wish t o extend my s i n c e r e welcome t o our new colle a g u e s , and t o assure 
them th a t the Hungarian d e l e g a t i o n stands ready to maintain and f u r t h e r develop 
the good r e l a t i o n s i t had with t h e i r predecessors. 

F i n a l l y , l e t me simply say how r e a s s u r i n g i t i s t o know that we can continue 
t o r e l y on the great experience of Ambassador R i k i Jaipa'l, as w e l l as the s e l f l e s s 
a s s i s t a n c e o f the t a l e n t e d s t a f f under h i s d i r e c t i o n . 

A year ago, when the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s of States members of t h i s Committee 
presented t h e i r Governments' assessment and e v a l u a t i o n of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
s i t u a t i o n , the general p i c t u r e was already dark; the statements were h e a v i l y 
loaded w i t h profound disappointment and deep worry f o r the prospects. I t i s 
r e a l l y sad and rat h e r discouraging that the alarming trend which had been 
c h a r a c t e r i s t i c of the l a s t year i s s t i l l p revalent a l s o today. The 1983 session 
of our Committee s t a r t s i n a s i t u a t i o n f u l l of t e n s i o n and fraught -With grave 
dangers. Subversive a c t i v i t i e s t h r e a t e n i n g world peace and i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y 
have continued a l l through l a s t year, pushing mankind ever c l o s e r to a g l o b a l 
d i s a s t e r . 

In my statement j u s t a year ago, I gave a d e t a i l e d a n a l y s i s of the b a s i c 
causes o f the degradation of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n , and si n c e T the trend or 
the f a c t o r s c o n t r i b u t i n g to i t have not changed i n the meantime, I do not f e e l 
any need t o repeat i t . The main reason f o r the continuous d e t e r i o r a t i o n of the 
s i t u a t i o n has remained the same: the aggressive p o l i c i e s of extremist i m p e r i a l i s t 
c i r c l e s and t h e i r never-ending attempts t o upset the balance of power, t o a t t a i n 
m i l i t a r y s u p e r i o r i t y . In the course of the l a s t year we have witnessed t h e i r 
systematic a c t i o n s aimed a t undermining and des t r o y i n g the r e s u l t s which had 
been achieved p r e v i o u s l y , i n c l u d i n g some of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l arms l i m i t a t i o n and 
disarmament agreements. They have increased the pressure on the c o u n t r i e s and 
movements which r e s i s t the i m p o s i t i o n of t h e i r w i l l on other S t a t e s , and have 
i n t e n s i f i e d t h e i r campaigns of slander and propaganda against the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s 
and other progressive f o r c e s . 

The h i g h e s t - l e v e l r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s of the States p a r t i e s t o the Warsaw Treaty, 
i n the P o l i t i c a l D e c l a r a t i o n issued a f t e r t h e i r recent meeting i n Prague, 
summarized t h i s trend when they s t a t e d t h a t "the s i t u a t i o n as a whole i s thus 
becoming ever more complicated ; i n t e r n a t i o n a l t e n s i o n i s mounting and the t h r e a t 
of war — e s p e c i a l l y nuclear war — i s i n c r e a s i n g " . 

The document, however, a l s o contains an enumeration of the f a c t o r s and 
fo r c e s t h a t are capable of countering t h a t dangerous t r e n d . Proceeding from 
the whole of the e v a l u a t i o n , the Warsaw Treaty member States have o f f e r e d a 
r e a l i s t i c a l t e r n a t i v e . As the D e c l a r a t i o n has been c i r c u l a t e d as an o f f i c i a l 
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document o f the Committee (CD/338), i t would be superfluous f o r me t o go i n t o 
any d e t a i l e d e x p l a n a t i o n of i t s s a l i e n t p o i n t s . I am convinced t h a t the document 
has been the su b j e c t o f s e r i o u s s t u d i e s here, j u s t as i n every r e s p o n s i b l e p o l i t i c a l 
m i l i e u . 

Nevertheless, I wish t o permit myself t o quote a sentence from the P o l i t i c a l 
D e c l a r a t i o n , which I b e l i e v e i s the key not only t o a b e t t e r understanding of the 
b a s i c a s p i r a t i o n s of the peoples and Governments of the S o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , but 
a l s o to the task f a c i n g every d e l e g a t i o n around t h i s n e g o t i a t i n g t a b l e : 

" C e n t r a l t o the s t r u g g l e f o r the prevention o f war i s the task o f curbing 
the arms race and moving toward disarmament, and i n p a r t i c u l a r nuclear 
disarmament." 

As has been repeatedly s t a t e d , 1985 w i l l , b e a c r u c i a l year f o r the f a t e o f 
mankind i n ge n e r a l , and a l s o f o r disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s . What i s needed, 
t h e r e f o r e , i s a p e r s i s t e n t w i l l t o r e v i v e the momentum of s e r i o u s n e g o t i a t i o n s 
aimed a t h a l t i n g the arms race and ac h i e v i n g s u b s t a n t i a l progress i n disarmament. 
What i s needed here i s r e a l and s i n c e r e commitment t o the p u r s u i t o f s e r i o u s 
n e g o t i a t i o n s on the most burning and acute questions. 

In order t o s t a r t such n e g o t i a t i o n s , i t i s imperative t h a t c e r t a i n Governments 
gi v e up the u t t e r l y u n r e a l i s t i c p o s i t i o n wherein the other s i d e i s repeatedly 
presented w i t h a c l e a r l y unacceptable proposal, a "take i t or leave i t " o f f e r , 
known from the very moment of i t s i n c e p t i o n t o be aimed a t g a i n i n g the upper hand 
and undermining the s e c u r i t y of the other p a r t y . I t i s high time t o r e a l i z e 
t h a t attempts t o make gains at the expense of e t h e r S t a t e s ' s e c u r i t y can only 
meet w i t h c a t e g o r i c a l r e f u s a l . I t i s high time t o r e a l i z e t h a t even c a s u a l 
references to a k i n d o f "moral p o s i t i o n " cannot hide the outrageous motives behind 
such an o p t i o n . 

Our peoples are not t o be t r e a t e d as naive c h i l d r e n , nor are t h e i r Governments 
to be so t r e a t e d . What they expect are s i n c e r e e f f o r t s and honest proposals 
aimed a t a r r i v i n g a t e f f e c t i v e s o l u t i o n s based on the fundamental p r i n c i p l e o f 
e q u a l i t y and equal s e c u r i t y . What they expect are s e r i o u s and c o n s t r u c t i v e 
proposals, l i k e those contained i n the P o l i t i c a l D e c l a r a t i o n o f the States p a r t i e s 
t o the Warsaw Treaty, which are welcomed by r e s p o n s i b l e statesmen as conv i n c i n g 
proof of g o o d w i l l and by the broad p u b l i c everywhere, which demand r e c i p r o c a l 
steps from the other s i d e . 

Peoples must be t r e a t e d as grown-ups with r a p i d l y i n c r e a s i n g p o l i t i c a l 
consciousness. They are f u l l y aware of the g r a v i t y of the danger o f nuc l e a r 
war, and are resolved t o prevent i t . I t would be a s e r i o u s mistake i f c e r t a i n 
Governments disregarded the evident s i g n s o f a growing sense o f urgency on the p a r t 
of the peoples of the c o u n t r i e s most d i r e c t l y i n v o l v e d and a f f e c t e d by the s i n i s t e r 
plans, which are scheduled t o be put i n t o a c t i o n i n l e s s than a year's time. 
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For a delegate from Hungary, i t i s not a simple e x e r c i s e of moral philosophy 
or r h e t o r i c t o express views on such questions. L i k e many of my colleagues here, 
I belong to a generation that has experienced a l l the horrors of a world war. 
Relying s t r o n g l y on the support of the more fo r t u n a t e younger ones, t h a t generation 
i s doing everything p o s s i b l e to prevent any such r e p e t i t i o n , to avert the danger 
of nuclear war. 

I t must be a b s o l u t e l y c l e a r to any sober-minded person t h a t a major c o n f l i c t 
i n t h i s continent would immediately and unavoidably lead t o an a l l - o u t c o n f l a g r a t i o n , 
to a g l o b a l nuclear war. Therefore, my country, the Hungarian People's Republic, 
i s doing everything p o s s i b l e to avoid such a development of events. The Hungarian 
de l e g a t i o n i s consequently ready t o promote by every p o s s i b l e means any measures 
capable of c o n t r i b u t i n g to the prevention of a nuclear war. 

I t must be a b s o l u t e l y c l e a r t o everyone t h a t propaganda ploys and p u b l i c i t y 
s t u n t s are not s u b s t i t u t e s f o r s e r i o u s proposals and s i n c e r e n e g o t i a t i o n s . At 
t h i s j u n c t u r e , the f i r s t s i g n of seriousness and s i n c e r i t y would be f o r c e r t a i n 
delegations to stop o b s t r u c t i n g the adoption of a s u i t a b l e agenda th a t i n c l u d e s 
the r e l e v a n t items to that end. 

The c o n s t r u c t i v e proposals of the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s concerning a l l the 
items ón the d r a f t agenda are on the t a b l e , a w a i t i n g s e r i o u s n e g o t i a t i o n s and 
implementation. A l l those proposals and a l a r g e number of d r a f t agreements 
accompanying some of them have been endorsed and commended by the General Assembly 
of the United Nations, many of them f o r years i n succession, and most r e c e n t l y by 
s e v e r a l r e s o l u t i o n s adopted at the t h i r t y - s e v e n t h s e s s i o n . 

In t h e i r P o l i t i c a l D e c l a r a t i o n , the Warsaw Treaty member States devoted 
great a t t e n t i o n to a l l those items as w e l l as many other questions, and i n a very 
concise but unequivocal manner reconfirmed t h e i r p o s i t i o n s and continued readiness 
to work out and conclude agreements on a l l questions of arms l i m i t a t i o n or r e d u c t i o n 
and disarmament. Here and now, I only wish again to draw the a t t e n t i o n of 
other delegations t o t h a t document, the great importance and t i m e l i n e s s of which 
have been amply underlined everywhere, and — using the words of the D e c l a r a t i o n — 
c a l l upon them "to give a new impetus to the n e g o t i a t i o n s " . 

Today I do not i n t e n d t o d e a l w i t h i n d i v i d u a l agenda items. My d e l e g a t i o n 
w i l l s et out i t s views and suggestions, as w e l l as concrete proposals whenever 
appro p r i a t e , soon a f t e r the agenda and the programme of work are adopted. For 
the time being, however, I wish to emphasize that i n 1983, the agenda of the 
Committee on Disarmament, "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 forum1', 
cannot be considered complete and r e a l i s t i c unless the question of the prevention 
of nuclear war i s i n c l u d e d . Therefore the Hungarian d e l e g a t i o n , l i k e a l l the 
other delegations of the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , welcomed and u n c o n d i t i o n a l l y 
supported the i n i t i a t i v e of the group of non-aligned S t a t e s . Vie are i n f u l l agreement 
with the idea of conducting, as a matter of the highest p r i o r i t y , m u l t i l a t e r a l 
n e g o t i a t i o n s on t h i s subject i n the Committee "with a view to a c h i e v i n g agreement on 
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appropriate and p r a c t i c a l measures f o r the prevention of nuclear war". We urge, 
furthermore, the establishment of an ad hoc working group on t h i s item without 
any delay. F i n a l l y , we accept the d r a f t proposed by the group l a s t August as 
a b a s i s f o r c o n s u l t a t i o n s on the mandate as contained i n document CD/309. 

Last week we heard an eloquent statement which contained numerous references 
to the d i r e need f o r reducing d i s t r u s t and c r e a t i n g confidence. We b e l i e v e i t 
would be a good step i n t h a t d i r e c t i o n i f c e r t a i n d e l e g a t i o n s could match t h e i r 
pious statements with concrete a c t i o n s , and i n s t e a d of t w i s t i n g t h e i r hands, could 
g i v e t h e i r agreement t o the proposal contained i n document CD/341. Confidence-
b u i l d i n g i s an important t a s k ; t h a t i s e x a c t l y why the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s are 
c a l l i n g f o r the convening o f a conference designed t o d e a l w i t h c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g 
measures, as w e l l as s e c u r i t y and disarmament i n Europe. C o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g , 
however, should s t a r t w i t h small s t e p s , l i k e the one I have j u s t mentioned. 

At our l a s t meeting, the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Cuba enumerated a great number 
of urgent measures, which would a l l have great impact on c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g on 
a g l o b a l s c a l e . The f i r s t and perhaps the most urgent one of such measures would 
be a j o i n t commitment on the p a r t of a l l the nuclear-weapon States not t o "be the 
f i r s t to use nuclear weapons under any circumstances. Of course, i t would be an 
even more f a r - r e a c h i n g step i f a t r e a t y could be concluded on the mutual non-use 
of m i l i t a r y f o r c e i n g e n e r a l , as suggested oy the Warsaw Treaty member S t a t e s . 
S i m i l a r l y , the c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g e f f e c t of a g e n e r a l f r e e z e on nuclear weapons 
and t h e i r d e l i v e r y systems cannot be over-emphasized. 

As a f i n a l example of concrete measures of great c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g value, 
I wish t o mention the recent proposal of the Swedish Government concerning the 
c r e a t i o n of a zone i n c e n t r a l Europe which would be f r e e d i n a f i r s t phase of 
t a c t i c a l or b a t t l e f i e l d nuclear weapons. The proposal has already r e c e i v e d favourable 
response from s e v e r a l c o u n t r i e s , among them my own. The Hungarian Government — at 
a meeting on 3 February — s t a t e d i t s agreement w i t h the p r o p o s a l , which i t found 
t i m e l y and capable of b u i l d i n g confidence among States i n Europe and improving -
the i n t e r n a t i o n a l atmosphere. Adding the view t h a t the width of the zone ought 
to be twice as much as o r i g i n a l l y suggested, the Hungarian Government expressed i t s 
readiness t o take p a r t i n t a l k s concerning various d e t a i l s connected w i t h the 
zone, and t o promote the success of such t a l k s . 

In c o n c l u s i o n , a l l o w me t o r e f e r t o the statement made by the head of the 
Swedish d e l e g a t i o n a week ago. While a d m i t t i n g t h a t "a favourable i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
c l i m a t e i s important f o r progress i n disarmament e f f o r t s " and t h a t n e g o t i a t i o n s 
are n a t u r a l l y i n f l u e n c e d by i n t e r n a t i o n a l events, Mrs. Theorin emphasized t h a t 
" l i n k a g e a between arms n e g o t i a t i o n s and p o l i t i c a l events should be avoided". My 
d e l e g a t i o n i s f u l l y i n agreement with both p a r t s of her statement. As a matter 
of f a c t , i n my c o n t r i b u t i o n to the general debate i n the F i r s t Committee on 
20 October 1982, I made a s i m i l a r p o i n t , as f o l l o w s : "Nobody could contest t h a t 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 general.and r e l a t i o n s between the S o v i e t Union and the 
United States i n p a r t i c u l a r , were not i d e a l d u r ing the V i e t Nam war. Despite t h a t 
f a c t , some disarmament agreements had been worked out and adopted by the precedessors 
of the Committee on Disarmament" (A/C.1/37/PV.6, p. 37). The key t o progress i n 
disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s , t h e r e f o r e , i s the p o l i t i c a l w i l l to n e g o t i a t e i n good 
f a i t h with a s i n c e r e d e s i r e t o reach agreement. 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Hungary f o r h i s statement and f o r 
the kind words addressed to the Chairman. I now g i v e the f l o o r t o the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e 
of B u l g a r i a , Ambassador T e l l a l o v . 
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Mr. TELLALOV ( B u l g a r i a ) : Comrade Chairman, I would l i k e t o express the 
Bulgarian d e l e g a t i o n's s a t i s f a c t i o n t h a t the Committee's s e s s i o n f o r 1983 has 
opened under the chairmanship of my able f r i e n d , Ambassador Ërdembileg, the 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of f r a t e r n a l s o c i a l i s t Mongolia. I congratulate you, 
Comrade Erdembileg, on the assumption of t h i s r e s p o n s i b l e post and wish you 
s u c c e s s f u l and f r u i t f u l work. 

I have a l s o the pleasure of extending my c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s to the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e 
of Mexico to the .Committee on Disarmament, our esteemed co l l e a g u e , 
Ambassador García Robles, on the occasion of the award to him of the 1982 Nobel 
Peace P r i z e . I take the opportunity t o pay t r i b u t e to Ambassador Robles, and t o ' 
j o i n i n a l l t h a t has been s a i d about h i s great e f f o r t s to prevent a nuclear war, 
h a l t the arms race and reach disarmament, and f o r h i s s e r v i c e s e s p e c i a l l y i n t h i s 
Committee on Disarmament. A l l t h i s i s w e l l known to the B u l g a r i a n p u b l i c . 

Permit me, Comrade Chairman, to ask, through you, the d i s t i n g u i s h e d r e p r e s e n t a t i v e 
of Sweden to convey the same warm c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s to Mrs. Myrdal, the"other l a u r e a t e 
of the 1982 Nobel Peace P r i z e . 

On behalf of the B u l g a r i a n d e l e g a t i o n I would a l s o l i k e to congratulate 
Mr. Martenson, Under-Secretary-General of the United Nations. 

I a v a i l myself of the opportunity t o extend my best wishes to the heads of 
delegations who j o i n the work of the Committee f o r the f i r s t time. 

A number of the preceding speakers have underlined t h a t the year 1983 i s 
p a r t i c u l a r l y important, even " c r u c i a l " from the p o i n t of view of t a k i n g urgent, 
long-overdue d e c i s i o n s on the i s s u e s of disarmament. We share the a n x i e t y over 
the present s i t u a t i o n i n which the arms race i s advancing i n t o a q u a l i t a t i v e l y new 
and much more dangerous stage, i n v o l v i n g a l l kinds of weapons, both nuclear and 
c o n v e n t i o n a l , and, a l l types of m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t y , and a f f e c t i n g a l l regions of the 
world. The c o n t i n u i n g 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 , which i s a l s o 
manifested i n many other spheres, comes, as we have s t a t e d on other occasions, as 
a r e s u l t of f u r t h e r a c t i v i t y on the p a r t of the i m p e r i a l i s t c i r c l e s . 

Henoe, i t i s i n t e r e s t i n g to note what ideas and p r a c t i c a l measures are being 
proposed by the d i f f e r e n t governments and groups of S t a t e s , as w e l l as by p u b l i c 
c i r c l e s i n order to r e l i e v e the world of 'the present m i l i t a r y danger. May I 
o f f e r b r i e f l y the comments of my d e l e g a t i o n on t h i s b a s i c question. 

On the one hand, the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , members of the Warsaw Treaty 
O r g a n i z a t i o n , s t a r t e d the year 1983 by advancing new, f a r - r e a c h i n g peace i n i t i a t i v e s . 
To r e f e r to the language of the P o l i t i c a l D e c l a r a t i o n of the Warsaw Treaty member 
Sta t e s , adopted on 5 January, "the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s ... are l a y i n g on the s c a l e 
of peace a l l t h e i r i n t e r n a t i o n a l a u t h o r i t y as w e l l as t h e i r p o l i t i c a l and economic 
p o t e n t i a l " . 

An expression of the w i l l to improve the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n and to 
c o n s o l i d a t e peace i s , f o r one t h i n g , the proposal to conclude a t r e a t y on the 
mutual r e n u n c i a t i o n of the use of m i l i t a r y f o r c e and the maintenance of peaceful 
r e l a t i o n s between the Warsaw Treaty member States and the Member States of NATO. 
The proposal of the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s i s notable f o r i t s e x p l i c i t and profound 
l o g i c : i t opens the way f o r considerable and l a s t i n g changes i n the p o l i t i c a l 
atmosphere and strengthening the l e g a l foundations of the r e l a t i o n s between the 
two a l l i a n c e s . 
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I t should a l s o be s t a t e d t h a t along w i t h the Member States of the two a l l i a n c e s , 
other i n t e r e s t e d European States would have the r i g h t t o p a r t i c i p a t e " i n the d r a f t i n g 
and s i g n i n g o f such a t r e a t y . From the very beginning, t h i s t r e a t y would a l s o be 
open t o other States wishing to accede t o i t , and these States would have equal 
r i g h t s as p a r t i e s t o the t r e a t y . In view of the complexity of the present 
s i t u a t i o n , the c o n c l u s i o n of the t r e a t y would have a p a r t i c u l a r l y favourable 
i n f l u e n c e on f u r t h e r i n t e r n a t i o n a l developments. 

The proposal of the Warsaw Treaty member States i s a p t l y l i n k e d w i t h the w e l l 
known and extensive proposals concerning the problems of the l i m i t a t i o n and r e d u c t i o n 
of nuclear weapons advanced by the General Secretary of the C e n t r a l Committee of 
the Communist Party of the S o v i e t Union, Ï.A. Andropov. 

Without-going i n t o the depths of the matters concerning the Soviet-American 
b i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s on l i m i t i n g nuclear weapons i n Europe and on l i m i t i n g and 
reducing s t r a t e g i c arms, I would l i k e t o s t r e s s a p o i n t which was e l o q u e n t l y made 
by Ambassador V-L. I s s r a e l y a n i n h i s statement of 1 February: the only sound b a s i s 
f o r progress i s t h a t of the p r i n c i p l e of e q u a l i t y and equal s e c u r i t y . The same 
a p p l i e s t o the r e l a t i o n s i n general between the Warsaw Treaty c o u n t r i e s and NATO. 

In the o p i n i o n of my Government, one of the important avenues f o r strengthening 
European s e c u r i t y i s the c r e a t i o n of nuclear-weapon-free zones on the c o n t i n e n t . 
In t h i s connection I would l i k e t o say t h a t the i d e a of c r e a t i n g a nuclear-weapon-
f r e e zone i n the Balkans i s becoming ever more popular amongst the people and the 
leaders of the Balkan S t a t e s . A remarkable c o n t r i b u t i o n t o t h i s development has 
been the p r o p o s a l made by the General Se c r e t a r y of the C e n t r a l Committee of the 
B u l g a r i a n Communist Party and P r e s i d e n t of the State Council of the People's Republic 
of B u l g a r i a , Todor Zhivkov, f o r the convening i n S o f i a of a meeting of the leaders,, 
of Balkan S t a t e s i n order t o d i s c u s s the i d e a of t u r n i n g the Balkans i n t o a 
nuclear-weapon-free zone. 

A proposal has r e c e n t l y been made by the Government of Sweden to c r e a t e i n ,,. 
Europe a zone f r e e of b a t t l e f i e l d nuclear weapons. The People's Republic of 
B u l g a r i a supports the, i n i t i a t i v e of Sweden — i n expression of our c o n s i s t e n t 
p o l i c y i n favour of disarmament, i n favour of any peace i n i t i a t i v e of a c o n s t r u c t i v e 
nature, r e g a r d l e s s of where i t i s coming from. In the o f f i c i a l r e p l y o f the 
B u l g a r i a n Government i t i s s t a t e d t h a t our preferences go t o a s o l u t i o n of t h i s 
problem on a more r a d i c a l and complex b a s i s . S p e c i f i c a l l y , we are f o r e n l a r g i n g , 
the proposed zone so t h a t i t c o u l d comprise a l l components of the b a t t l e f i e l d 
nuclear weapons. 

The process of strengthening European s e c u r i t y w i l l a l s o be enhanced by headway 
a t the Vienna n e g o t i a t i o n s f o r the r e d u c t i o n of armed f o r c e s and armaments i n 
c e n t r a l Europe. The s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s have t a b l e d a c o n s t r u c t i v e proposal a t 
these n e g o t i a t i o n s and are of the o p i n i o n t h a t a l l the p r e r e q u i s i t e s e x i s t f o r an 
agreement t o be worked out w i t h i n the s h o r t e s t p o s s i b l e time. 

There are other spheres where the problems of European s e c u r i t y could and 
should be s o l v e d through n e g o t i a t i o n s , f o r example, t o convert the Mediterranean Sea 
area i n t o a zone of peace and co-operation, and to f r e e Europe of chemical and 
other weapons. We hope t h a t the Madrid meeting which i s i n s e s s i o n again w i l l 
f i n a l l y take a d e c i s i o n on the convening of a conference on c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g 
measures and on s e c u r i t y and disarmament i n Europe. 
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In c o n t r a s t to these p o s i t i v e i d e a s , the m i l i t a r y programme of the 
United States and some of i t s a l l i e s designed t o acnieve m i l i t a r y s u p e r i o r i t y have 
a p a r t i c u l a r l y negative e f f e c t on i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y . More s p e c i f i c a l l y , 
programmes are being implemented f o r the development and production of nuclear 
weapons, and f o r the development of weapons based on the l a t e s t s c i e n t i f i c 
achievements and d i s c o v e r i e s . S t r a t e g i c concepts and d o c t r i n e s are being introduced 
based on the assumption t h a t i t i s p o s s i b l e to win a v i c t o r y i n a nuclear war by 
being the f i r s t to use nuclear weapons. A l l t h i s leads to an aggravation of 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s and the d i s r u p t i o n of i n t e r n a t i o n a l s t a b i l i t y . 

Not only the process of p o l i t i c a l contacts but a l s o the normal development of 
economic, s c i e n t i f i c and t e c h n i c a l , and c u l t u r a l t i e s between States are being 
hindered. Economic "sanctions" and embargoes are again being imposed as an 
instrument of p o l i c y . Propaganda campaigns of a p a r t i c u l a r l y v i c i o u s nature are 
being waged against the s o c i a l order and the people of the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s . 

We share the opinion t h a t the i n t e n t i o n of NATO to c a r r y out i t s d e c i s i o n 
concerning the deployment of new American medium-range m i s s i l e s on the t e r r i t o r y 
of a number of west European c o u n t r i e s represents a very s e r i o u s danger f o r the 
peoples of Europe. The implementation of t h i s d e c i s i o n would i n e v i t a b l y l e a d t o 
a new aggravation of the s i t u a t i o n and a severe worsening of European s e c u r i t y . 

Under the circumstances, the i n i t i a t i v e s and a c t i o n s of a l l c o u n t r i e s i n the 
sphere of disarmament acquire a p a r t i c u l a r importance f o r strengthening world peace 
and s e c u r i t y . And here I want t o s t r e s s that we f i r m l y b e l i e v e i n the important 
r o l e of the non-aligned c o u n t r i e s i n e f f o r t s to avert the danger of nuclear war, 
to h a l t the arms race and t o achieve disarmament. 

With your- permission, Comrade Chairman, I should l i k e t o note the way i n which 
the c u r r e n t s e s s i o n has opened. The p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the work of the Committee 
of high-ranking statesmen i s undoubtedly d e s i r a b l e . I t c o n t r i b u t e s to boosting 
the a u t h o r i t y of the Committee and above a l l i t a t t r a c t s the a t t e n t i o n of the mass 
media, which have otherwise f o r g o t t e n us. I would not, however, hide my 
disappointment and, I am sure, the disappointment of many colleagues that t h e i r 
speeches o f f e r e d no new ideas and proposals. On the c o n t r a r y , w e l l known negative 
p o s i t i o n s of the West were reconfirmed, and harsh and unfounded a t t a c k s against 
the S o v i e t Union and the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s were repeated here again. 

I t would be the l e a s t to say t h a t we can only be s o r r y f o r these developments. 
I t i s q u i t e obvious t h a t l a r g e p o r t i o n s of those speeches were not addressed to the 
Committee but r a t h e r to p u b l i c opinion i n c e r t a i n c o u n t r i e s . I am beginning to 
wonder: i s the Committee on Disarmament being included i n some l a r g e - s c a l e 
propaganda campaign? We read t h a t one great country has created two t o p - l e v e l 
s p e c i a l committees and has provided generous sums i n order to i n f l u e n c e p u b l i c 
opinion and make i t favourable to the Western concepts on disarmament i s s u e s . In 
another great country, a p r o j e c t has been proposed f o r h i r i n g an a d v e r t i s i n g agency 
to convince the c i t i z e n s of t h a t country of the n e c e s s i t y of i n s t a l l i n g new f o r e i g n 
m i s s i l e s on t h e i r t e r r i t o r y . 

I should not p r e d i c t what the r e a c t i o n of p u b l i c o p i n i o n i n these c o u n t r i e s 
w i l l be as a r e s u l t of the " p u b l i c i t y " campaigns. The d i s t i n g u i s h e d head of the 
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Swedish d e l e g a t i o n s t a t e d t h a t p u b l i c o p i n i o n i s i n harmony w i t h common sense, 
b a s i c values and sound p o l i t i c s . And may I add t h a t the people of the t w e n t i e t h 
century are w e l l informed and can e a s i l y detect what i s the t r u t h and what i s a 
l i e , what i s moral and what i s demagogic, and above a l l they know what i s best f o r 
them. Without doubt, i t i s peace, a world without arms and without wars. 

Now I would l i k e t o g i v e i n b r i e f the view of my d e l e g a t i o n on the Committee's 
agenda and the order of p r i o r i t i e s . 

The Committee on Disarmament would not l i v e up t o expectations i f i t d i d not 
pursue v i g o r o u s l y the s o l u t i o n of the key questions of today — the prevention of 
nuclear war and the achievement of progress i n the e l a b o r a t i o n of a stage-by,-stage 
programme of nuclear disarmament. 

The d e l e g a t i o n of the People's Republic of B u l g a r i a introduced a document on 
t h i s q u e s t i o n a t the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n on disarmament, on behalf o f the 
s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s . Therefore, we s t r o n g l y support the p o s i t i o n of the non-aligned 
c o u n t r i e s f o r the i n c l u s i o n i n the agenda of the i s s u e on working out, on a 
m u l t i l a t e r a l b a s i s , measures to prevent a nuclear war. A l l over the world, 
m i l l i o n s of people are j o i n i n g the movement f o r peace and disarmament. Their 
p e r s i s t e n t demand i s t h a t s p e c i f i c measures be taken t o a v e r t the n u c l e a r t h r e a t . 
In t h i s respect a c r u c i a l n e c e s s i t y i s the r e n u n c i a t i o n of s t r a t e g i c concepts and 
d o c t r i n e s c r e a t i n g a p s y c h o l o g i c a l c l i m a t e of " a c c e p t a b i l i t y " o f the use of nuclear 
weapons. I t i s i n t h i s context that my d e l e g a t i o n would l i k e t o s t r e s s once again 
the importance of the h i s t o r i c step undertaken -by the Soviet, Union t o d e c l a r e a 
u n i l a t e r a l pledge not t o be the f i r s t t o use nuclear weapons. This example should 
be f o l l o w e d by other nuclear-weapon S t a t e s which have not yet done so. This i s 
a stand which i s not taken by the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s o n l y . The i d e a of responding 
i d e n t i c a l l y t o the S o v i e t i n i t i a t i v e s i s shared by a u t h o r i t a t i v e c i r c l e s i n the 
West, t o o . Last week, according t o a d i s p a t c h by the Associated Press, a group 
of former m i l i t a r y l e a d e r s i n the United S t a t e s , the United Kingdom and the Federal 
Republic of Germany has c a l l e d f o r a d e c l a r a t i o n by the West t h a t i t would not be 
the f i r s t t o use nuclear weapons. Both o r d i n a r y c i t i z e n s and m i l i t a r y e xperts 
are becoming i n c r e a s i n g l y aware of the danger posed by the c u r r e n t t h i n k i n g on 
n u c l e a r matters I n Washington. R e g r e t t a b l y , what we heard i n t h i s Committee on 
behalf of the United States shows no s h i f t i n the American p o s i t i o n on the f i r s t -
use d o c t r i n e s or i t s endeavours t o reach m i l i t a r y s u p e r i o r i t y . 

Next, we a r e , as i s w e l l known, f o r working out as soon as p o s s i b l e a t r e a t y 
on a complete.>and u n i v e r s a l nuclear-weapon t e s t ban. 

At the present s e s s i o n the s i t u a t i o n regarding t h i s p r e s s i n g i s s u e i s notable 
f o r c e r t a i n new,aspects. Above a l l there i s a c l e a r tendency i n favour of 
widening the mandate of the r e l e v a n t Ad Hoc Working Group, with a view to c r e a t i n g 
the necessary c o n d i t i o n s f o r n e g o t i a t i n g the d r a f t o f a t r e a t y . This i s the 
p o s i t i o n o f the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s and of a number of other c o u n t r i e s members of -
the committee a l s o . 

The proposal of the Soviet Union, made a t the t h i r t y - s e v e n t h s e s s i o n of the 
United Nations General Assembly, on the b a s i c p r o v i s i o n s of a t r e a t y on the complete 
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and u n i v e r s a l p r o h i b i t i o n of nuclear weapon t e s t s , i s of p a r t i c u l a r p r a c t i c a l 
importance. So f a r as the Ad Hoc Working Group of the Committee on a comprehensive 
t e s t ban i s concerned, i t i s necessary t h a t the Group should be j o i n e d by those 
nuclear-weapon States which have not so f a r p a r t i c i p a t e d i n i t s a c t i v i t i e s . 

The resumption of the t r i p a r t i t e n e g o t i a t i o n s between the USSR, the 
United States and the United Kingdom would undoubtedly give a considerable impetus 
t o the e f f o r t s of the Committee on Disarmament to reach a complete and u n i v e r s a l 
ban on nuclear-weapon t e s t s . 

We share the view that one of the Committee's main tasks i s accelerating--the 
e l a b o r a t i o n of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n and e l i m i n a t i o n o f 
chemical weapons. The s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , i n c l u d i n g the People's Republic of 
B u l g a r i a , are a c t i v e l y pursuing t h i s course. The b a s i c p r o v i s i o n s f o r a chemical 
weapons convention introduced' by the USSR, the other r e l e v a n t documents of the 
s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , as w e l l as t h e i r p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n t h i s Committee's Ad Hoc 
Working Group on Chemical Weapons are s i g n i f i c a n t examples of t h e i r c o n s t r u c t i v e 
a c t i v i t y . For c o - o r d i n a t i n g mutually acceptable t e x t s , however, i t i s necessary 
for* c e r t a i n States to g i v e up t h e i r attempts to enforce the i n c l u s i o n of u n r e a l i s t i c 
or biased elements i n che f u t u r e convention. We are a w a i t i n g with i n t e r e s t the 
proposal of the United States on t h i s matter. 

Regrettably, the l e a d i n g Western power continues t o d i s r u p t the normal 
atmosphere i n the Committee and i t s Working Group, and by d i r e c t i n g unfounded 
a l l e g a t i o n s against another member State i s t r y i n g to i n f l u e n c e the n e g o t i a t i o n s 
on a chemical weapons convention. As i n the past, my d e l e g a t i o n i s of the o p i n i o n 
t h a t the resumption of the Soviet-American n e g o t i a t i o n s on banning chemical weapons 
w i l l considerably improve the chances f o r the e a r l y e l a b o r a t i o n of a convention. 

The e l a b o r a t i o n of a convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of neutron weapons i s 
another item t c which my country attaches great importance. As i s w e l l known, a 
d r a f t of such a convention was introduced by the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s . i n 1978. 
The urgency of t h i s problem i s f a r from d e c l i n i n g , p a r t i c u l a r l y when i t i s viewed 
i n the context of the growing need to a v e r t nuclear war and h a l t the nuclear arms 
race. 

In the view of the d e l e g a t i o n of the People's Republic of B u l g a r i a the 
Committee ought, at i t s present s e s s i o n , to decide on the opening, without delay, 
of n e g o t i a t i o n s on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the s t a t i o n i n g of weapons of any kind i n 
outer space. Judging from the r e s u l t s of the t h i r t y - s e v e n t h session of the 
United Nations General Assembly on t h i s Issue, the c o n c l u s i o n may be drawn th a t 
there i s now a wider b a s i s f o r working out a g e n e r a l l y acceptable mandate f o r a 
working group. We are r e s o l u t e l y f o r the c r e a t i o n of an ad hoc working group 
on t h i s s u b j e c t , and are ready f o r c o n s u l t a t i o n s and co-operation with a l l 
i n t e r e s t e d d e l e g a t i o n s . At the same time we v i g o r o u s l y oppose any suggestions 
t o simply "exchange views", or "address the matter i n a more systematic way", 
as a s u b s t i t u t e f o r genuine n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

My d e l e g a t i o n i s among those which are i n favour of reaching speedy agreement 
concerning an i n t e r n a t i o n a l convention on the p r o h i b i t i o n of r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. 
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In regard t o t h i s i s s u e we would l i k e to draw the a t t e n t i o n of Committee members 
to the need f o r c e r t a i n States t o i n d i c a t e t h e i r readiness t o r e v i s e t h e i r 
maximalist f o r m u l a t i o n s , which have f a i l e d , i n the course of time, to win general 
approval. We are convinced t h a t a demonstration of g o o d w i l l on the p a r t of those 
delegat i o n s w i l l a l l o w a process of b r i d g i n g the d i f f e r e n c e s on problems l i k e the 
scope of a f u t u r e convention, and the way t o the f i n a l 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 r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons w i l l be c l e a r e d . 

A t o p i c a l problem which should f i n d i t s place i n the agenda i s the working, 
out of measures t o ensure the safe development of nuclear energy. The People's 
Republic of B u l g a r i a has a s p e c i a l i n t e r e s t i n t h i s problem s i n c e a c o n s i d e r a b l e 
p a r t of the power output i n the country comes from nuclear thermal sources. 

As t o speeding up the s o l u t i o n of the problem of strengthening the s e c u r i t y 
guarantees of non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s , the p o s i t i o n of my d e l e g a t i o n on the i s s u e 
i s w e l l known. Our p o s i t i o n was r e a f f i r m e d a t the t h i r t y - s e v e n t h s e s s i o n of the 
General Assembly o f the United Nations and was embodied i n r e s o l u t i o n 37/80. 

Needless t o say, i n the course of the s p r i n g s e s s i o n the B u l g a r i a n d e l e g a t i o n 
w i l l address i n g r e a t e r depth a l l of the above i s s u e s as w e l l as other questions 
which w i l l be i n c l u d e d i n the agenda. 

In c o n c l u s i o n , I would l i k e t o s t a t e t h a t the d e l e g a t i o n of the People's , 
Republic of B u l g a r i a i s ready t o p a r t i c i p a t e most a c t i v e l y i n the n e g o t i a t i o n s 
and the proceedings- i n the Committee. In the s p i r i t of the Prague D e c l a r a t i o n , 
we are. ready f o r c o n s i s t e n t e f f o r t s aimed at, reaching agreements which would provide 
f o r a r e d u c t i o n and l i q u i d a t i o n of weapons and i n p a r t i c u l a r nuclear weapons. As 
i s s t a t e d i n the D e c l a r a t i o n , "today there i s no task more important f o r the peoples 
of the world than the p r e s e r v a t i o n of peace and the h a l t i n g of the arms rac e . I t 
i s the d.uty of a l l governments and a l l those who are r e s p o n s i b l e f o r determining 
the p o l i c i e s of t h e i r c o u n t r i e s t o accomplish t h i s t a s k " . In my o p i n i o n , the 
Committee on Disarmament should do e v e r y t h i n g i n i t s power t o prove worthy o f t h i s 
noble t a s k . 

The CHAIRMAN; I thank the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of B u l g a r i a f o r h i s statement and 
f o r the k i n d words addressed t o the Chairman. 

We have exhausted the time a v a i l a b l e t o us t h i s morning. I i n t e n d to suspend 
t h i s plenary meeting now and t o resume i t t h i s afternoon a t 3»30 p.m., so t h a t the 
Committee may l i s t e n to the remaining members l i s t e d t o speak today. 

The meeting was suspended at 1 p.m. and resumed a t 3-30 P-°»» 
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The CHAIRMAN : The 193rd plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament 
i s resumed. 

The Committee w i l l now l i s t e n to those speakers who could not make t h e i r 
statements t h i s morning. 

I now give the f l o o r to the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the united States of America, 
Ambassador F i e l d s . 

г 

Mr. FIELDS (United States of America): Mr. Chairman, may I as s o c i a t e 
myself and my del e g a t i o n w i t h the remarks d i r e c t e d to the Chair by Vice-President Bush 
l a s t week, and with h i s high t r i b u t e to our d i s t i n g u i s h e d and honoured colleague, 
Ambassador García Robles o f Mexico, i n h i s deserved r e c o g n i t i o n as a Nobel peace 
l a u r e a t e . I wish a l s o t o greet and welcome the many new colleagues i n our 
Committee and pledge to them the f r i e n d s h i p and co-operation of the United States 
d e l e g a t i o n . We take s p e c i a l pleasure i n c o n g r a t u l a t i n g our f r i e n d , Jan Martenson, , 
on h i s promotion to Under-Secretary-General and wish him w e l l as he undertakes 
the important l e a d e r s h i p of the new Department f o r Disarmament A f f a i r s i n the 
United Nations S e c r e t a r i a t . 

My d e l e g a t i o n wishes a l s o to note with deep sorrow the passing of 
Dr. U l f E r i c s s o n who l e d with d i s t i n c t i o n the Ad Hoc Group of S c i e n t i f i c Experts 
f o r many years. His able l e a d e r s h i p and e x p e r t i s e i n t h i s v i t a l a c t i v i t y w i l l 
be s o r e l y missed. 

Mr. Chairman, the complete and e f f e c t i v e p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons 
i s perhaps the most important task c u r r e n t l y before t h i s Committee. This i s 
an area which i s r i p e f o r s e r i o u s n e g o t i a t i o n s . Much p r e l i m i n a r y work has already 
been done and the p r i n c i p a l i s s u e s have been w e l l - d e f i n e d . I t i s now time 
f o r the Committee to i n t e n s i f y i t s e f f o r t s to re s o l v e these c r i t i c a l d i f f e r e n c e s 
so t h a t the spectre of chemical warfare may never again threaten mankind. 

In h i s statement to the Committee on 4 February, V i c e - P r e s i d e n t Bush 
r e i t e r a t e d the commitment of the United States to the o b j e c t i v e of the complete 
and v e r i f i a b l e e l i m i n a t i o n of chemical weapons and st r e s s e d the urgency of i t s 
accomplishment. My task i n t a k i n g the f l o o r today i s to present i n d e t a i l the 
views of my Government as to how t h i s long-sought o b j e c t i v e can f i n a l l y be 
reached. I w i l l o f f e r t o the Committee a comprehensive document on the content 
of an e f f e c t i v e convention and o u t l i n e our suggestions on how the Committee can 
most r a p i d l y move ahead. 

I f progress i s to be made, i t i s e s s e n t i a l t h a t the views of a l l delegations 
be c l e a r l y s t a t e d — and i n d e t a i l . To t h i s end my de l e g a t i o n o u t l i n e d , on 
12 August l a s t , the points which we b e l i e v e could serve as" the basis f o r a 
chemical weapons convention. VJe f u r t h e r developed these ideas i n the 
contact groups and c o n s u l t a t i o n s on t e c h n i c a l i s s u e s . 

Today, the United States i s t a b l i n g our d e t a i l e d views on the content of a 
complete and v e r i f i a b l e chemical weapons convention, which we hope w i l l serve 
as a framework f o r d i s c u s s i o n . I t w i l l be the basis f o r United States p a r t i c i p a t i o n 
i n n e g o t i a t i o n s to reso l v e key iss u e s which are indispensable to the r e a l i z a t i o n 
of our common o b j e c t i v e . 
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Our document i s an e l a b o r a t i o n of the general p o i n t s which we presented 
l a s t summer. I would s t r e s s , however, t h a t the substance of the document r e s u l t s 
from a very c a r e f u l review by our experts of the ideas presented i n the Committee 
by many delegati o n s over a period of years. The r e s u l t s achieved i n the 
contact groups e s t a b l i s h e d l a s t summer recei v e d p a r t i c u l a r a t t e n t i o n . As you 
study our document, i t w i l l become apparent that suggestions and ideas from many 
d i f f e r e n t sources have been adopted. There are a l s o many new i d e a s . 

As delegations w i l l have an opportunity to study the document i n some d e t a i l , 
l e t me j u s t sketch out b r i e f l y our approach to the key i s s u e s , e s p e c i a l l y those 
r e l a t i n g t o v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance. 

The United States supports a comprehensive ban on chemical weapons. Any 
a c t i v i t y t o c r e a t e or maintain a chemical weapons c a p a b i l i t y would be f o r b i d d e n . 
On the other hand, chemical a c t i v i t i e s with a l e g i t i m a t e purpose would continue 
unhampered. The convention should a l s o c o n t a i n s e v e r a l s p e c i f i c p r o v i s i o n s 
r e l a t i n g to the use of chemical weapons to help ensure t h a t our common o b j e c t i v e — 
to remove the menace of the p o s s i b l e use of such weapons — i s met. In p a r t i c u l a r , 
use i n circumstances not covered by the Geneva P r o t o c o l should be p r o h i b i t e d ; the 
p r o v i s i o n s f o r d e a l i n g with compliance i s s u e s should be a p p l i c a b l e to a l l 
a l l e g a t i o n s of chemical weapons use. 

E x i s t i n g chemical weapons stocks and production and f i l l i n g f a c i l i t i e s would 
be promptly d e c l a r e d , and destroyed over a 10-year p e r i o d . In order t o take i n t o 
account concerns expressed i n contact group d i s c u s s i o n s , we have in c o r p o r a t e d 
s p e c i f i c ideas f o r d e a l i n g with the p o s s i b l e d i s c o v e r y of chemical munitions, 
f o r example, on World War I b a t t l e f i e l d s , a f t e r the i n i t i a l d e c l a r a t i o n of 
s t o c k s . 

As V i c e - P r e s i d e n t Bush emphasized, the key to an e f f e c t i v e convention i s the 
tlvui assurance of compliance through e f f e c t i v e v e r i f i c a t i o n . We have learned 
the hard way — through the b i t t e r experience of recent events i n Sverdlovsk, 
south-east Asia and Afghanistan — t h a t e f f e c t i v e v e r i f i c a t i o n i s an absolute 
n e c e s s i t y f o r any future agreement. 

Many d i f f e r e n t approaches to the v e r i f i c a t i o n of a chemical weapons ban 
have been discussed i n t h i s Committee. We share the view of the m a j o r i t y of 
d e l e g a t i o n s , which have emphasized the importance of 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 . Only an independent, i m p a r t i a l system r e s p o n s i b l e t o a l l 
the p a r t i e s can provide the necessary confidence t h a t the p r o v i s i o n s of the 
convention are being f a i t h f u l l y observed. N a t i o n a l t e c h n i c a l means alone are 
not s u f f i c i e n t , as they are a v a i l a b l e only to a few and are of extremely l i m i t e d 
u t i l i t y f o r the v e r i f i c a t i o n of a chemical weapons ban. Nor can s o - c a l l e d 
systems of " n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n " , which would be tantamount to s e l f - i n s p e c t i o n 
by p a r t i e s , be taken s e r i o u s l y when one considers the v i t a l import of such a 
convention. 
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In our view, the f o l l o w i n g should be subject to appropriate forms of 
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 on an agreed b a s i s : 

Declared chemical weapon s t o c k p i l e s and the process of t h e i r 
e l i m i n a t i o n ; 

Declared chemical weapons production and f i l l i n g f a c i l i t i e s and 
the process of t h e i r e l i m i n a t i o n ; 

Declared f a c i l i t i e s f o r permitted production of chemicals which pose 
a p a r t i c u l a r r i s k . 

To avoid misunderstanding, I want to emphasize that we do not b e l i e v e i t 
necessary to subject the e n t i r e chemical i n d u s t r y of States to i n s p e c t i o n , 
nor do we seek to have i n s p e c t o r s roam throughout the t e r r i t o r y of a p a r t y . 
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 i s necessary only at a l i m i t e d 
and c a r e f u l l y - d e f i n e d group of f a c i l i t i e s , which must be d e c l a r e d . 

An e f f e c t i v e mechanism f o r d e a l i n g with compliance i s s u e s i s e s s e n t i a l . 
This i s one of the key lessons to be drawn from the compliance problems 
encountered i n recent years with respect to the Geneva P r o t o c o l and the 
b i o l o g i c a l and t o x i n weapons Convention. My d e l e g a t i o n b e l i e v e s that the 
mechanism must promote prompt r e s o l u t i o n of i s s u e s at the lowest p o s s i b l e 
p o l i t i c a l l e v e l . At the same time i t must be f l e x i b l e , and a l l o w i s s u e s to be 
taken to higher l e v e l s , i n c l u d i n g the S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l , whenever th a t may be 
necessary. We b e l i e v e that States must undertake a strong commitment to 
co-operate i n r e s o l v i n g compliance i s s u e s . This should i n c l u d e a s t r i n g e n t 
o b l i g a t i o n to permit i n s p e c t i o n s on a challenge b a s i s . 

The United States delegation i s p u t t i n g forward t h i s document to help 
advance the work of the Committee. We b e l i e v e that the v e r i f i c a t i o n approach 
i t described i s tough but f a i r and p r a c t i c a l . I want to emphasize that we 
are not seeking absolute v e r i f i c a t i o n . We recognize t h a t some r i s k s w i l l have 
to be accepted. However, we do i n s i s t t h a t these r i s k s be minimized i n order 
to safeguard our s e c u r i t y and that of a l l other c o u n t r i e s . We must have a 
l e v e l of v e r i f i c a t i o n which meets that o b j e c t i v e . 

I want al s o to emphasize that we are c o n t i n u i n g to explore p o s s i b i l i t i e s 
f o r new and more e f f e c t i v e means of v e r i f i c a t i o n , f o r example, p o s s i b l e use 
of o n - s i t e sensors. We have i n v i t e d others to j o i n us i n a co-operative 
e v a l u a t i o n of such sensors. I wish to r e a f f i r m t h a t i n v i t a t i o n . Furthermore, 
we are prepared to explore s e r i o u s l y any suggestions by others f o r achieving 
an e f f e c t i v e l e v e l of v e r i f i c a t i o n . Cur views are subject to m o d i f i c a t i o n and 
f u r t h e r refinement. In f a c t , we encourage c o n s t r u c t i v e comments and c o n t r i b u t i o n s 
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from other d e l e g a t i o n s , p a r t i c u l a r l y with respect to any a d d i t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n 
arrangements which would reduce the problems of p o s s i b l e undeclared s t o c k p i l e s 
and f a c i l i t i e s . 

Ue recognize, too, t h a t on reading t h i s lengthy document questions may 
a r i s e . Ue welcome your questions and w i l l do our best to respond promptly. 
We are anxious to e x p l a i n our approach. In f a c t , our d e l e g a t i o n i s 
t e n t a t i v e l y planning to hold, i n the near f u t u r e , an i n f o r m a l s e s s i o n open 
to a l l delegations f o r the express purpose of r e c e i v i n g and responding to 
your questions and comments. 

Vice«President Bush pointed out that a chemical weapons ban i s long 
overdue and urged t h a t e f f o r t s toward t h i s long-sought goal be i n t e n s i f i e d . 
The United States d e l e g a t i o n i s ready to engage i n i n t e n s i v e n e g o t i a t i o n s 
on a chemical weapons ban. We have once again augmented our d e l e g a t i o n 
w i t h our best experts. ,Our i n t e r e s t i s i n s o l v i n g problems so t h a t a 
convention can be achieved as soon as p o s s i b l e , and ive sense t h a t most 
del e g a t i o n s here share t h a t ardent d e s i r e . 

3ut, speaking f r a n k l y , the f i r s t three weeks of work on a chemical 
weapons ban t h i s year have been d i s c o u r a g i n g . I t has been q u i t e c l e a r t h a t a 
small group, l e d by the Soviet d e l e g a t i o n , has thwarted any achievement of 
concrete r e s u l t s . We c a l l upon the Soviet Union t o j o i n w i t h us-and other 
members of the Committee a t our 1933 s e s s i o n to f i n d ways to overcome the 
d i f f i c u l t i s s u e s which have prevented progress — e s p e c i a l l y those p e r t a i n i n g 
to v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance. As we have repeatedly made c l e a r , we are 
prepared to consider any and a l l channels, i n c l u d i n g b i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s , 
t h a t promise to be p r o d u c t i v e . We must have reason, however, to expect t h a t 
b i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s would be productiva r a t h e r than simply a device t o 
draw a cloak of secrecy around these v i t a l n e g o t i a t i o n s . Tnus f a r , we have 
had no reason to be o p t i m i s t i c on t h i s p o i n t . 

We have repeatedly s t a t e d t h a t f o r such n e g o t i a t i o n s to be f r u i t f u l , 
the Soviet Union needs to demonstrate, r a t h e r than simply p r o f e s s , t h a t i t 
i s genuinely ready to work out and accept e f f e c t i v e p r o v i s i o n s to v e r i f y 
compliance with a chemical weapons p r o h i o i t i o n . And tne Soviet Union must 
a l s o show the United States and the r e s t of the world t h a t i t w i l l abide 
by e x i s t i n g agreements i n t h i s area i f meaningful progress i s to be made. 

I t i s sobering to r e a l i z e t h a t the chemical weapons Working Group i s 
e n t e r i n g the f o u r t h year of i t s e x i s t e n c e . Considerable u s e f u l work has 
been accomplished, but the pace i s much too slow. The work can and must be 
a c c e l e r a t e d ; I would l i k e t o o u t l i n e some suggestions as to how t h i s could . 
be accomplished. 
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F i r s t , l e t us not waste time and energy on procedural s t r u g g l e s . The 
chemical weapons Working Group should be r e - e s t a b l i s h e d and resume i t s 
n e g o t i a t i o n s immediately. I t i s the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of the western delegations 
to nominate t h i s year's Chairman. As you know, Ambassador McPhail has 
agreed to assume the Chair under the r o t a t i o n system. Consultations on 
other procedural i s s u e s could be conducted simultaneously. Let us not hold 
up t h i s v i t a l work while we attempt to s o r t out other problems. 

Secondly, l e t us focus on the tough i s s u e s , which are the key t o r e a l 
progress towards a convention. Some may argue t h a t progress could be made 
by d e a l i n g with the '•easier'' i s s u e s , or by d r a f t i n g t r e a t y t e x t s on matters 
a l r e a d y agreed on i n p r i n c i p l e . But t h i s would be a f r u i t l e s s e x e r c i s e i f 
the key v e r i f i c a t i o n i ssues cannot be r e s o l v e d . We w i l l not support a 
d i v e r s i o n of e f f o r t away from the r e a l o b s t a c l e s to a convention. Before 
the d r a f t i n g of a c t u a l t r e a t y t e x t can be productive, an acceptable v e r i f i c a t i o n 
and compliance framework must f i r s t be negotiated. 

T h i r d l y , the chemical weapons Working Group should be allowed to proceed 
at i t s own pace. I t should determine i t s own schedule and not be dependent 
on the schedules of other groups. I t i s to be expected i n any s e r i o u s 
n e g o t i a t i o n that during some periods frequent meetings w i l l be needed, while 
i n other periods very i n f o r m a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s and work w i t h i n delegations w i l l 
be most productive. The Working Group should have the f l e x i b i l i t y to adopt 
whatever schedule w i l l best f a c i l i t a t e i t s work. 

Fo u r t h l y , the very u s e f u l i n n o v a t i o n of contact groups should be r e t a i n e d 
and r e f i n e d to permit r e l a t e d issues to be de a l t w i t h together. For example, 
a method needs to be found to deal simultaneously with a l l questions r e l a t e d to 
s t o c k p i l e s — d e c l a r a t i o n s , d e s t r u c t i o n and v e r i f i c a t i o n . These i s s u e s are so 
c l o s e l y l i n k e d t h a t they cannot be resolved i n i s o l a t i o n . 

F i f t h l y , more e f f e c t i v e ways must be found to make use of t e c h n i c a l e x p e r t i s e . 
Experience has shown th a t c l o s e i n t e r a c t i o n between t e c h n i c a l experts and 
diplomats i s e s s e n t i a l . While there w i l l continue to be a need f o r d i s c u s s i o n s 
which are p r i m a r i l y t e c h n i c a l , the highest p r i o r i t y should be given to 
i n t e g r a t i n g p o l i t i c a l and t e c h n i c a l c o n s i d e r a t i o n s , perhaps w i t h i n the framework 
of the contact groups. As part of the work of these groups, s p e c i f i c periods 
should be planned, wall i n advance, f o r combined p o l i t i c a l - t e c h n i c a l d i s c u s s i o n 
of i s s u e s on which t e c h n i c a l advice i s p a r t i c u l a r l y important. 

In c l o s i n g , I want to s t r e s s again what Vice-President Bush s a i d a few days 
ago i n t h i s room. The goal of my Government i s to e l i m i n a t e the t h r e a t of 
chemical warfare by achie v i n g a complete and v e r i f i a b l e ban on chemical weapons 
as soon as p o s s i b l e . We urge every member of t h i s Committee to j o i n the 
United States i n i n t e n s i v e n e g o t i a t i o n s to ensure t h a t the p o s s i b i l i t y of' 
chemical warfare i s el i m i n a t e d f o r ever. 

The CHAIRMAN : I thank the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the United States of America 
for h i s statement. I now give the f l o o r to the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of N i g e r i a , 
Ambassador Ijewere. 
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Mr. IJBWERE ( N i g e r i a ) : Mr. Chairman, my d e l e g a t i o n i s very pleased to see you 
p r e s i d i n g over the a f f a i r s o f our Committee f o r the month of February and a t the 
beginning of the 19-33 s e s s i o n of our work. Your wealth of experience i n the f i e l d 
of diplomacy as w e l l as your personal q u a l i t i e s are guarantees t h a t you w i l l p i l o t 
us s u c c e s s f u l l y through t h i s c r u c i a l month. On behalf of my d e l e g a t i o n I want t o 
assure you of our f u l l co-operation. You have taken over the chairmanship of the 
Committee from an e q u a l l y worthy predecessor, Ambassador Al f o n s o García Robles of 
Mexico. May I a l s o welcome the leaders of the d e l e g a t i o n s of I n d i a , Venezuela, 
the United Kingdom, China and Japan v/ho have ju3t j o i n e d us. 

Once again, I wi3h to place on record the joy w i t h which we r e c e i v e d the news 
of the honour conferred on two i l l u s t r i o u s c i t i z e n s o f t h i s Committee by the award 
to them of the Nobel Peace P r i z e f o r 19З2. Ambassador García Robles and 
Mrs. Alva Myrdal have d i s t i n g u i s h e d themselves i n t h e i r s e r v i c e to mankind. 
Ambassador Robles i s a man of many q u a l i t i e s but the two q u a l i t i e s I admire most 
i n him are h i s t e n a c i t y of purpose and the s a i n t l y courage with which he expresses 
h i s c o n v i c t i o n . 

A f t e r the United Nations General Assembly's second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n on disarmament 
followed by i t s t h i r t y - s e v e n t h r e g u l a r s e s s i o n , our Committee has resumed i t s work 
as the only m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i n g body on disarmament matters. Since the end 
o f the t h i r t y - s e v e n t h s e s s i o n of the General Assembly, nothing has happened t o 
improve the world p o l i t i c a l and economic c l i m a t e . But there i s some comfort i n the 
f a c t t h a t world p u b l i c o p i n i o n has s h i f t e d d r a m a t i c a l l y i n favour of disarmament and 
that the s u b j e c t i t s e l f i s no longer of marginal p o l i t i c a l i n t e r e s t . This i s borne 
out by the f a c t t h a t w i t h i n one week of the beginning of t h i s s e s s i o n , no l e s s than 
three world f i g u r e s have honoured the Committee by coming here i n person t o address 
us. I t i s a l s o important to note t h a t at no time i n the h i s t o r y of the 
United Nations has our Committee been armed with as many r e s o l u t i o n s as the опез 
handed over at the end of the l a s t Generaly Assembly s e s s i o n — a f a c t which r e f l e c t s 
the i n c r e a s i n g concern being shown by tne i n t e r n a t i o n a l community about the arms 
race . Indeed, i t i s a reminder t h a t the world i s i n c r i s i s — both p o l i t i c a l and 
economic c r i s e s — w i t h the one r e i n f o r c i n g the other. The p o l i t i c a l c r i s i s i s 
r e f l e c t e d i n the arms race which i n t u r n exacerbates the economic c r i s i s . I t i s 
a v i c i o u s c i r c l e . 

Men a l l over the world are becoming i n c r e a s i n g l y conscious about the 
u n c e r t a i n t y of the f u t u r e and the d e s i r e t o r i d the world of the menace of the arms 
race i n general and i n p a r t i c u l a r of the nuclear arms race. I t i s , t h e r e f o r e , i n 
the view of my d e l e g a t i o n , an important aspect of our r e s p o n s i b i l i t y not only to 
continue t o examine s e r i o u s l y the various items on our agenda w i t h i n the framework of 
the mandates r e c e i v e d from the United n a t i o n s General Assembly, but above a l l t o 
continue to u n d e r l i n e the major o b s t a c l e s to progress i n disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s . 
I t i s only i n t h i s way t h a t we can s u s t a i n the i n t e r e s t of the general p u b l i c which, 
i n the f i n a l a n a l y s i s , must decide when and how the arms race i s t o be brought t o 
an end. A f t e r a l l , i t i s the general p u b l i c whose scarce resources are being used 
to produce these weapons, of which they are a l s o the primary t a r g e t s . In t h i s 
regard, we b e l i e v e i t i s d e s i r a b l e t h a t we strengthen our co-operation w i t h the 
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non-governmental o r g a n i z a t i o n s and the peace movements — two types of o r g a n i z a t i o n s 
that have acted i n many areas as the v e h i c l e s through which our ideas are 
t r a n s m i t t e d to the world at l a r g e . 

I t has been shown throughout h i s t o r y t h a t , a f t e r a l l i s s a i d and done, power 
belongs to the people and t h a t p o l i t i c i a n s , however powerful they may be, must bow 
to the wishes, of the people. We are not s u r p r i s e d t h a t f o r some time some people 
have adopted negative a t t i t u d e s towards peace movements; but with time, thanks to 
t h e i r p e r s i s t e n c e and seriousness of purpose, i t has been shown that these 
o r g a n i z a t i o n s are motivated by the highest i d e a l s of peace and j u s t i c e f o r a l l 
mankind, and i n a world where everyone seems to be l o s i n g h i s head, they are g a i n i n g 
i n s t a t u r e and r e s p e c t a b i l i t y . I t i s worth while t o r e c a l l here that on the 
occasion of the presentation of the 1983 Nobel Peace P r i z e , a part of the c i t a t i o n 
was t h a t the r e c i p i e n t s were two people who have helped "to open the eyes of the 
world to the t h r e a t mankind faces i n continued nuclear armament". 

For too long we have heard i t s a i d here t h a t the main obstacle to progress i n 
disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s i s l a c k of p o l i t i c a l w i l l and one of us r i g h t l y pointed 
out some time l a s t year that p o l i t i c a l w i l l cannot be manufactured here i n Geneva. 
This i s true because i t means that on e/ery v i t a l i s s u e we need to seek d i r e c t i v e s 
from home. I f t h i s i s not true of everybody, i t i s c e r t a i n l y true of most of us. 
Assuming, t h e r e f o r e , that one needs d i r e c t i v e s from home which of course means 
from p o l i t i c a l bosses, one way of i n f l u e n c i n g such d e c i s i o n s i s through the 
democratic process of h e l p i n g to focus p u b l i c awareness on disarmament i s s u e s . 

Speaking as a c i t i z e n of the t h i r d world, I cannot but u n d e r l i n e the e v i l s of 
the arms race as i t a f f e c t s s o c i a l and economic l i v e s i n the poor c o u n t r i e s of the 
world. The problems t h a t make people and governments insecure are economic as 
w e l l as m i l i t a r y i n nature. Today, these problems are l i k e l y t o become worse, not 
b e t t e r , as a r e s u l t of m i l i t a r y spending. M i l i t a r y expenditure i s a form of 
consumption which absorbs the resources t h a t could otherwise have been used i n 
c i v i l i a n s o c i e t y . In the words of Adam Smith, "Great f l e e t s and armies are the 
models of unproductive labour". Jean B a p t i s t Say improved upon t h i s by saying, 
"Smith c a l l s the s o l d i e r an unproductive worker: would to God t h i s were t r u e ! 
For he i s much more a d e s t r u c t i v e worker; not only does he f a i l to e n r i c h s o c i e t y 
with any product and consume those needed f o r h i s upkeep, but only too o f t e n he i s 
c a l l e d upon t o destroy, u s e l e s s l y f o r h i m s e l f , the arduous product of others' work". 
Thi r d world c o u n t r i e s t h e r e f o r e see the arms race as the g r e a t e s t e v i l t h a t man 
has had to contend with i n t h i s century, e s p e c i a l l y at a time of prolonged and 
severe world r e c e s s i o n . 

With the exception of the r a c i s t regime i n South A f r i c a , A f r i c a n c o u n t r i e s 
have never been i n the vanguard of the arms race; r a t h e r they have been the v i c t i m s . 
A number of peace-loving A f r i c a n States i n southern A f r i c a l i k e Zambia, Mozambique, 
Angola, Zimbabwe and Lesotho have been v i c t i m s of unprovoked and h u m i l i a t i n g 
aggression by the r a c i s t regime i n South A f r i c a . The people of Namibia have been 
slaughtered i n l a r g e numbers by the r a c i s t s of South A f r i c a and on many occasions 
attempts have been made to d e s t a b i l i z e the Governments of A f r i c a n c o u n t r i e s by the 
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use of a 'band of s o c i a l o u t c a s t s , otherwise known as mercenaries, organized and 
financed by c e r t a i n elements i n s i d e and outside the c o n t i n e n t . As long as these 
h u m i l i a t i n g experiences p e r s i s t , A f r i c a n c o u n t r i e s may be forced t o acquire arms 
to defend t h e i r s overeignty, t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y r=nd s e l f - r e s p e c t . 

Although one must grant to every n a t i o n the r i g h t to e s t a b l i s h i t s own 
p r i o r i t i e s regarding i t s s e c u r i t y needs, a narrow i n t e r p r e t a t i o n of a nation's 
s e c u r i t y requirements may mean 1 е з з s e c u r i t y f o r o t h e r s . T h i s i s more so i n ' a 
vrorld that i s becoming i n c r e a s i n g l y interdependent. Some have argued t h a t 
armaments are the r e s u l t of i n s e c u r i t y much more than i n s e c u r i t y i s the r e s u l t of 
armaments. This i s not q u i t e the case because i t i s a l s o t r u e t h a t whether one 
f e e l s safe or insecure depends to a very l a r g e extent on who i s a c q u i r i n g the arms. 
When your p o t e n t i a l enemy acquires arms, he creates a f e e l i n g of i n s e c u r i t y i n you. 
When your f r i e n d a c q uires arms, you do not f e e l insecure.< So i t depends upon your 
r e l a t i o n s h i p w i t h the one a c q u i r i n g arms. In today's world what we are seeing i s 
an unprecedented arms race by two opposing camps. This means t h a t the a c q u i s i t i o n 
of arms by one camp i n v a r i a b l y leads t o a f e e l i n g of i n s e c u r i t y i n the other which 
then seeks t o redress the s i t u a t i o n oy a c q u i r i n g more arms. I t has been shown that 
t h i s endless a c q u i s i t i o n o f arms does not r e a l l y buy more s e c u r i t y . At the very 
best i t postpones the e v i l day. 

While i t i s t r u e t h a t we have many urgent problems to deal w i t h , i t i s the 
view of my d e l e g a t i o n t h a t there i s an ascending order o f urgency. For p s y c h o l o g i c a l 
reasons i t might be necessary to concentrate on those areas where success i s more 
l i k e l y and i n t h i s regard the n e g o t i a t i o n s to ban chemical weapons come r e a d i l y t o 
mind. I t i s , t h e r e f o r e , the view of my de l e g a t i o n that we should not l o s e the 
momentum alr e a d y a c q u i r e d i n the process o f n e g o t i a t i n g a chemical weapons ban. 
While we b e l i e v e i n the p s y c h o l o g i c a l advantage of t r y i n g t o achieve success where 
i t i s more l i k e l y , we are convinced, l i k e the r e s t o f mankind, t h a t the" most urgent 
task before us i s nuclear disarmament. Because of t h e i r d e v a s t a t i n g and' 
i n d i s c r i m i n a t e e f f e c t , nuclear weapons can hard l y be regarded p r i m a r i l y as weapons 
of war. They are essentially'weapons of genocide and mass k i l l i n g . The intended 
t a r g e t s of nuclear weapons are not the combatants i n the f i e l d but the c i v i l i a n 
p o p u l a t i o n . This was demonstrated i n Hiroshima and Nagasaki. I t i s , t h e r e f o r e , 
our hope t h a t the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban w i l l s t a r t i t s work 
as soon as p o s s i b l e , w i t h a wider mandate covering not only v e r i f i c a t i o n but a l s o 
the scope of an agreement. 

In recent months there has baen a s e r i e s of proposals by the Superpowers on 
c e r t a i n v i t a l aspects of disarmament. We hope t h a t these proposals w i l l be taken 
up s e r i o u s l y by those to whom they are addressed. We have heard about the zero 
o p t i o n proposed by one Superpower. We hope i t w i l l not be r e j e c t e d out of hand, 
e s p e c i a l l y now tha t i t has been made known that i t i s not a t a k e - i t - o r - l e a v e - i t 
p r oposal. In other words, i t can be modified by n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

In t h i s Committee we have a l s o r e c e i v e d document CD/338, introduced by the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d Ambassador of Czechoslovakia. The document conta i n s a proposal by 
the Warsaw Pact c o u n t r i e s f o r the conc l u s i o n of a t r e a t y on the "mutual r e n u n c i a t i o n 
of the use of m i l i t a r y f o r c e and the maintenance o f peaceful r e l a t i o n s " between them 
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and the NATO c o u n t r i e s . I t i s explained i n the document th a t the core of the 
t r e a t y could be "the mutual commitment of the States members of the two a l l i a n c e s 
not t o be the f i r s t to use nuclear or conventional arms ag a i n s t one another, and 
thus not t o be the f i r s t t o use a g a i n s t one another m i l i t a r y f o r c e i n g e n e r a l " . 
Moreover the t r e a t y would c o n t a i n a commitment Dy the s i g n a t o r i e s "not t o use f o r c e 
a g a i n s t t h i r d c o u n t r i e s " . 

I t i s the view of my d e l e g a t i o n t h a t t h i s proposal deserves s e r i o u s 
c o n s i d e r a t i o n . Vie are not naive enough t o b e l i e v e t h a t n e g o t i a t i n g such an 
agreement w i l l be an easy t a s k . Nothing of value i s easy t o acquire and one should 
not abandon a worthwhile cause simply because i t i s d i f f i c u l t t o r e a l i z e . We are 
pleased t o note t h a t so f a r there has not been any o u t r i g h t r e j e c t i o n of the Prague 
proposals. Indeed, the only major r e a c t i o n known to my d e l e g a t i o n i s t h a t by the 
Vice-Chancellor and Foreign M i n i s t e r of the Federal Republic of Germany, 
Mr. Hans-Dietrich Genscher when he addressed us on 3 February t h i s year. On t h a t 
occasion he s a i d , "The North A t l a n t i c defence a l l i a n c e i s ready to examine whether 
the Warsaw Pact d e c l a r a t i o n opens p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r applying the p r i n c i p l e of the 
ban on f o r c e embodied i n the United Nations Charter even more c o n s i s t e n t l y i n 
r e l a t i o n s among S t a t e s " . In our o p i n i o n t h i s i s an encouraging development 
provided t h a t s e r i o u s steps are taken to examine the proposals l e a d i n g to a c t u a l 
n e g o t i a t i o n s i n good f a i t h . 

Before c l o s i n g I should l i k e to speak b r i e f l y on two major items of s p e c i a l 
concern to my d e l e g a t i o n . The f i r s t i s the problem of an arms race i n outer space. 
I t i s our view, which we have held c o n s i s t e n t l y , t h a t outer space must be a zone 
of> peace t o be used f o r the b e n e f i t of a l l mankind. Serious e f f o r t s should be 
made by t h i s Committee to implement General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 37/83 c a l l i n g upon 
i t t o e s t a b l i s h an ad hoc working group on the subject a t the beginning of the 
1983 s e s s i o n , with a view to undertaking n e g o t i a t i o n s f o r the c o n c l u s i o n of an 
agreement or agreements, as a p p r o p r i a t e , t o prevent an arms race i n a l l i t s aspects 
i n outer space. 

The second i s the need to prevent the outbreak of nuclear war. At no time i n 
recent years i s the prospect of an outbreak of nuclear war more imminent than today, 
thanks to the complete l a c k o f meaningful dialogue between the East and West and 
the f a s t development of m i l i t a r y technology, which i s now a major f a c t o r i n the 
conduct of i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s . This foreboding s c e n a r i o , i n our humble 
o p i n i o n , r e q u i r e s t h i s Committee to do i t s utmost to respond to the c a l l made by 
the world community a t the t h i r t y - s e v e n t h s e s s i o n of the United Nations 
General Assembly t o undertake, as a matter of urgency, n e g o t i a t i o n s w i t h a view 
to a c h i e v i n g agreement on appropriate and p r a c t i c a l measures f o r the prevention of 
nuclear war. 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of N i g e r i a f o r h i s statement and f o r 
the kind words addressed to the Chairman. 

I now g i v e the f l o o r to the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of E t h i o p i a , Ambassador T e r r e f e . 
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Mr. TERREFE ( E t h i o p i a ) : Comrade Chairman, i t g i v e s me great pleasure t o see 
you p r e s i d i n g at the opening of the 1983 s e s s i o n of the Committee on Disarmament 
and to wish you w e l l as you s t r i v e to conduct the beginning of our work i n the 
d i r e c t i o n o f the progress we a l l seek to achieve. 

My d e l e g a t i o n i s g r a t i f i e d that your predecessor i n the c h a i r , the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
Ambassador García Robles of Mexico, who i s acclaimed by a l l as a staunch advocate of 
peace and genuine disarmament has earned the NoDel Peace P r i z e f o r 1982. We would 
l i k e , through you, S i r , to extend our warmest c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s to him. The many 
q u a l i t i e s which Ambassador García Robles has d i s p l a y e d are so w e l l known th a t we are 
proud to have someone l i k e him i n our midst, one who has devoted the b e t t e r part of 
h i s a c t i v e l i f e to the s t r u g g l e f o r peace and disarmament. We a l s o j o i n those 
d e l e g a t i o n s which have p a i d t r i b u t e to Mrs. Myrdal as co-winner of the Nobel Peace 
P r i z e and request the d e l e g a t i o n o f Sweden, through you, Comrade Chairman, k i n d l y to 
convey our c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s to her. 

I should l i k e to welcome our new colleagues i n the Committee, the d i s t i n g u i s h e d 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s of A l g e r i a , China, I n d i a , Japan, Sweden, the United Kingdom and 
Venezuela. My d e l e g a t i o n would a l s o l i k e to extend i t s c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s to 
Mr. Jan Martenson on h i s appointment as Under-Secretary-General of the Department f o r 
Disarmament A f f a i r s i n New York. 

No one can f a i l to note with deep concern the s e r i o u s a n x i e t y of the peoples of 
the world as regards the current i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n . I t i s undeniable that the 
world i s i n a p e r i o d of economic and p o l i t i c a l t e n s i o n , the e f f e c t s of which permeate 
the e n t i r e f a b r i c of a l l i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s . Aggressive postures c h a r a c t e r i z e 
most ongoing n e g o t i a t i o n s . E t h i o p i a and other developing c o u n t r i e s b e l i e v e i n the 
p r i n c i p l e s of peaceful coexistence and are s t r u g g l i n g to create the c o n d i t i o n s f o r 
economic and s o c i a l development. For t h i s reason they should not be prime t a r g e t s 
f o r i n t e r n a t i o n a l i m p e r i a l i s m , or co-ordinated m i l i t a r y , p o l i t i c a l and economic 
aggression. 

In the Committee on Disarmament, the main i s s u e now i s the prevention of 
nuclear war. The Group of 21 and the s o c i a l i s t group have j u s t i f i a b l y c a l l e d f o r 
t h i s q u e stion to be I n s c r i b e d as a separate item on the Committee's agenda and a 
corresponding ad hoc working group to be e s t a b l i s h e d . E t h i o p i a f u l l y supports t h i s 
proposal which should merit the highest p r i o r i t y a t t e n t i o n . As s t a t e d by my 
d e l e g a t i o n i n the past, E t h i o p i a cannot accept the n o t i o n of equating or l i n k i n g the 
prevention o f nuclear war w i t h other p o l i t i c a l i s s u e s . We r e j e c t such an argument, 
which only serves as a p r e t e x t f o r preventing n e g o t i a t i o n s f o r p r a c t i c a l measures on 
t h i s urgent q u e s t i o n . 

On the question of a nuclear t e s t ban, E t h i o p i a has c o n s i s t e n t l y c a l l e d f o r the 
c o n c l u s i o n of a comprehensive test-ban t r e a t y and would favour the ad hoc working 
group resuming and c o n t i n u i n g i t s work with a oroader mandate so as to negotiate on 
a l l aspects of the i s s u e . My d e l e g a t i o n a l s o favours the establishment of a working 
group on item 2, i . e . , the c e s s a t i o n of the nuclear arms race and .nuclear disarmament. 
The recent s e s s i o n of the General Assembly has drawn a t t e n t i o n t o the need f o r the 
s e t t i n g up of a working group on t h i s question i n r e s o l u t i o n 37/78 G, which urges t h i s 
Committee to e s t a b l i s h an ad hoc working group "as a matter or urgency". A mandate 
f o r such a working group has been proposed by the d e l e g a t i o n of I n d i a (CD/309) as w e l l 
as by the German Democratic Republic (CD/193), botn of which we f e e l deserve support. 
The complete c e s s a t i o n of nuclear -weapon t e s t s has been a b a s i c o b j e c t i v e of the 
United Nations f o r the past two decades. The t e c h n i c a l and s c i e n t i f i c aspects o f the 
problem have been adequately examined. What remains to be achieved i s the p o l i t i c a l 
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d e c i s i o n to discontinue a l l nuclear-weapon t e s t s f o r a l l times and i n a l l 
environments. Resolution 37/72 c a l l s upon the three States which are the 
d e p o s i t a r i e s o f the p a r t i a l test-ban Treaty and the Treaty on the N o n - P r o l i f e r a t i o n 
of Nuclear Weapons to h a l t without delay a l l nuclear e x p l o s i o n s . This r e s o l u t i o n 
a l s o urges States to r e f r a i n from t e s t i n g i n the environments covered by the 1983 
Treaty. My delegation has supported t h i s r e s o l u t i o n and w i l l continue to press f o r 
i t s implementation i n the course o f our n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

My d e l e g a t i o n once again r e i t e r a t e s the urgency o f keeping A f r i c a f r e e from . 
nucle a r weapons, i n view o f the growing i n t e r n a t i o n a l concern t h a t South A f r i c a ' s 
nuclear weapon c a p a b i l i t y i s posing grave danger, not only t o the s e c u r i t y o f 
A f r i c a n States whose t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y the r a c i s t regime has been continuously 
v i o l a t i n g , but a l s o to i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y i n g e n e r a l . The continued 
c o l l a b o r a t i o n of c e r t a i n Western co u n t r i e s w i t h the r a c i s t regime i n P r e t o r i a 
c o n s t i t u t e s an a f f r o n t to the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community. My d e l e g a t i o n continues to 
condemn such a c t s . 

My d e l e g a t i o n s t r o n g l y supports the p r i n c i p l e o f d e c l a r i n g regions as nuc l e a r -
weapon-free zones. There i s no reason why the s u c c e s s f u l experience o f the 
L a t i n American region i n t h i s respect could not be repeated i n Europe and .elsewhere. 
A number o f speakers have a l s o emphasized the p r i n c i p l e o f e q u a l i t y and equal s e c u r i t y 
i n disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s . I t i s d i f f i c u l t f o r many o f us to comprehend the reason 
why on the part of c e r t a i n c o u n t r i e s there i s such l a c k o f enthusiasm to negotiate 
i n good f a i t h . 

I n i t s r e s o l u t i o n 37/77 A the General Assembly requested the Committee on 
Disarmament to prepare a d r a f t comprehensive agreement on the p r o h i b i t i o n of the 
development and manufacture of new types of weapons o f mass d e s t r u c t i o n and new 
systems o f such weapons. Part В of the same r e s o l u t i o n recognizes the need to r e f r a i n 
from t a k i n g measures to increase tne q u a n t i t y or improve the q u a l i t y o f weapons o f 
mass d e s t r u c t i o n . On the other hand the r e s o l u t i o n c a l l s upon a l l States t o undertake 
e f f o r t s to ensure that s c i e n t i f i c and t e c h n o l o g i c a l achievements may be used only f o r 
peaceful purposes. This has always been the wish o f a l l developing c o u n t r i e s . 
Judging from the massive peace campaigns and tne u n f o l d i n g economic c r i s i s being 
observed i n i n d u s t r i a l i z e d c o u n t r i e s i t seems to ba the only sound course o f a c t i o n . 

As regards the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons, u s e f u l work has already 
oeen done. The Eth i o p i a n d e l e g a t i o n would l i k e to emphasize the n e c e s s i t y f o r the 
e a r l i e s t p o s s i b l e c o n c l u s i o n o f 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 a l l chemical weapons and t h e i r d e s t r u c t i o n . While some 
outstanding i s s u e s p e r t a i n i n g to the scope of the future convention and i t s 
v e r i f i c a t i o n r e q u i r e i n t e n s i f i e d n e g o t i a t i o n s and gr e a t e r f l e x i b i l i t y by a l l , i t 
would be h i g h l y e s s e n t i a l and imperative not t o f u r t h e r complicate the present 
n e g o t i a t i o n s by pursuing the development and production o f new types o f chemical 
weapons. In t h i s respect, r e s o l u t i o n 37/98 A adopted by the United Nations 
General Assembly deserves a t t e n t i o n . In i t s operative paragraph 5. the r e s o l u t i o n 
" r e a f f i r m s i t s c a l l to a l l States to r e f r a i n from any a c t i o n that could impede 
n e g o t i a t i o n s on the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons and s p e c i f i c a l l y t o r e f r a i n from 
the production and deployment o f binary and other new types of chemical weapons, as 
w e l l as from s t a t i o n i n g chemical weapons on the t e r r i t o r y of other S t a t e s " . Assent to 
t h i s r e s o l u t i o n by the United States which, r e g r e t t a b l y , was the o n l y State to have 
voted a g a i n s t , as w e l l as the resumption o f the b i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s between the 
USSR and the United States as c a l l e d f o r i n the r e s o l u t i o n c o u l d , we b e l i e v e , 
f a c i l i t a t e chemical weapons n e g o t i a t i o n s i n the Ad Hoc Working Grouo. 
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In accordance with tne Concluding Document of the second s p e c i a l ' s e s s i o n of the 
United Nations General Assembly devoted t o disarmament, the Committee' i s requested t o 
submit a r e v i s e d d r a f t comprenensive programme o f disarmament. r'While g r a t e f u l f o r the 
e f f e c t i v e l e a d e r s h i p provided oy the Chairman of the CPD Ad Hoc Working Group, we 
consider t h a t the task of e l a b o r a t i n g a CPD r e q u i r e s a c t i v e p a r t i c i p a t i o n and a 
co n s t r u c t i v e s p i r i t o f accommodation from a l l . 

On the prevention o f an arms race i n outer space, my de l e g a t i o n r e i t e r a t e s i t s 
p o s i t i o n i n support of the undertaking of concrete measures that would p r o h i b i t any 
m i l i t a r y or h o s t i l e use of outer space. The best way to t a c k l e t h i s would be the 
establishment o f an ad hoc working group on the s u b j e c t , as was recommended by the 
General Assembly i n i t s r e s o l u t i o n 37/83- Last year my de l e g a t i o n expressed the hope 
f o r a common approach on t h i s s u b j e c t . I t i s our hope again t h a t the d r a f t mandate 
proposed by the Group of 21 i n document CD/329 w i l l be accepted as a b a s i s f o r the 
establishment of an ad hoc working group on the subj'act. 

There are three new items proposed f o r i n c l u s i o n on the agenda f o r t h i s s e s s i o n 
of the Committee. As t o the item r e l a t i n g to the prevention o f nuclear war, I have 
alr e a d y expressed the f u l l support of my d e l e g a t i o n . With respect to the item on the 
p r o h i b i t i o n of the nuclear neutron weapon, we consider i t a p p r o p r i a t e and r e l e v a n t f o r 
othe Committee to have the item i n c l u d e d on our agenda. The n u c l e a r neutron weapon 
represents a f u r t h e r step i n the q u a l i t a t i v e arms race i n the f i e l d o f nuclear weapons 
and t h e r e f o r e c o n s t i t u t e s a grave t h r e a t , as s t a t e d i n r e s o l u t i o n 37/78 E, 
" p a r t i c u l a r l y to the unprotected c i v i l i a n p o p u l a t i o n " . 

On the question of item 10 of the d r a f t agenda, i . e . , "Ensuring the safe 
development o f nuclear energy", my de l e g a t i o n would have no o b j e c t i o n to i t s being 
i n s c r i b e d on the agenda as the i n t e n t i o n i s to seek a s o l u t i o n to overcome the 
d i f f i c u l t i e s encountered i n the ad hoc working group on r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. I n the 
past few days, we have l i s t e n e d to words u t t e r e d by important p e r s o n a l i t i e s which we 
cannot t r e a t l i g h t l y i n our search f o r a common b a s i s of n e g o t i a t i o n . But words are 
not s u f f i c i e n t i n themselves t o lessen the danger of nuclear catastrophe. As you 
pointed out- i n your opening statement, Mr. Chairman, the peoples of the world a t t a c h 
great hopes to the s u c c e s s f u l c o n c l u s i o n of the S o v i e t - U n i t e d States t a l k s on the 
l i m i t a t i o n and r e d u c t i o n of nuclear and s t r a t e g i c weapons, without which a net? s p i r a l 
of tne arms race would oe i n e v i t a o l e . On the other hand the Committee on Disarmament 
and the b i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s would c o n t r i b u t e immensely to the h a l t i n g o f the arms 
race i f c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g measures were taken to l e s s e n the present m i l i t a r y 
c o n f r o n t a t i o n , the t h r e a t of the use of f o r c e , and aggression and the d e s t a b i l i z a t i o n 
of peace i n various regions of the world. 

No r e s p o n s i b l e community can accept p a s s i v e l y the alarming news about the 
q u a n t i t a t i v e i n c r e a s e and q u a l i t a t i v e improvement i n nuclear weapons. We hear news 
that the United States i s determined to deploy, oy the end of 1983, some 572 c r u i s e 
and Pershing I I m i s s i l e s some of them capable of reaching t a r g e t s deep i n the 
S o v i e t Union i n a matter of minutes. I t i s a l s o s t a t e d that the number of nuclear 
explosions by the nuclear-weapon States increased to 55 - n 1982 as compared with 49 
i n 1981, rendering arms r e d u c t i o n and the l i m i t a t i o n o f the' arms race an e l u s i v e g o a l . 
The USSR has demonstrated the necessary p o l i t i c a l w i l l f o r mutual r e d u c t i o n of these 
nuclear warheads. From the other s i d e , however, simply to r e j e c t such an o f f e r i s 
unreasonable, and to expect the impossible by way of concessions i s a l s o c a l l o u s . 
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The United Hâtions resolved l a s t December by a vote of 111 to 1 with 35 
abstentions that a l l nuclear t e s t s should be outlawed. The opposing vote was that 
of the United S t a t e s . In the l i m i t e d test-ban t r e a t y of 19b"3, both the United States 
and the USSR pledged themselves "to achieve th2 discontinuance of a l l t e s t 
explosions of nuclear weapons f o r a l l time". The n o n - n r o l i f e r a t i o n Treaty a l s o 
i n c l u d e d a s i m i l a r pledge. 

I t i s with these i n view that ray delegation r e c a l l s the u n p a r a l l e l e d mass 
support f o r a nuclear freeze and the peace campaign which i s c u r r e n t l y under way 
i n many c o u n t r i e s . My country attaches great importance to the i n i t i a t i v e o f such 
peace-loving forces and f u l l y supports the campaign. For us peace and s e c u r i t y are 
inseparable and we be l i e v e that "the increase i n weapons, e s p e c i a l l y nuclear weapons, 
f a r from h e l p i n g to strengthen i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y , on the contrary weakens i t " 
and t h a t "nuclear weapons today c o n s t i t u t e much more a t h r e a t than a p r o t e c t i o n f o r 
the f u t u r e of mankind". 

I t i s t e r r i f y i n g f o r us to contemplate the f a c t that hundreds of m i l l i o n s of 
people would be k i l l e d i n a f u l l - s c a l e nuclear war through thermal and nuclear 
r a d i a t i o n , through the b l a s t wave generated by nuclear explosions and through the 
l e t h a l e f f e c t s of r a d i o a c t i v e f a l l o u t . We know that there would be no safe l o c a t i o n 
i n the world during or a f t e r a nuclear war ana t h a t the chances that s o c i e t y as a whole 
would s u r v i v e are n e g l i g i b l e . 

This i s why we bel i e v e t h a t we should seek s e c u r i t y i n disarmament and why 
we oppose a l l t h e o r i e s of " l i m i t e d " , "winnable" or " p r o t r a c t e d " nuclear war, f o r they 
are a l l i l l u s o r y and dangerous. This f a c t has been c l e a r l y s t a t e d i n working paper 
CD/341 presented by the Group of 21. The immediate goal of a l l S t a t e s , as was ' 
expr e s s l y declared i n the F i n a l Document of the s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of the 
General Assembly of 1978, i s "the e l i m i n a t i o n of the danger of a nuclear war". 
" M o b i l i z i n g world p u b l i c o p i n i o n on behalf of disarmament" i s t h e r e f o r e a u n i v e r s a l 
task. 

I t i s to be hoped th a t the momentum f o r disarmament e f f o r t s w i l l a c c e l e r a t e , 
i n response to the yearning of nations f o r a world f r e e from the f e a r of nuclear 
catastrophe. 

The CHAIRMAN; I thank the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of E t h i o p i a f o r h i s statement, and 
f o r the kind words addressed to the Chairman. 

I now give the floor- to the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the German Democratic Republic, 
Ambassador Herder. 

Mr. HERDER (German Democratic R e p u o l i o : In paragraph 50 of the F i n a l Document 
of tne f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the General Assemoly devoted to disarmament, a l l 
States Members of the United Nations emphasized that the achievement o f nuclear 
disarmament would r e q u i r e tne urgent n e g o t i a t i o n of agreements, i n t e r a l i a on the 
c e s s a t i o n of the q u a l i t a t i v e improvement and davelopmant of nuclear-weapon systems. 

One of tne f i r s t staps i n t h i s regard could ba neg o t i a t i o n s witn a view to 
concluding a convention on tne p r o h i b i t i o n of the development, production, 
s t o c k p i l i n g , deployment and use of nuclear neutron weapons. That would be an 
important c o n t r i b u t i o n to and alement of a comprehensive s o l u t i o n to the problem of 
nuclear aisarmaraenc. 
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Such a step, supported by a growing m a j o r i t y of United Nations Member S t a t e s , 
would a l s o correspond to the demands of a broad mass movement which, e s p e c i a l l y i n 
many European c o u n t r i e s , has c a l l e d f o r urgent a c t i o n to p r o h i b i t the nuclear neutron 
weapon, ever s i n c e plans f o r i t s production were announced. 

The s o c i a l i s t group, the r e f o r e proposes t h a t the Committee on Disarmament 
i n c l u d e the item " P r o h i b i t i o n of the nuclear neutron weapon" i n i t s agenda and 
e s t a b l i s h the necessary o r g a n i z a t i o n a l c o n d i t i o n s f o r such n e g o t i a t i o n s . The best 
framework f o r the e l a b o r a t i o n of the above-mentioned convention would be an ad hoc 
working group. 

Since many r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s have asked f o r a more d e t a i l e d e x p l a n a t i o n o f the 
reasons behind proposals f o r items to be i n c l u d e d i n the agenda of the Committee on 
Disarmament,' my d e l e g a t i o n would l i k e to ask you, Comrade Chairman, to c i r c u l a t e as 
a working paper the p o s i t i o n o f the group of s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s on the nuclear neutron 
weapon. 

This document which 1" t r a n s m i t t e d to you f o r c i r c u l a t i o n r e f l e c t s the views of 
the s o c i a l i s t group on t h i s question and should f a c i l i t a t e an understanding on the 
i n c l u s i o n of t h i s question m the agenda as a separate item. 

I t r e f e r s t o the f a c t t h a t the nuclear neutron weapon and i t s i n t r o d u c t i o n i n t o 
m i l i t a r y a r s e n a l s w i l l lead to an e s c a l a t i o n of tne nuclear arms race. In the 
statement I made on 8 February 1933 I r e f e r r e d to the published views of s c i e n t i s t s , 
c o n s i d e r i n g t h i s weapon as the f i r s t type of a new, t h i r d generation of nuclear 
weapons. 

I t has a l s o been s t a t e d by many c o u n t r i e s , f o r instance at the t n i r t y - s e v e n t h 
s e s s i o n of the General Assembly, t h a t nuclear neutron weapons w i l l lower the nuclear 
t h r e s h o l d , thus making a nuclear war not only t h i n k a b l e but a l s o wageab'le. Moreover, 
they are a weapon par e x c e l l e n c e f o r a p o t e n t i a l aggressor, s i n c e t h e i r use would 
enable him t o a n n i h i l a t e human beings and to take over i n t a c t m a t e r i a l f a c i l i t i e s 
such as towns, f a c t o r i e s and the l i k e a f t e r a r e l a t i v e l y s h o r t time. These weapons 
are part o f the concept of waging a ''limited nuclear war" f a r from the t e r r i t o r y o f the 
user. 

We hope th a t t h i s document w i l l be s t u d i e d with the a t t e n t i o n i t deserves, so 
that a d e c i s i o n on the i n c l u s i o n o f a corresponding item i n the agenda of the 
Committee on Disarmament can be taken soon. 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the German Democratic Republic, 
Ambassador Herder, f o r h i s statement and f o r h i s i n t r o d u c t i o n of a working paper. 
This document w i l l oe c i r c u l a t e d as an o f f i c i a l document o f the Committee. 

That concludes my l i s t of speakers f o r today. Does any other d e l e g a t i o n wish 
to speak? 

Members w i l l r e c a l l t h a t , a t our i n f o r m a l meeting yesterday, I announced t h a t 
I would seek the Committee's approval f o r the State S e c r e t a r y of Norway to address 
the Committee at i t s plenary meeting on Tuesday, 15 February. I f there i s no 
o b j e c t i o n , I s h a l l inform the Norwegian M i s s i o n a c c o r d i n g l y . The auestion o f 
Norway's request f o r p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n i n f o r m a l meetings and working groups w i l l be 
taken UD l a t e r , together w i t h other such requests from non-memoers. 

I t was so decided-
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The CHAIRMAN; As agreed yesterday, and i n view o f the need to continue our 
c o n s i d e r a t i o n of the d r a f t p r o v i s i o n a l agenda and programme of work and other 
o r g a n i z a t i o n a l matters, I s h a l l convene an in f o r m a l meeting immediately a f t e r t h i s 
plenary meeting. In a d d i t i o n , I suggest that the Committee hold tomorrow, 
F r i d a y , 11 February, an in f o r m a l meeting a t 3-30 p.m. 

I t was so decided. 

The CHAIRMAN: The next plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament w i l l 
be h e l d on Tuesday, 15 February, at 10.30 a.m. 

The meeting stands adjourned. 

The meeting rose at 4p0 Р'Д-
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The CHAIRMAN: I dec l a r e open the 194th plenary meeting of the Committee 
on Disarmament. 

At the outset I wish to extend, on behalf of a l l members of the Committee, 
a warm welcome to the Secretary-General of the un i t e d Nations, 
Mr. J a v i e r Pérez de Cuéllar, who has been t a k i n g a deep and a c t i v e i n t e r e s t i n 
the promotion o f n e g o t i a t i o n s on measures of 1disarmament. His -presence among 
us a t t h i s juncture r e f l e c t s h i s concern t h a t these n e g o t i a t i o n s should be pursued 
with i n t e n s i f i e d e f f o r t s and grea t e r f a i t h . I am sure we s h a l l d e r i v e encouragement 
from h i s views and adv i c e . 

I would a l s o l i k e to welcome the State Secretary of Norway, Mr. E i v i n n Berg, 
who w i l l speak today. The Sta t e Secretary of Norway i s w e l l known t o the Committee, 
which he has addressed before. I am sure that a l l members w i l l f o l l o w h i s statement 
with i n t e r e s t . 

I have a l s o on my l i s t of speakers f o r today the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s of P a k i s t a n , 
Czechoslovakia, S r i Lanka, France, Hungary and A l g e r i a . 

I now give the f l o o r to the Secretary-General of the United Nations, 
Mr. J a v i e r Pérez de Cuéllar. 

Mr. PÉREZ DE CUÉLLAR (Secretary-General of the United Nations) ( t r a n s l a t e d 
from French): Mr. Chairman, d i s t i n g u i s h e d members of the Committee on Disarmament, 
al l o w me f i r s t of a l l to thank you, S i r , and a l l r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s i n t h i s Committee 
f o r your very k i n d welcome. I t i s a pleasure f o r me to speak before the Committee 
during my b r i e f stay i n Geneva. Some members of the Committee are o l d f r i e n d s 
and former colleagues i n the United Nations and I am very happy t o see them again 
here. 

I have sought t h i s occasion to meet you today f o r two reasons t h a t are paramount 
i n my mind: f i r s t l y because I wish to underline the great r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s conferred 
on t h i s Committee, the world's s o l e m u l t i l a t e r a l body f o r n e g o t i a t i n g measures 
of disarmament, and secondly, because I am a c u t e l y conscious of the c r u c i a l stage 
we have reached i n the h i s t o r y of mankind's e f f o r t s a t disarmament, an endeavour 
of supreme importance to the p r e s e r v a t i o n of human l i f e and v a l u e s . 

At t h i s time, we have a r r i v e d a t a unique conjuncture. Both major nuclear-weapon 
Powers have decl a r e d t h e i r solemn i n t e n t i o n of reaching agreement on curbing the 
nuclear arms race. During a v i s i t I paid to Washington r e c e n t l y , President Reagan 
impressed upon me h i s s i n c e r e determination to n e g o t i a t e . I am l o o k i n g forward 
to meeting General Secretary Andropov i n Moscow next month; he has a l s o r e i t e r a t e d 
h i s s t r o n g commitment to progress i n the n e g o t i a t i o n s . Here i n Europe, governments 
are g i v i n g high p r i o r i t y to e x p l o r i n g means of arms l i m i t a t i o n , a p r i o r i t y which 
13 indeed shared by a l l c o u n t r i e s of East and West, North and South a l i k e . 
C oncurrently, I know th a t the non-aligned movement, which s i n c e i t s i n c e p t i o n 
has been making sustained e f f o r t s to achieve disarmament, w i l l continue to focus 
a t t e n t i o n on t h i s v i t a l question a t i t s forthcoming meeting i n New D e l h i . This 
growing momentum cannot be l o s t . 

P a r a l l e l to such developments i s the mounting concern among peoples a l l over 
the world a t the t h r e a t of nuclear war. Here i n Europe, and indeed i n every corner 
of the globe, we see the ferment of p u b l i c debate on an i s s u e which i s engaging 
people i n a l l s e c t o r s of l i f e as r a r e l y before. 
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The nuclear-weapon Powers bear a special and heavy responsibility to a l l mankind. 
For i t i s humanity as a whole that now lives in the shadow of a threat unique in i t s 
history, the threat of extinction. Moreover, the danger of nuclear war breaking out 
has not lessened over the years, but inscead the possibility seems to have increased 
with the advent of new weapons and the greater accuracy of their delivery. For the 
peoples of the world, the fragile state of their existence has at times been considered 
too horrible to contemplate, and at times resisted with a l l the-conviction of the 
instinct for survival. At the heart of the public movement that i s now gathering 
strength l i e s a deepening understanding by many people of the true nature of nuclear 
war, a conflict i n which there w i l l be no winners and where a l l that w i l l be l e f t i s 
what has been described as a republic of insects and grass. The realization i s 
dawning that the choice i s between new generations of weapons and future human 
generations. 

As greater public involvement i s brought about by deep concern over an ever 
escalating arms race, the importance of a well-informed international opinion becomes 
essential. We at the United Nations are doing what we can to foster constructive 
public debate with the World Disarmament Campaign, launched by the General Assembly, 
which i s aimed at further informing, educating and generating public opinion i n 
favour of disarmament, in an objective manner and in a l l countries. 

The United Nations Charter, as you know, contains two very specific mandates 
to further the cause of disarmament. Article 11 of the Charter assigns to the 
General Assembly the function of considering and making recommendations with regard 
to "the principles governing disarmament and the regulation of armaments". In fact, 
the General Assembly has gone far beyond the enunciation of principles and has 
recommended pri o r i t i e s , objectives, measures, a programme of action and a negotiating 
forum. Article 26 provides for the Security Council to submit to the Members of the 
Organization "plans for the establishment of a system for the regulation of ' 1 

armaments ...". No suoh plans have been submitted by the Security Council. 

A further dimension of our efforts to promote disarmament i s given by the 
vexed and complex relationship between disarmament and international security. 
There can be no doubt that the arms race in i t s e l f threatens international security. 
At the same time, as I stressed i n my annual report to the General Assembly, in the 
absence of an effective system of international security, governments feel i t 
necessary to arm themselves beyond their means. The problem i s to find ways of 
enhancing the collective security machinery afforded by the United Nations Charter 
and by the Security Council i n particular. 

The c r i s i s facing the multilateral approach and the instruments created to 
pursue i t , which unfortunately we can see in many areas of United Nations endeavour, 
i s also evident in the f i e l d of disarmament. I am indeed conscious of the fact that 
multilateral negotiations have been going on continuously i n Geneva- since 1962 and 
that they have so far yielded only a number of useful, but nevertheless partial, 
measures of disarmament. Obviously, none of them has put a stop to the arms race. 

At i t s f i r s t special session devoted to disarmament, in 1978, the United Nations 
General Assembly recognized that "the removal of the threat of a world war — a 
nuclear war — i s the most acute and urgent task of the present day". L i t t l e , i f 
any, progress has been achieved on this score, although the prevention of nuclear war 
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covers a wide range of p o l i t i c a l and t e c h n i c a l measures which r e q u i r e c a r e f u l 
c o n s i d e r a t i o n by nuclear-weapon States and non-nuclear-weapon States a l i k e . Since 
i t poses a t h r e a t to the s u r v i v a l of the human spe c i e s , n u c l e a r war i s a matter of 
concern to a l l . I see no other body at present where a balanced and r e p r e s e n t a t i v e 
membership may engage i n a thorough d i s c u s s i o n c f th a t most important question. 

The past four—and—a-half years have a l s o seen frequent outbreaks of conventions! 
war, w i t h untold l o s s of l i f e , d e s t r u c t i o n and human s u f f e r i n g as a r e s u l t . 
Disarmament can of course not be r e s t r i c t e d to nuc l e a r arms, and e f f e c t i v e -measures 
to promote conventional disarmament are e s s e n t i a l both t o increase s e c u r i t y and to 
help prevent the v i o l e n c e and bloodshed t h a t we see today i n va r i o u s p a r t s of the 
world. P r e c i s e l y the opposite e f f e c t i s achieved by the continued c o n v e n t i o n a l 
arms rac e . I t i s up to governments and the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community as a whole to 
r e s t r a i n t h i s d e p l o r a b l e trend and to use, i n s t e a d , a v a i l a b l e a l t e r n a t i v e s to assure 
s e c u r i t y . 

A f u r t h e r imperative f o r disarmament i s the need "bp yse our scarce resources" 
w i s e l y f o r the promotion of s o c i a l and economic ргоезчэ-ае." J would r e c a l l the same 
A r t i c l e 26 of the Charter, which urges disarmament m order to~ promote the-
establishment and 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 w i t h the l e a s t 4 

d i v e r s i o n f o r armaments of the world's human and economic resources. As a n a t i o n a l 
of a developing country, I am e s p e c i a l l y concerned at the grievous and senseless 
waste Of resources en armaments which could instead be used to meet fundamental 
requirements i n those c o u n t r i e s . The f a c t t h a t armaments and development? are m a 
competitive r e l a t i o n s h i p f o r , g l o b a l resources has been made c l e a r by a recent 
United Nations study. A d d i t i o n a l l y ) the l a t e s t United Nations experts-' r e p o r t s on 
the economic and social (consequences of the arms race and of m i l i t a r y expenditures 
s t r e s s e s the t h r e a t to the s e c u r i t y of nations posed by underdevelopment. Both 
expert r e p o r t s i n d i c a t e t h a t development i s a near u n i v e r s a l requirement i n that i t 
inc l u d e s the need f o r an accelerated economic performance by the -developing c o u n t r i e s 
and a sustained r a t e of economic growth by the developed c o u n t r i e s . The co n c l u s i o n 
i s o b v i o u s i the world cannot s u s t a i n the present l e v e l s of m i l i t a r y consumption of 
i t s f i n i t e resources without making development э c a s u a l t y of armaments. 

I stressed i n my f i r s t message to your Committee l a s t year that ve cannot a f f o r d 
to wait f o r the dawn of i d e a l c o n d i t i o n s before undertaking measures, of disarmament. 
D i f f e r e n c e s i n p o l i t i c a l and s o c i a l systems are an i n e v i t a b l e aspect of our modern 
world and need not be ob s t a c l e s to tne s t a b i l i z a t i o n of peace, provided the n e c e s s i t y 
f c r mutual t o l e r a n c e and r e s t r a i n t i s acknowledged and p r a c t i s e d . The peaceful 
r e s o l u t i o n of i n t e r n a t i o n a l d i s p u t e s , the r e c o n c i l i a t i o n of d i f f e r e n c e s and c o n f l i c t s 
of i n t e r e s t , the removal of misperceptions and misunderstandings, and the promotion 
of a l l forms of со—operation —• tnese are the v i t a l complements to the process of 
disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s . In a word, the observance by Member-'States of ' t h e i r 
o b l i g a t i o n s under the United Nations Charter. 
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World a t t e n t i o n , there i s no doubt, i s concentrated on the b i l a t e r a l t a l k s 
between the Soviet Union and the United States on n u c l e a r weapons. I attach the 
greatest importance to these n e g o t i a t i o n s . Nevertheless, I am e q u a l l y convinced 
that progress i n the work of the Committee on Disarmament should not be made hostage 
to t h e i r r e s u l t s . The tasks f a c i n g t h i s body are indeed formidable and urgent by 
themselves. Your Committee has a comprehensive agenda and your annual programmes of 
work are c l e a r evidence of sustained e f f o r t s to d i s c o v e r areas of convergence of 
views, to i d e n t i f y the i s s u e s that d i v i d e and to e s t a b l i s h an agreed b a s i s f o r 
n e g o t i a t i o n . These e f f o r t s have not been easy, because there i s u n f o r t u n a t e l y a 
r e l a t i o n s h i p between the climate f o r n e g o t i a t i o n s and t h e i r r e s u l t s . At the same 
time, you w i l l agree, e f f e c t i v e disarmament measures can themselves promote' a 
b e t t e r climate and r e — e s t a b l i s h the momentum f o r progress that was so f l e e t i n g l y 
achieved i n 1978». I t i s t h e r e f o r e of v i t a l importance that you should persevere i n 
your labours with even greater vigour and determination. 

Of e s p e c i a l l y high p r i o r i t y are the two n u c l e a r questions on the Committee's 
agenda si n c e 1979 î э n u c l e a r t e s t ban and n u c l e a r disarmament. No i s s u e i n "the 
h i s t o r y of nuclear arms l i m i t a t i o n has been given more prominence and a t t e n t i o n 
than that of the comprehensive t e s t ban. However, i n s p i t e of tremendous 
i n t e l l e c t u a l and t e c h n i c a l e f f o r t s , i n c l u d i n g those by t h i s Committee, i t remains 
unresolved. My predecessors were unanimous i n t h e i r strong support f o r a s o l u t i o n 
of t h i s problem, which i s long overdue, I share t h e i r concerns and would urge 
the Committee to make every e f f o r t to reach agreement on t h i s key question. Let 
me r e c a l l here the general agreement reached at the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament that the c e s s a t i o n of nuclear-weapon 
t e s t i n g would, i n t e r a l i a , help to end the q u a l i t a t i v e improvement of n u c l e a r 
weapons and the development of new types of such weapons. This i s an important 
o b j e c t i v e m the context of the s t e r n d e c l a r a t i o n of the f i r s t s p e c i a l s e s s i o n that 
"mankind must h a l t the arms race and proceed to disarmament or face a n n i h i l a t i o n " . 

As f a r as the question of n u c l e a r disarmament i s concerned, I f e e l sure t h a t 
the Committee w i l l l ook c l o s e l y at the various concrete proposals that have been 
made so f a r and devise appropriate procedures f o r a sustained c o n s i d e r a t i o n of that 
question. The other i s s u e s on your agenda deserve e q u a l l y pragmatic handling, 
notably the n e g o t i a t i o n s on chemical weapons. The Committee has been conducting 
an in-depth review of t e c h n i c a l i s s u e s r e l a t i n g to a chemical weapons ban. The 
time now seems r i p e f o r p o l i t i c a l a c t i o n l e a d i n g to agreement on t h i s L q u e s t i o n . 

As you know, there i s a great deal of p u b l i c i n t e r e s t i n your endeavours to 
f a s h i o n a comprehensive programme of disarmament. You have already f u l l y explored 
every dimension of t h i s ambitious p r o j e c t . I t i s n a t u r a l that there should be 
d i f f e r e n c e s of o p i n i o n , p e r c e p t i o n and approach to any such long—term programme. 
I t r u s t , however, that you w i l l be able to r e c o n c i l e these d i f f e r e n c e s and 
e f f e c t i v e l y discharge your important mandate. In urging progress on t h i s 
complex question, I bear m mind that your e f f o r t s are guided by an outstanding 
diplomat, whose well-known achievements need not be r e c a l l e d . The Nobel Peace P r i z e 
awarded to my d i s t i n g u i s h e d f r i e n d , Ambassador Garcia Robles, i s a t i m e l y 
r e c o g n i t i o n of. h i s v i s i o n and devotion to the cause of disarmament. 
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Let me a l s o touch on one of the fundamental dilemmas that you o f t e n f a c e . 
.In d e a l i n g w i t h the s p e c i f i c disarmament i s s u e s before you, the t e c h n i c a l -problems 
can u s u a l l y be overcome, but problems that have a b e a r i n g on confidence between 
n a t i o n s are more d i f f i c u l t to surmount. D i f f e r e n c e s of o p i n i o n over the adequacy 
of measures f o r v e r i f y i n g compliance w i t h disarmament agreements are r e a l l y 
r e f l e c t i o n s of deep-seated s u s p i c i o n s . V e r i f i c a t i o n i s c e r t a i n l y e s s e n t i a l to 
disarmament arrangements, but i n the absence of mutual t r u s t , i t can assume an 
importance beyond i t s o r i g i n a l purpose. 

Mr. Chairman, members of the Committee, 

I n the quest f o r disarmament, p a i n s t a k i n g and u n r e m i t t i n g e f f o r t s are v i t a l f o r 
success. This Committee has e x c e p t i o n a l p o s s i b i l i t i e s before i t . No o t h e r 
m u l t i l a t e r a l organ has accumulated such tremendous experience and e x p e r t i s e i n an 
area t h a t i s considered one of the most complex, i n t r a c t a b l e and c h a l l e n g i n g i n our 
time. You are u n i q u e l y q u a l i f i e d to f o r g e a consensus on s e v e r a l key disarmament 
i s s u e s . This w i l l r e q u i r e p o l i t i c a l courage and v i s i o n . Moreover, progress i n 
your n e g o t i a t i o n s can have a s i g n i f i c a n c e that w i l l go beyond the confines of your 
own agenda and encourage governments t o t a c k l e other aspects of disarmament w i t h 
g r e a t e r confidence and determination. 

198З w i l l be a c r i t i c a l , indeed a c r u c i a l year f o r disarmament and therefore, 
f o r the f u t u r e of a l l of us. Governments must a r r i v e at a more complete understanding 
of what t r u e s e c u r i t y e n t a i l s . They must r e a l i z e t h a t there i s no such t h i n g as a 
n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y i n i s o l a t i o n , one t h a t does not take i n t o account the s e c u r i t y of 
others* Above a l l , they must heed the c a l l of people throughout the world t h a t 
they s e i z e the present o c c a s i o n . I t must not be s a i d t h a t , i n disarmament, the 
governments of the world are f a i l i n g the peoples of the world. Por l e t us-not 
f o r g e t t h a t i t i s - t h e peoples of the world who have r e s o l v e d i n the Charter of the 
United Nations t h a t t h e i r governments s h a l l combine t h e i r e f f o r t s t o save succeeding 
generations from the scourge of war. 

I wish you every success i n your endeavours. 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the Secretary-General f o r h i s important statement and 
f o r the k i n d words t h a t he has addressed to me, 

I understand that the Secretary-General of the United Nations has some other 
important and urgent engagements. May I suggest t h a t we now have a short recess 
f o r him to l e a v e . We w i l l resume the plenary meeting i n f i v e minutes' time. 

The plenary meeting i s suspended. 

The meeting was suspended f o r f i v e minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN: The 194"bh plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament i s 
resumed. I now g i v e the f l o o r to the State Secretary of Norway, Mr. E i v i n n Berg. 
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Mr. BERG (Norway): Mr. Chairman, distinguished members of the Committee, 
ladies and gentlemen, may I f i r s t of a l l , Mr. Chairman, thank you for your very 
warm words of welcome. I an indeed extremely happy to take the floor today under 
your able leadership at a time when disarmament matters are the subject ,of increasing 
attention around the world. This, I think, represents an additional challenge, a 
challenge also for the important work of this Committee. 

I am also greatly honoured to be present this morning and to take the floor 
following the important statement just made by the Secretary-General of the 
United Nations, His Excellency Mr. Pérez de Cuéllar. His personal appearance here 
today gives added weight and urgency to the process of multilateral disarmament 
negotiations. His enlightening and thought-provoking address today w i l l no doubt 
be very carefully registered and examined by a l l who consider disarmament to be of 
v i t a l concern to the future of mankind. 

Permit me also, Mr. Chairman, i n the context of this Committee, to extend my 
heartfelt congratulations to Ambassador García Robles. It was indeed an honour to 
have him v i s i t Norway last December to receive the Nobel Peace Prize, awarded by the 
Norwegian Nobel Committee to him and another distinguished person, Mrs. Alva Myrdal, 
who also made substantial contributions to the work of this Committee over the years. 

There i s today a new sense of urgency m the f i e l d of disarmament, not only on 
this continent but in the world at large. 

The current Soviet-American negotiations in Geneva on limitations on 
intermediate-range nuclear forces are of particular importance to the security of 
Europe. 

Norway, as you knew, i s f u l l y in support of the dual-track decision of the 
Western alliance and remains convinced that the zero option, that i s , the elimination 
of this category of weapons altogether, would represent an ideal outcome of these 
talks. This, however, does not mean that the zero option i s the only acceptable 
solution. As has been stated repeatedly, we are prepared to study constructively 
any serious proposal that would re-establish balance and lead to real reductions i n 
this f i e l d . 

Neither governments individually nor negotiating bodies such as this Committee 
can dismiss the increasing public interest in disarmament. In my view, this public 
interest represents a valuable source1 of support in our efforts to find constructive 
solutions to urgent disarmament issues. 

As a representative of a small nation, I should like to stress the significance 
of disarmament talks along a variety of parallel and mutually supportive paths. 
Negotiating efforts in multilateral bodies such as this Committee would stand to 
gain from increasing bilateral and other forms of contact among i t s major members 
with a view to f a c i l i t a t i n g progress. Similarly, the search for arms control and 
disarmament must continue in i t s own right, although this i s not to say that 
disarmament talks are taking place i n a p o l i t i c a l vacuum. 
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As part' of i t s security policy the Norwegian Government has drawn-up i t s . own 
very comprehensive disarmament programme. On the basis of two recent white papers 
submitted to Parliament and which we hope w i l l be the subject of debate this spring, 
the outline of this comprehensive programme can be summarized bri e f l y as follows: 

F i r s t l y , an adequate and credible national defence, combined with participation 
m an alliance, together with active support for arms control and disarmament, 
constitute integral parts of our security policy. 

Secondly, active involvement in arms control and disarmament must aim at 
supporting efforts to create a m i l i t a r i l y stable situation and seek undiminished 
security at the lowest possible level of armaments between east and west and in the 
world as a whole. 

Thirdly, as a member of a defence alliance, Norway attaches great importance to 
the commitment of this alliance to concrete resuits in the talks on nuclear arms 
limitation and reduction here in Geneva and those on conventional .force reductions 
in Vienna, and to a substantial and balanced outcome of the Madrid meeting, 
including a clear and precise mandate for a disarmament conference i n Europe. 

Fourthly, the United Nations and i t s major bodies should play a central role 
in the f i e l d of disarmament deliberations. As regards multilateral disarmament 
talks, Norway attaches particular importance to this very Committee on Disarmament 
as the single multilateral negotiating forum and would like to see this body 
strengthened. 

F i f t h l y , broad popular and, I may add, as indeed did the Secretary-General a -

few minutes ago, informed involvement in disarmament matters i s of great significance 
and should be encouraged. Similarly, openness about security policy matters both 
nationally and m a global context is highly desirable. 

Finally, active involvement m disarmament matters make appropriate institutional 
arrangements necessary both at home and abroad. 

Taking this programme of the Norwegian Government as a point of departure, 
I should like now, with your permission, to comment in somewhat more detail on a 
few selected subject matters before this Committee. 

A comprehensive test ban i s of singular importance in multilateral disarmament 
negotiations. A comprehensive test ban would have two significant consequences, 
as we see i t . In the f i r s t place, i t would be essential i n order to stop the 
further vertical and horizontal proliferation of nuclear weapons. Secondly, a 
comprehensive test ban would improve the prospects for multilateral disarmament 
negotiations in general. 

Norway hopes that the establishment i n 1982 of a Working Group on a Nuclear 
Test Ban can' pave the way for further progress in this f i e l d . The present mandate 
of the Working Group i s far'from exhausted. In particular, more work should be done 
with regard to the establishment of a global seismic network which can verify 
compliance with a nuclear test ban. My Government believes that a proposed global 
seismic network w i l l play a central role in verifying a comprehensive test ban. 
The establishment of such a network should take f u l l advantage of recent 
technological advances in this f i e l d . As a result, we should be much better 
equipped than before to deal conclusively with the substantive issues involved. 
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In this connection I would like to recall to the Committee that representatives 
of -fche Norwegian Seismic Array (NORSAR) last year demonstrated for members of this 
Committee a prototype system for international seismic data exchange, using regular 
telecommunications and a low-cost microprocessor-based system. At present, 
NORSAR is planning an international experimental exchange of level II data. An 
invitation has i n fact been extended by NORSAR to a l l experts represented i n the 
seismic expert Group of the Committee. A working paper wi l l be presented later to 
the Committee on the basis of the results of this experiment. 

The prevention of an arms race i n outer space i s becoming an increasingly 
important task. Recent technological developments demonstrate that further 
international instruments beyond the outer space treaty of 19&7 a x e essential. In 
particular, and as a f i r s t step, attention should be focused on the development of 
anti-satellite weapons and their destabilizing effects on international security. 
To this end, Norway co-sponsored last year a General Assembly resolution on the 
prevention of an arms race in cuter space and the prohibition of anti-satellite 
systems. This resolution calls for further measures and appropriate international 
negotiations i n accordance with the 19̂ 7 Treaty, such as the establishment of a 
working group on outer space in the Committee on Disarmament. 

My Government believes that an intensification of the Committee's activity in 
this f i e l d i s desirable and that the deliberations w i l l benefit from adequate 
assistance from experts. Ve would hope that the major space Powers would offer 
such assistance i n order to expedite the Committee's work. Other countries ought 
to draw on available expertise as well. For our part we should like to follow 
closely the work of the Committee also i n this area, while drawing on our own 
experts. Many of the issues involved may seem complex and maybe even remote today. 
Ve are convinced, however, that these are issues with a major bearing on future 
strategic stability and therefore on the security of a l l of us. 

Norway recognizes the importance of the progress which was made during the 
1982 session of the Committee on Disarmament in the negotiations concerning a 
multilateral convention on chemical weapons. Ve are indeed encouraged by recent 
developments and would like to welcome the new United States i n i t i a t i v e announced 
i n this Committee by Vice-President Bush on 4 February. In a statement on the same 
day, the Norwegian Foreign Minister expressed the hope that this move would provide 
a new impetus in these negotiations. The document which Ambassador Fields presented 
on 10 February certainly provides the Committee with a fresh opportunity to intensify 
the negotiations on such a convention. Given this document, together with the basic 
provisions which Foreign Minister Gromyko of the USSR introduced during the 
second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, i t seems that 
a sound basis has now been established for real negotiations with a vieV to 
concluding a convention containing adequate provisions for on-site inspection. 
Energetic efforts should now be made to prepare a draft convention at the earliest 
date, while solving a l l outstanding issues. 
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In our view this i s more than ever a priority task in multilateral disarmament. 
The importance which my Government attaches to this question i s demonstrated by the 
fact that a research project has Ъееп undertaken i n Norway dealing with verification 
of a chemical weapons convention. Last year, as the Committee w i l l r e c a l l , we 
presented a working paper on the results of the f i r s t phase of this research project. 
The second stage of the project i s now under way. The results of this w i l l he 
presented i n a follow-up document during the second part of this year's session. 

Before commenting on certain institutional matters, I would like to stress that 
Norway w i l l take part i n the working groups on other questions also. In particular, 
we consider i t important that the Committee on Disarmament should agree this year 
on a comprehensive programme of disarmament. We intend to continue to contribute 
to this work. 

During the thirty-seventh session of the General Assembly, Norway took an 
active part i n efforts aimed at streamlining institutional arrangements in the 
f i e l d of multilateral disarmament.- We had the honour to introduce the draft 
omnibus resolution i n this f i e l d . It was adopted without a vote. This resolution 
has five operative parts, two of which, we f e e l , are of particular relevance to 
this Committee. Before commenting on this I should like to welcome the establishment 
of a Department for Disarmament Affairs i n the United Nations Secretariat i n 
New York and the fact that Mr. Jan Martenson, whom we know well as a very able 
diplomat and administrator, has been appointed Under-Secretary-General. I am very 
happy to see his presence here today. 

We are also pleased that the General Assembly accepted our proposal to 
establish the United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research'(UNIDIR) as an 
autonomous institute while reviving the Secretary-General's Advisory Board, and 
making i t serve as the Board of Trustees of UNIDIR. The Norwegian Government, I am 
proud to say, has recently decided to contribute $25,000 to UNIDIR i n order to 
assist i t i n carrying out independent research on disarmament and related security 
issues. 

The omnibus resolution on institutional arrangements recommended that this 
Committee should consider designating i t s e l f as a conference. This recommendation, 
as you know, Mr. Chairman, has our f u l l support. We understand that consultations 
are s t i l l going on concerning this question and we hope that the outcome w i l l mean 
a strengthening of this body as the single multilateral negotiating forum. 

In this connection permit me also to draw the attention of the Committee to 
another part of the omnibus resolution, dealing with the review of membership. 
At the second special session suggestions for an expansion of the membership of the 
Committee in a limited and balanced way received wide support. 

The Norwegian Government hopes that the members of the Committee on Disarmament 
can complete the membership review this year. It i s the hope of my Government that 
this review w i l l result in an agreement on a limited expansion of the Committee's 
membership. We note, therefore, with appreciation that several delegations at the 
1982 session and indeed at this session have spoken i n favour of such a limited 
expansion and that there does not seem to be any objection i n principle to such a 
solution. 
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Although i t may not he needed, I should nevertheless l i k e to r e i t e r a t e the 
s t r o n g d e s i r e of my Government t h a t Norway should become a f u l l member of t h i s 
Committee. In t h i s event, we are quite prepared to e s t a b l i s h a separate 
disarmament delegation i n Geneva and to strengthen f u r t h e r our apparatus at home 
and abroad i n order to be able to p a r t i c i p a t e a c t i v e l y and c o n s t r u c t i v e l y i n the 
Committee's a c t i v i t i e s . In p a r t i c u l a r , we would be i n t e r e s t e d i n developing 
f u r t h e r our co-operation w i t h Norwegian research i n s t i t u t e s , drawing even more 
e x t e n s i v e l y than we do today on t h e i r e x p e r t i s e i n disarmament a f f a i r s . 

F i n a l l y , I should l i k e to sum up very b r i e f l y how I- see Norway's involvement 
m the a c t i v i t i e s of t h i s Committee d u r i n g the current s e s s i o n : 

Pending a s o l u t i o n to the membership question, we should l i k e to take f u l l 
advantage of our observer status and continue our f u l l and a c t i v e p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n 
a l l of the Committee's working groups. 

Norwegian s c i e n t i s t s w i l l continue to p a r t i c i p a t e i n the Group of seismic 
experts and i n expert c o n s u l t a t i o n s on chemical weapons. In a d d i t i o n , we would 
l i k e to see Norwegian experts f o l l o w the work of the Committee with regard to 
outer space. 

We i n t e n d to continue a l l o c a t i n g resources to research p r o j e c t s r e l e v a n t to 
disarmament matters on the agenda of t h i s Committee. 

Working papers w i l l be prepared on the v e r i f i c a t i o n of a chemical weapons 
convention and on the r e s u l t s of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l experimental exchange of seismic 
data ( s o - c a l l e d l e v e l I I d a t a ) . 

In sum, I think I can say that Norway has i n f a c t never devoted so much 
a t t e n t i o n , personnel and m a t e r i a l resources to the cause of disarmament as we do 
today. And f i n a l l y , may I make one b r i e f observation and that i s that we are 
w i t n e s s i n g today, a l l over the world, a s t r o n g development i n p u b l i c o p i n i o n , 
demanding an end to the arms race and i n p a r t i c u l a r to what seems l i k e an endless 
accumulation of nuclear weapons. With due regard, of course, to the s e c u r i t y of 
our n a t i o n s , we should, I t h i n k , redouble our e f f o r t s to achieve arms c o n t r o l 
agreements which are balanced, e q u i t a b l e and v i a b l e . The a t t e n t i o n of the peoples 
of Europe i s now focused on the work of t h i s Committee. Concrete r e s u l t s are 
b e i n g c a l l e d f o r . We t r u s t that the Committee w i l l be able to respond to the 
a s p i r a t i o n s and expectations of a l l of us, I should l i k e to conclude my statement 
by f o l l o w i n g up the wishes expressed by the Secretary-General and w i s h i n g you, 
Mr. Chairman, and your colleagues, the best of l u c k i n your extremely important 
n e g o t i a t i o n s f o r the cause of peace. 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the State Secretary of Norway f o r h i s statement, which 
I am sure has been f o l l o w e d w i t h i n t e r e s t by the Committee, and f o r the k i n d words 
addressed to the Chairman. I now give the f l o o r to the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of P a k i s t a n , 
Ambassador Ahmad. 



Mr. AHMAD (Pakistan): Mr. Chairman, allow me to extend to you sincere 
fel i c i t a t i o n s oñ behalf of the Pakistan delegation on your assumption of the 
chairmanship for the f i r s t month of this session of the Committee on Disarmament. 
May I pledge to you the f u l l co-operation of my delegation i n the discharge of 
your duties. 

I have great pleasure i n welcoming our new colleagues, the Ambassadors of 
Algeria, China, India, Japan, the United Kingdom, Venezuela and Yugoslavia. The 
Committee, I have no doubt, w i l l benefit greatly from the very r i c h diplomatic 
experience that each brings with him. 

It i s also my very pleasant duty to express our thanks to your predecessor 
as Chairman, Ambassador García Robles amd to offer the congratulations of my 
delegation on the award of the Nobel Peace Prize for 1982 to him and to 
Mrs. Alva Myrdal of Sweden. The award i s a f i t t i n g tribute to the untiring efforts 
of the co-recipients i n the cause of peace through disarmament. Both have r i c h l y 
deserved i t . 

The award of the Nobel Peace Prize to these two outstanding personalities, who 
have crusaded for disarmament over decades, te s t i f i e s to a new, acute awareness 
a l l over the world that peace i s inextricably linked to disarmament. To us, 
associates of the distinguished Nobel laureate Ambassador García Robles, i t must 
serve as a constant reminder of the crucial need for the Committee on Disarmament 
to accelerate the pace of multilateral negotiations on disarmament. The presence 
of the Secretary-General of the United Nations i n our midst earlier this morning 
underlines both the importance of the multilateral process and the importance of 
this Committee, which i s the sole multilateral negotiating body for disarmament. 

The Secretary-General honoured the Committee with his participation i n this 
plenary meeting. Given the interdependent world i n which we l i v e , he has, as 
head of the United Nations Organization, justly emphasized common security as the 
only means available to mankind to ensure i t s survival. His address strengthens 
our f a i t h i n the imperatives of international co-operation and understanding. 

In a world dominated by the Superpowers and military alliances, -the smaller, 
non-aligned nations find themselves relying increasingly on the moral authority 
of the United Nations and on the principles enshrined in the United Nations Charter, 
particularly those requiring countries to refrain from the threat or the use of 
force and from interference i n the internal affairs of other nations while 
conducting inter-State relations. We i n Pakistan attach the utmost importance 
to the upholding of these principles and to a policy of seeking friendship and 
peace in our region. I wish to take this opportunity to express our sincere 
appreciation for the very constructive efforts made by the Secretary-General to 
promote a just p o l i t i c a l settlement of the Afghanistan problem. 

1983 i s a year of exceptional importance for disarmament. New, more lethal, 
more accurate weapons systems have been deployed or are planned to be deployed i n 
a part of the world already saturated with armaments i f a mutually acceptable 
solution i s not found soon at the INF talks between the two Superpowers. Should 
such an agreement not be forthcoming, another and more intense round i n the arms 
race w i l l inevitably follow. This i s a frightening prospect even for a world 
already l i v i n g under the spectre of a nuclear holocaust. A lower nuclear threshold 
means a dangerous shrinkage i n the margin of time available for reflection and 
cool decision-making. Serious efforts, therefore, w i l l need to be exerted to 
reach a satisfactory and equitable solution. Remaining locked on preferred options 
may not be the best way to make progress. There were signs of f l e x i b i l i t y i n some of 
the major statements made before the Committee on Disarmament in the f i r s t week of 
this session. We hope i t w i l l lead to concrete results at the negotiating table. 
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A t a c t i c a l n u c l e a r f o r c e cannot be separated from a s t r a t e g i c a r s e n a l . The 
INF and START t a l k s are, t h e r e f o r e , i n t e g r a l l y l i n k e d to each other and i n our 
view must be pursued i n p a r a l l e l . 

The two Superpowers and t h e i r a l l i e s view these n e g o t i a t i o n s from a 
p e r s p e c t i v e of the need f o r balance and f o r equal s e c u r i t y . As seen by the world 
a t l a r g e , t h a t i s a narrow concept. The agreements sought t o be reached i n these 
n e g o t i a t i o n s w i l l s t i l l leave a s u b s t a n t i a l number o f powerful weapons i n t h e i r s i l o s , 
on submarines or on a i r c r a f t . Even i f one does not give credence to the suggestion 
t h a t each s i d e ' s proposals are i n f a c t a p l o y to secure n u c l e a r s u p e r i o r i t y f o r 
i t s e l f , we are s t i l l l e f t on the wrong s i d e of the t h r e s h o l d of mutually assured 
d e s t r u c t i o n . The non-aligned c o u n t r i e s cannot c l o s e t h e i r eyes to the obvious 
t h r e a t t h a t t h i s poses to t h e i r s e c u r i t y and s u r v i v a l . The n e g o t i a t i n g process 
under way i n Geneva ther e f o r e a l s o r a i s e s our concern f o r enquiry i n t o the l a r g e r 
i s s u e of g l o b a l s e c u r i t y , and u n d e r l i n e s our f a i t h i n m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s on 
fundamental questions such as a n u c l e a r t e s t ban, the c e s s a t i o n of the n u c l e a r arms 
ra c e , nuclear disarmament and the prevention of a n u c l e a r war. No one underestimates 
the importance and value o f the n e g o t i a t i o n s between the U n i t e d States and the 
S o v i e t Union, but e q u a l l y no one must regard these as dispensing w i t h the r o l e o f 
the Committee on Disarmament. 

Un f o r t u n a t e l y the hopes i n v e s t e d i n the Committee as a consequence of the 
commitments contained m the F i n a l Document remain u n f u l f i l l e d . There i s p r e c i o u s 
l i t t l e to show to the world as the Committee's c o n t r i b u t i o n to disarmament. The 
causes f o r the Committee's f a i l u r e a r e , f i r s t l y , the absence of p o l i t i c a l w i l l and 
secondly, deeply h e l d mutual s u s p i c i o n s which have oome to be manifested i n 
v o c i f e r o u s demands f o r v e r i f i c a t i o n on the one hand and an e q u a l l y determined 
o p p o s i t i o n to transparency on the other. 

The absence of n e g o t i a t i o n s on a comprehensive test-ban t r e a t y i s due e n t i r e l y 
to the l a c k of p o l i t i c a l w i l l . The t e c h n i c a l problems of v e r i f i c a t i o n and 
compliance w i t h a n u c l e a r t e s t ban have been r e s o l v e d . Only l a s t week the 
Swedish r e p r e s e n t a t i v e gave us a d e t a i l e d count of the underground t e s t explosions 
c a r r i e d out by each of the nuclear-weapon States i n the past two years. The purpose 
of the r e s t r i c t e d mandate which the Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban was given 
l a t e l a s t year was to i n v e s t i g a t e a comprehensive v e r i f i c a t i o n regime. But the 
v e r i f i c a t i o n p r o v i s i o n s of any disarmament instrument have to be r e l a t e d to the 
purpose and scope of that instrument. The Group was, t h e r e f o r e , destined to make 
l i t t l e progress from the very s t a r t . We would s t r o n g l y urge t h a t t h i s d e f i c i e n c y 
i n the Group's mandate be removed to a l l o w the commencement of n e g o t i a t i o n s on a 
t e s t ban t r e a t y i t s e l f . The mandate suggested by the Group of 21 i n document CD/181 
i n our view provides the most s u i t a b l e g u i d e l i n e i n t h i s r e s p e c t . 

An agreement on a n u c l e a r t e s t ban i s a b s o l u t e l y the f i r s t step towards any 
progress on the e n t i r e range of n u c l e a r disarmament i s s u e s . I t w i l l be 
s e l f - d e l u d i n g to b e l i o v e that such a ban as a long-term goal w i l l not have negative 
e f f e c t s both on nuclear disarmament and on v e r t i c a l as w e l l as h o r i a o n t a l 
n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n . 

F a i l u r e to agree on a n u c l e a r t e s t ban was the p r i n c i p a l o b s t a c l e to the 
adoption of a oomprehensive programme of disarmament at the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n 
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. I t i s a matter of deep concern to 
us t h a t prospects f o r progress i n t h i s regard have not improved i n view of the 
a s s e r t i o n i n t h i s Committee once again t h a t a ban on n u c l e a r t e s t s remains a long-term . 
p o l i c y goal of one óf the Superpowers. A comprehensive programme of disarmament i n 
a n u c l e a r age would be hollow, i f not meaningless, i f i t d i d not i n c l u d e a n u c l e a r 
t e s t ban as a primary goal to be achieved i n i t s f i r s t phase. We are a f r a i d t h a t 
continued disagreement i n t h i s r e spect w i l l only jeopardize the s u b s t a n t i a l work done 



CD/PV.194 
20 

(Mr. Ahmad, Pak i s t a n ) 

i n previous years on the comprehensive programme of disarmament and the schedule of 
work ahead of us i n t h i s s e s s i o n f o r the submission of the d r a f t programme to the 
U n i t e d Nations General Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - e i g h t h s e s s i o n . I f we a l l stand f i r m 
by our commitments i n the P i n a l Document, then a measure of f l e x i b i l i t y must become 
evident which w i l l enable us to draw up a workable and g e n e r a l l y acceptable programme 
to be implemented w i t h i n a reasonable p e r i o d of time. On the other hand f a i l u r e to 
do so w i l l e n t a i l , apart from the i n c r e a s i n g t h r e a t t o i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y as a 
d i r e c t r e s u l t o f the accumulation o f weaponry, an economic burden of s e r i o u s • 
p r o p o r t i o n s even f o r the most powerful and r i c h S t a t e s . The a l t e r n a t i v e to the 
comprehensive programme of disarmament i s a c o s t l y arms race which even the r i c h e s t 
n a t i o n s may not be able to a f f o r d . A quest f o r s u p e r i o r i t y i s , by d e f i n i t i o n , 
unending. Given the c o n d i t i o n s i n which a l a r g e m a j o r i t y of the people of the world 
l i v e , such a waste of resources i s immoral. 

As the major nuclear-weapon States continue to m u l t i p l y t h e i r n u c l e a r a r s e n a l s , 
the s e c u r i t y of the non-nuclear weapon States comes to be i n c r e a s i n g l y threatened, 
even when the l a t t e r have taken no p a r t i n the arms r a c e . I t i s l o g i c a l , t h e r e f o r e , 
t h a t they should demand c r e d i b l e and l e g a l l y b i n d i n g assurances about the non-use or 
t h r e a t of use of n u c l e a r weapons a g a i n s t them. We have no doubt i n our minds t h a t 
the o f f e r o f e f f e c t i v e negative s e c u r i t y assurances can o n l y r e i n f o r c e the r e s o l v e of 
the non-nuclear-weapon States to maintain t h e i r non-nuclear s t a t u s . We have had 
occasion i n the past to p o i n t out t h a t the e x i s t i n g u n i l a t e r a l d e c l a r a t i o n s , w i t h the 
exception of one, are inadequate, c o n d i t i o n a l and thus i n e f f e c t i v e . These do not 
take i n t o account the s e c u r i t y concerns of the non-nuclear-weapon States but are 
based e x c l u s i v e l y on the s t r a t e g i c perceptions of the nuclear-weapon Powers 
themselves. This i r o n i c t w i s t i n the n e g o t i a t i o n s i n the Ad Hoc Working Group on 
S e c u r i t y Assurances has, not s u r p r i s i n g l y , brought about a deadlock, the 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r which r e s t s e n t i r e l y on some of the nuclear-weapon S t a t e s . 

But t h i s impasse must not be i n t e r p r e t e d as a s i g n a l to give up. As long as 
n u c l e a r weapons e x i s t , the s e c u r i t y of the non-nuclear-weapon States w i l l have to be 
a matter of urgent concern and s e r i o u s n e g o t i a t i o n s . Our d e l e g a t i o n , t h e r e f o r e , 
remains r e c e p t i v e t o any i n d i c a t i o n o f a d e s i r e on the p a r t of the nuclear-weapon 
States concerned t o resume n e g o t i a t i o n s i n a c o n s t r u c t i v e and f r u i t f u l manner. We 
b e l i e v e t h a t the extension of meaningful s e c u r i t y assurances w i l l not detract from 
the nuclear-weapon S t a t e s ' s e c u r i t y needs. On the other hand, i t w i l l a l l a y uhe 
l e g i t i m a t e f e a r s of non-nuclear-weapon States and c o n t r i b u t e to the r e l a x a t i o n of 
tensions i n many regions of the world. 

The proposal to i n c l u d e p r e v e n t i o n of n u c l e a r war as a new item on the agenda of 
the Committee deserves s e r i o u s c o n s i d e r a t i o n . My d e l e g a t i o n f u l l y supports t h i s 
p r o p o s a l . That i s not to say t h a t we are unmindful of the d i f f e r e n t views and 
perceptions i n t h i s r e s p e c t . On the c o n t r a r y , we b e l i e v e t h a t the scope of the item 
admits t h e i r f u l l c o n s i d e r a t i o n . An out of hand r e j e c t i o n of t h i s important proposal 
w i l l j u s t i f i a b l y draw charges of a myopic outlook and p a r o c h i a l a t t i t u d e . An open 
d i s c u s s i o n o f s e c u r i t y compulsions and s t r a t e g i c p l a n n i n g w i l l a f f o r d members of 
t h i s Committee an o p p o r t u n i t y to^ focus on the r o o t causes of a p o s s i b l e n u c l e a r war. 

We are s a t i s f i e d that 1982 was a productive year at l e a s t f o r the e l a b o r a t i o n of 
a convention on chemical weapons. The contact groups have p a i n s t a k i n g l y worked out 
s u b s t a n t i v e d e t a i l s o f the d r a f t elements of a convention. Various views and perhaps 
a l l p o s s i b l e a l t e r n a t i v e approaches, ideas and proposals have been taken i n t o account. 
The work, however, has now reached a p l a t e a u , and u n l e s s the major Powers di'splay a 
degree of f o r e s i g h t and p o l i t i c a l \ n l l a t t h i s p o i n t , we may run the r i s k of s l i d i n g 
back to i r r e c o n c i l i a b l e p o s i t i o n s . On the question of v e r i f i c a t i o n , there was 
evidence l a t e l a s t year of a growing r e a l i z a t i o n t h a t a measure of l e a s t i n s t r u s i v e 
y et on s i t e i n s p e c t i o n i s inescapable f o r ensuring mutual compliance w i t h a f u t u r e 
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convention. N a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n measures alone are an i n s u f f i c i e n t and 
unacceptable guarantee. We'need to b u i l d upon t h i s i n the Working Group t h i s year-, 

A s i m i l a r d i s p l a y of f o r e s i g h t at the decision-making l e v e l can f o r e s t a l l mass-
d e s t r u c t i o n which w i l l c e r t a i n l y f o l l o w i n the aftermath of an a t t a c k on nuclear 
f a c i l i t i e s . S c i e n t i f i c ' e n q u i r y has proved t h a t t h i s i s the o n l y p o s s i b l e means of 
r a d i o l o g i c a l warfare a v a i l a b l e a t present. Without the p r o v i s i o n o f a p r o h i b i t i o n 
of a t t a c k s on nuclear f a c i l i t i e s , the proposed r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons t r e a t y w i l l be 
no more than a dead l e t t e r . 

A view has been expressed that the p r o h i b i t i o n of attacks on n u c l e a r f a c i l i t i e s 
should not be discussed by the Committee on Disarmament as i t . f a l l s w i t h i n the area 
of the r u l e s of war. On the other hand, the prevention of n u c l e a r war i s j u s t i f i a b l y 
considered a l e g i t i m a t e subject f o r t h i s Committee's f u l l and immediate a t t e n t i o n . 
R a d i o l o g i c a l warfare and n u c l e a r warfare are e s s e n t i a l l y the same i n character and 
i d e n t i c a l i n t h e i r inhuman consequences. The mass-destruction c r i t e r i o n i s e q u a l l y -
a p p l i c a b l e i n both casés. To take a d i a m e t r i c a l l y d i f f e r e n t view of r a d i o l o g i c a l 
warfare from n u c l e a r warfare i s m a n i f e s t l y s e l f - c o n t r a d i c t o r y . This d u a l i t y o f 
approach i s hard to comprehend. 

We are encouraged that i n another context many States have r e c e n t l y a f f i r m e d 
t h e i r agreement to d e a l w i t h the p r o t e c t i o n of n u c l e a r f a c i l i t i e s w i t h i n the 
r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons t r e a t y . Our d e l e g a t i o n w i l l " c o n t i n u e to p a r t i c i p a t e p o s i t i v e l y 
i n n e g o t i a t i o n s aimed at preventing a t t a c k s on nuclear f a c i l i t i e s , however modest, 
i n v o l v e d m a l l stages of the n u c l e a r f u e l c y c l e , i n the i n t e r e s t of the speedy 
c o n c l u s i o n of a r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons t r e a t y . 

Our d e l e g a t i o n a l s o hopes t h a t a working group -on the p r e v e n t i o n of an arms race 
i n outer space w i l l be e s t a b l i s h e d to commence work a t t h i s s e s s i o n of the Committee. 
I n view of the b r e a t h t a k i n g developments i n the area of warfare i n outer space, i t i s 
imperative that serious n e g o t i a t i o n s begin immediately to prevent the emergence of 
new f r b n t i e r s of the arms r a c e . There i s no longer any doubt as to the imminence of 
the development of the s o - c a l l e d f u t u r i s t i c weapons f o r use i n space. An American 
w r i t e r , Ralph K. Bennet, i n an a r t i c l e e n t i t l e d "Struggle f o r Supremacy i n Space", 
has the f o l l o w i n g to say i n t h i s regard: "A s e c r e t race i s t a k i n g place i n p r i v a t e 
and government l a b o r a t o r i e s around the United S t a t e s , and i n huge m i l i t a r y - s c i e n t i f i c 
complexes i n s i d e the S o v i e t Union, to see who w i l l p e r f e c t a new generation of 
weapons of b l i n d i n g speed and d e s t r u c t i v e n e s s . Such weapons could destroy a l l the 1 

s a t e l l i t e s i n the sky i n a few minutes, and a l s o any ICBM warheads i n the upper 
atmosphere before they s t a r t on t h e i r b a l l i s t i c paths back t o t a r g e t s on e a r t h " . 
These are portents of a c r i t i c a l time ahead of us. 

At the beginning of my statement t h i s morning, I spoke of the s h i f t i n 
contemporary p e r c e p t i o n s , namely, that peace i s l i n k e d not to the accumulation of 
weaponry but to disarmament. I t s m a n i f e s t a t i o n through r a l l i e s , peace marches, 
s i t - i n s , ecumenical congregations and s c h o l a s t i c seminars transcending n a t i o n a l and 
p o l i t i c a l boundaries places a r e s p o n s i b i l i t y on our Committee which i t cannot 
c o n s c i e n t i o u s l y ignore or even underestimate. I t i s the-fervent hope of my d e l e g a t i o n 
t h a t the Committee w i l l i n t e r p r e t t h i s message c o r r e c t l y and t h a t i t s response w i l l be 
commensurate w i t h the h i s t o r i c a l p r o p o r t i o n s of t h i s challenge. 

The CBAXRMAN: I thank the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of P a k i s t a n f o r h i s statement and f o r 
the k i n d words addressed to the Chairman. I now give the f l o o r to the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e 
of Czechoslovakia, Ambassador Vejvoda. 
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Mr. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia): Comrade Chairman, in my statement today I 
intend to deal with the questions of the prohibition of nuclëar-weapon tests, chemical 
weapons, and a comprehensive programme of disarmament, as well as with some other 
problems of international negotiations on disarmament. 

But before I do so, l e t me express the deep satisfaction of my delegation at 
the fact that the Secretary-General of the united Nations, Mr. Pérez de Cuéllar, 
addressed our body this morning. His devotion to the cause of peace, international 
security and disarmament i s well known in Czechoslovakia. Ve therefore listened 
with great interest to what he had to say to us. Now I wish to stress that we fu l l y 
share his preoccupations and agree with his assessment of United Nations activity 
in the f i e l d of disarmament. 

The thirty-seventh session of the United Nations General Assembly w i l l be 
remembered as the one which vehemently drew the attention of the international 
community to the most urgent and v i t a l problems of our times. More resolutions 
than ever before dealt not with specific problems or various procedural aspects, but 
directly addressed questions which have a bearing on the v i t a l interests of a l l 
nations, on the safeguarding of peace and the solving of the most urgent disarmament 
problems. 

The significance of resolutions concerning the prevention of nuclear war, the 
cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, the cessation and 
prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests and other important resolutions need not be 
commented on in detail i n this body. I shall therefore limit myself to expressing 
the hope that the s p i r i t of these resolutions w i l l find i t s reflection in our 
negotiations this year. Let us hope that the Committee on Disarmament w i l l not 
shy away from these priority questions while busying i t s e l f with other problems, 
sometimes rather marginal and technical, i f not simply procedural. Last week when 
we discussed our agenda and programme of work, arguments were raised that we should 
not lose time on procedural matters. While we agree that subsidiary organs, when 
established, should use their time to the f u l l , we categorically reject the assumption 
that efforts to include in the Committee's agenda top-priority items of the 
thirty-seventh session of the United Nations General Assembly are of a procedural 
nature. 

A l l the world, the peoples of a l l the countries of the West and the East, the 
North and the South, are urging the adoption of measures aimed at the prevention of 
nuclear war. Nobody can diminish the importance of this highest priority question 
of our'times. By no means, therefore, can we agree that the Committee on Disarmament 
should ignore this matter, not including i t in i t s agenda. We i n s i s t that the item 
on the prevention of nuclear war be given i t s due place as a separate agenda item. 
Let me r e c a l l that this question was discussed in detail i n one of the subsidiary 
bodies of the General Assembly at i t s second special session devoted to disarmament. 
As i s well known, quite a number of concrete proposals were advanced during the 
deliberations of this body by the s o c i a l i s t and non-aligned countries and also by some 
western countries. In view of this we cannot even think of an agenda of the 
Committee on Disarmament without a separate item entitled "Prevention of nuclear war". 
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Almost a year has passed s i n c e we f i r s t created a working group on a nuclear 
t e s t ban. Although the Committee,has not had much opportunity to s i t and negotiate 
during t h i s time, the summer s e s s i o n o f l a s t year r a t h e r c o n v i n c i n g l y demonstrated 
t h a t the present mandate does not gi v e us much room f o r the a c t u a l p r e p a r a t i o n o f 
the r e l e v a n t t r e a t y . My d e l e g a t i o n , as w e l l as many othe r s , had s e r i o u s 
r e s e r v a t i o n s as to the l i m i t e d nature of the Group's mandate. However, w i l l i n g t o 
g i v e impetus t o d i s c u s s i o n s on t h i s q u e s t i o n , we d i s p l a y e d the necessary f l e x i b i l i t y . 
We hope now th a t those d e l e g a t i o n s which imposed upon us t h i s l i m i t e d mandate w i l l 
d u ly take i n t o c o n s i d e r a t i o n the j u s t i f i e d demands of the ma j o r i t y of the members 
of the Committee on Disarmament and a l l o w t h i s body t o proceed t o the n e g o t i a t i o n s 
on an NTB t r e a t y . 

In expressing t h i s hope, we r e g r e t that one nuclear-weapon State considers 
today as a long-term o b j e c t i v e of i t s f o r e i g n p o l i c y what not long ago seemed to 
be taken as a p r i o r i t y matter. We s t i l l have f r e s h i n our memory the words which 
the former United States r e p r e s e n t a t i v e t o the Committee on Disarmament, 
Ambassador Flowerree, pronounced two and a h a l f years ago i n t h i s room. 

On 5 August I960, Mr. Flowerree s t a t e d : "The d e s i r e of the vast m a j o r i t y of 
nations t o see a CTBT come i n t o e f f e c t a t the e a r l i e s t p o s s i b l e time i s c l e a r . I t 
has been recorded i n statements i n t h i s Committee and i n the United Nations 
General Assembly. My country not only shares this.sentiment but has demonstrated 
i n a concrete way i t s w i l l i n g n e s s to work toward t h i s goal by p u t t i n g i t s best 
e f f o r t s i n t o what have already proved t o be long and d i f f i c u l t n e g o t i a t i o n s . I t 
i s not the goal on which we have disagreed but the most e x p e d i t i o u s means of 
ac h i e v i n g i t " . 

At the next meeting of the CD, on 7 August 1980, Mr. Flowerree, while r e f e r r i n g 
to the r e p o r t on the t r i l a t e r a l CTB n e g o t i a t i o n s , s a i d : 

"In the r e p o r t , the three n e g o t i a t i n g p a r t i e s rededicate themselves to the 
e a r l y and s u c c e s s f u l completion of t h e i r work. As f o r the United S t a t e s , we are 
determined t o do our best to promote t h a t v i t a l e f f o r t , bearing i n mind c o n s t a n t l y 
the great r e s p o n s i b i l i t y placed on us by members of t h i s Committee as w e l l as by 
the world community at l a r g e . " 

Comparing these statements of the United States r e p r e s e n t a t i v e i n the Committee 
on Disarmament of not so long ago with the statement o f a very h i g h - l e v e l 
government representative of the same country a few days ago, we can only wonder 
why such a change i n the p o l i c y of t h i s country has occurred. We would s t i l l l i k e 
t o b e l i e v e t h a t the recent statement was not the l a s t word i n t h i s regard and th a t 
notwithstanding the changes i n s h o r t - or long-terra o b j e c t i v e s o f the United States 
Government, the United States d e l e g a t i o n w i l l d i s p l a y enough f l e x i b i l i t y not t o 
stand i n the way of Improving the mandate of the r e l e v a n t VJorking Group, which i s 
q u i t e c l e a r l y not s a t i s f y i n g the needs of our work and the requirements of the 
world community. 
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In the o p i n i o n of my d e l e g a t i o n , we have one more reason to s t a r t s e r i o u s 
n e g o t i a t i o n s on the NTB t r e a t y . At the t h i r t y - s e v e n t h s e s s i o n of the 
General Assembly, the Soviet Union submitted a document e n t i t l e d "Basic p r o v i s i o n s 
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-weapon t e s t s " . 
I t i s our considered view t h a t t h i s document could serve as a very good and 
r e a l i s t i c b a s i s f o r concrete n e g o t i a t i o n s on the r e l e v a n t t r e a t y . 

„ The next i s s u e I wish t o address now i s the p r o h i b i t i o n o f chemical weapons. 
My delegation, h i g h l y a p p r e c i a t e s the e f f o r t s made by Ambassador Sujka of Poland, 
a s s i s t e d by Colonel C l a l o w i c z , as the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on 
Chemical Weapons during the l a s t p eriod of our work. He undoubtedly succeeded i n 
b r i n g i n g new i n i t i a t i v e s and reaching progress i n the n e g o t i a t i o n s . In 
document CD/333 he a l s o summarized the most important opinions which had emerged 
up t o then from the d e l i b e r a t i o n s i n the Group, i n d i c a t i n g t h a t there does e x i s t a ' 
s i g n i f i c a n t convergence of views, and t h a t d r a f t i n g the t r e a t y i s a r e a l i s t i c task 
which could be s t a r t e d sooner than some del e g a t i o n s are ready t o admit. 

I t i s the view of my d e l e g a t i o n t h a t the Committee and the Working Group 
should concentrate maximally on e f f i c i e n t work on the t r e a t y , and t h a t we should 
not a l l o w ourselves to be d i s t r a c t e d from such work by d i s c u s s i n g questions having 
nothing t o do with the n e g o t i a t i o n of a convention. This i s e x a c t l y what 
happened,at the end of the l a s t t e c h n i c a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s , thus preventing the 
Group from reaching consensus on the r e p o r t summing up the r e s u l t s o f the 
c o n s u l t a t i o n s . 

We are ready t o consider s e r i o u s l y any new proposal aimed at the s o l u t i o n of 
d i f f i c u l t i s s u e s i n v o l v e d i n the t r e a t y . We are upset, however, at the repeated 
tendencies t o present i n the Committee unsubstantiated a l l e g a t i o n s c l e a r l y 
d i s t o r t i n g the h i s t o r i c a l e f f e c t s regarding the use of chemical weapons i n a 
contemporary c o n f l i c t . 

I would a l s o l i k e t o express bewilderment over the way the United S t a t e s 
d e l e g a t i o n presented i t s d r a f t concerning chemical weapons. This body, whether--as 
the ENDC, the CCD or the CD, has always worked i n a m a t t e r - o f - f a c t , l u c i d atmosphere, 
i n which one d e l e g a t i o n never t r i e d t o offend another. And t h i s atmosphere had 
been maintained even during d i f f i c u l t s i t u a t i o n s i n the i n t e r n a t i o n a l f i e l d . But 
what are we w i t n e s s i n g now? How can one b e l i e v e i n the s i n c e r i t y o f i t s i n t e n t i o n 
i f one d e l e g a t i o n accompanies i t s proposals w i t h words f u l l of poison and d i s t o r t i o n s , 
concerning not only general i s s u e s but a l s o the r e l a t i o n s i n t h i s Committee? 

The slanders against the d e l e g a t i o n s of the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s which 
a l l e g e d l y created o b s t a c l e s t o the d e l i b e r a t i o n s of the chemical weapons 
Working Group during the month of January, convened f o r t h i s p e r i o d , by the way, 
upon the i n i t i a t i v e of the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , do not t e s t i f y t o the i n t e n t i o n of 
the authors of the d r a f t t o undertake b u s i n e s s - l i k e n e g o t i a t i o n s . Moreover, 
c e r t a i n p r e c o n d i t i o n s f o r f u r t h e r n e g o t i a t i o n s on a chemical weapons convention 
were r a i s e d . A l l t h i s i n c r e a s e s the doubts of the Czechoslovak d e l e g a t i o n as t o 
the s i n c e r i t y of the United States d e l e g a t i o n ' s i n t e n t i o n s . 
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There i s no doubt that the verification issue remains one of the most 
important unresolved problems. It would seem unwise, however, to press for the 
inclusion in the treaty of p o l i t i c a l views bearing so much the mark of the 
present p o l i t i c a l atmosphere of mistrust and suspicion and of such evident 
efforts to gain a unilateral military advantage. 

This i s why my delegation supported, and i s going to support, the concept 
of international verification underlying the basic provisions for alchemical 
weapons convention submitted last year by the USSR. May I recall that, according 
to this concept, different phases with different amounts of i n f o r m a t i o n and of 
verification measures have been foreseen for the substantial period of time. 
needed for the complete destruction of chemical weapons stocks and f a c i l i t i e s . 
This period has been understood- as a sui generis process of international , 
co-operation, i n the course of which the States parties w i l l be given an 
increasing opportunity to prove mutually their serious commitment to a s t r i c t 
compliance with a l l the provisions of the, convention. 

.This concept has f u l l y taken into account the existing international 
situation and provides for a dynamic process of permanently increasing confidence 
as well as an increasing mutual exchange of information, satisfying a l l legitimate 
demands of States for the necessary security guarantees. At the same time we 
are of the opinion that the concept of a systematic international verification , 
on the basis of agreed quotas could be further elaborated i n a more detailed form. 

I would like to assure you that my delegation i s ready to co-operate i n the 
negotiation of these important questions i n a most effective and constructive 
manner. 

The elaboration of the comprehensive programme of disarmament i s the question 
the Committee on Disarmament has again turned i t s attention to. The negotiations 
of the relevant Working Group consumed a lot of efforts and energy, especially 
last year before the second special session of the General Assembly de.voted to 

- disarmament. Many of our colleagues around this table could also bear witness 
to the fact that no effort was spared at the special session i t s e l f . We join 
those delegations which have expressed their regret at the special session's 
failure to finalize and adopt the CPD. We also share the opinion, expressed by 
many delegations, and most eloquently by Ambassador García Robles of Mexico, ' 
as to the cause of this negative outcome. 

i t i s our view that the experience gained so far should not be forgotten 
in our present approach to further work on a draft comprehensive programme of 
disarmament. It seems to us that efforts should be concentrated now on finding 
meaningful and mutually acceptable formulations on such problems as the 
prevention of nuclear war, a nuclear test ban, the cessation of the nuclear arms 
race and nuclear disarmament, etc. 

In dealing with these priority problems my delegation w i l l proceed from the 
provisions contained in the Prague Declaration of the P o l i t i c a l Consultative 
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Committee of the Warsaw Treaty Organization. As far as nuclear disarmament i s 
concerned, we shall pursue the adoption and implementation of an appropriate 
stage-by-stage programme, as proposed in the Prague Declaration. 

I should also li k e to assure the Chairman of the CPD Working Group, 
Ambassador García Robles, of my delegation's deep satisfaction and happiness that 
he was willing to continue to act as Chairman of this d i f f i c u l t working group. 

Before concluding, allow me a few remarks of a general nature, which we 
nevertheless consider important, especially in the light of what we have heard 
here from some outstanding politicians of the western countries, who participated 
in our debate. 

There Is no doubt that disarmamentnegotiations should be vigorously 
pursued and backed with a positive approach, not v i t h automatic' cynicism and -
suspicion towards other parties. Mutual trust i s one of the necessary 
requirements for the success of disarmament negotiations; i t i s onetjof their 
inevitable prerequisites. Another equally important necessity i s that their 
fundamental objective must be the attainment of increased mutual security- rather 
thah unilateral advantage'. I have taken the latter sentence from therstatement 
of the' Deputy Prime Minister of Canada and Secretary of State for External 
Affairs, Mr. Allan J. Maceachen. But did the statements and arguments used i n 
this forum recently correspond with this more or less general truth? 

My delegation would like to say a few words with respect to the 
Soviet-American negotiations on strategic nuclear weapons and their negotiations 
on nuclear weapons in Europe, since we do not want the Committee to be onewsidedly 
informed. I do not want to repeat what i s contained in document CD/340 containing 
the replies of Y.V. Andropov, General Secretary of the Central Committee of the 
Communist Party of the Soviet Union to questions from a Pravda correspondent. 
But l e t me draw your attention to the views from the "other side" and quote 
something from an a r t i c l e in the American magazine Time of 6 December 1982 
entitled, '"Disturbing the Strategic Balance". The a r t i c l e rightly states that 
the American administration has consistently underplayed two important considerations 
in arguing that the USSR has advantage in missiles. 

Let me quote: "First, there are the so-called asymmetries between the two 
sides in the composition and capabilities of their forces. Some of those 
asymmetries favor the USSR, but others favor the US. The Soviets have, for a 
combination of hi s t o r i c a l , geographical and technological reasons, concentrated 
their"fire-power orf gargantuan"land-based missiles with large numbers of multiple 
warheads. : The US has diversified i t s deterrent among the three legs of the 
strategic triad — on land '{iCBMs), in the a i r (bomb and c r u i s e missiles'eboerâ 
aircraft) and at sea (submarine-launched b a l l i s t i c missiles). That means<that*the 
theoretical vulnerability of land-based forces i s by definition more of a problem 
for the USSR than for the US". So much for the magazine Time. 
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Regarding the problem of nuclear weapons i n Europe and the s o - c a l l e d _ 
zero-option of President Reagan, l e t me quote another American paper, namely the 
New York Times, which on 2 February of t h i s year wrote the following': "Mr. Reagan's 
aim was rearmament f i r s t , i n quest o f an e l u s i v e nuclear s u p e r i o r i t y , and only 
then n e g o t i a t i o n s , i n which the Russians would beg f o r r e l i e f from a c o s t l y r a c e . 
The President d i d f i n a l l y propose deep reductions i n both i n t e r c o n t i n e n t a l and 
European nuclear arms. But the proposals are seeking much more f o r p u b l i c 
r e l a t i o n s than n e g o t i a t i o n s " . 

In other words, by t a l k i n g about land-based m i s s i l e s the United States are 
cov e r i n g the advantages they have i n other weapons, not t o mention the m i s s i l e s 
deployed by t h e i r west European a l l i e s , Such an approach — as the New York Times 
r i g h t l y s t a t e d , seeking more p u b l i c i t y than n e g o t i a t i o n s — should be abandoned 
from a l l disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s i n c l u d i n g those i n the Committee on Disarmament. 
Such an approach could h a r d l y lead t o a s u c c e s s f u l outcome o f our n e g o t i a t i o n s , 
which the United States V i c e - P r e s i d e n t here claimed t o be on the mind of a l l the 
Western c o u n t r i e s i n c l u d i n g the American a d m i n i s t r a t i o n . 

For some c o u n t r i e s the problem of nuclear weapons'in Europe may be merely 
a question o f numbers or o p t i o n s . But not so f o r Czechoslovakia. The s u b s t a n t i a l 
bulk of the new American m i s s i l e s I s t o be deployed i n extreme'proximity t o our 
borders. These m i s s i l e s could reach our t e r r i t o r y i n tens of seconds. My country, 
s i t u a t e d i n the heart of Europe and d i r e c t l y threatened by the NATO 1979 d e c i s i o n , 
f a i l s to understand the r e a l reason f o r the eagerness t o have these m i s s i l e s 
i n s t a l l e d i n Europe. 

I t i s obvious t h a t the new American m i s s i l e s , i f deployed on the t e r r i t o r y of 
some west European c o u n t r i e s would i n f a c t become s t r a t e g i c weapons. Hence we 
f i r m l y b e l i e v e that che NATO 1979 d e c i s i o n has o f f e n s i v e purposes. The a l l e g e d 
n e c e s s i t y to defend western Europe i s nothing but a p r e t e x t . 

We support a l l i n i t i a t i v e s and proposals aimed a t f r e e i n g Europe from nuclear 
weapons. For t h i s reason we assess p o s i t i v e l y the i n i t i a t i v e of Sweden t o create 
a zone f r e e from b a t t l e f i e l d nuclear weapons i n c e n t r a l Europe. L i k e other 
d e l e g a t i o n s before из, we a l s o maintain that the c r e a t i o n of a s t r i p f r e e of such 
weapons between the NATO anJ WW c o u n t r i e s somewhat wider than t h a t o r i g i n a l l y 
proposed could be considered. 

Before c o n d u c i n g my statement I should l i k e t o s t r e s s that our major task i s 
to do the utmost i n h a l t i n g the arms r a c e , t h a t means to stop the smokescreening 
and s t a r t s e r i o u s n e g o t i a t i o n s — covering a l l aspects of problems — t o b r i n g about 
the so much needed disarmament agreements. As f a r as my de l e g a t i o n i s concerned, 
we want t o s t r e s s once more cur readiness to do the utmost i n h e l p i n g t o succeed i n 
r e a l n e g o t i a t i o n s l e a d i n g t o the f u l f i l m e n t of our g o a l s . In the s p i r i t of the 
Prague D e c l a r a t i o n , which I introduced here as a working* paper of our Committee on 
1 February, the d e l e g a t i o n o f Czechoslovakia w i l l t r y to be most h e l p f u l i n b r i n g i n g 
the Committee on Disarmament back where i t belongs — on thé path of b u s i n e s s - l i k e 
n e g o t i a t i o n s , as c e l l e d f o r by tne United Nations General Assembly and by the 
expectations o f the world community. 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Czechoslovakia f o r h i s statement. 
I now gi v e the f l o o r to the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of S r i Lanka, Ambassador Jayakoddy. 



CD/PV.194 
28 

Mr. JAYAKODDY (Sri Lanka): Mr. Chairman, i t i s a great pleasure for me, i n 
the name of the delegation of Sr i Lankai, to offer you our congratulations and good 
wishes on your becoming Chairman of this Committee for the month of February. You 
have, during the past two weeks, steered this Committee's work with mature s k i l l , , 
invaluable experience, unlimited patience and great courtesy, and we have no doubt 
that during the t'est- of this month you w i l l guide the Committee to constructive 
endeavour through your untiring efforts. My delegation readily pledges i t s f u l l e s t 
support and co-operation to you i n your onerous duties. 

My delegation would like to express i t s warm thanks to the distinguished 
Secretary-General of the United Nations for his presence i n this Committee today and 
for his thought-provoking statement. I nave no doubt that his emphasis on the 
opportunities that thiB- Committee has -to act constructively on disarmament 
negotiations, and the stress" he placed on the i n d i v i s i b i l i t y of security w i l l 
influence this Committee1s work. We wish the distinguished Secretary-General с 
success i n his untiring efforts to" make this world a safer place for a l l of us. 

The Sri Lanka delegation has the honour to offer i t s salutation to 
His Excellency Alfonso Garoía Robles,-the distinguished Ambassador o-f Mexico and 
co-winner of the Nobel' Peace Prize for 1982. My delegation associates i t s e l f with 
a l l the sentiments that- have been addressed to the distinguished Ambassador. But 
we would l i k e to mention speoifically that the lifetime of work of the distinguished 
Ambassador for p^eace'through disarmament has a special meaning for us i n Sr i Lanka. 
This work forms part of the great Buddhist tradition of Ahimsa — non-violence — 
which pervades the lives of the people of Sr i Lanka. We therefore rejoice at the 
honour bestowed on the distinguished Ambassador and wish him many more years of 
spirited, active work for disarmament. 

At the same time may I request, through you, Mr. Chairman, that the delegation 
of Sweden convey to Mrs. Alva Myrdal, the other co-winner of the Nobel Peace Prize 
for 1982, our congratulations and good wishes. Mrs. Myrdal i s no stranger to 
Sri Lanka. She i s well known i n the island and her dedicated work for peace and 
economic and social development has won her many Sri Lanka admirers. We wish her 
good health and many more years of constructive work. 

My delegation welcomes the distinguished Ambassadors of Algeria, China, India, 
Japan, Peru, the United Kingdom and Venezuela who have joined the Committee this 
month. We wish them a l l a pleasant stay i n Geneva and look forward to their valuable 
contributions i n this Committee. Let me also extend a welcome to Mr. Jan Maxtenson, 
Under-Secretary-General of the United Nations, who guides the United Nations 
Department forDisablementAffairs. He has our good wishes i n his new duties. 

The c r i t i c a l importance of 1983 for international peace and security, for 
disarmament "and for this Committee has been repeatedly stressed i n the past two weeks. 
My delegation i s part of-vthat eonsensus that attaches such importance to 1983 and 
hopes that our sessions .will be pervaded by this common feeling. My delegation, as 
always, 'is .ready to persevere with other delegations i n the best execution of our 
obligations as a member of the Committee. 

We were honoured by the v i s i t s of several distinguished statesmen who spoke to 
us of their countries' commitments to peace, disarmament or arms control and 
emphasized their countries' readiness to contribute towards working for international 
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peace and s e c u r i t y . My d e l e g a t i o n would l i k e to express i t s a p p r e c i a t i o n to a l l the 
d i s t i n g u i s h e d statesmen who came to the Committee and would l i k e to thank them f o r 
t h e i r c o n t r i b u t i o n s which-we hope w i l l have a p o s i t i v e e f f e c t on the Committee's work. 

Each opening s e s s i o n o f the Committee on Disarmament o f f e r s us an opportunity 
and a temptation. We have the o p p o r t u n i t y to look hack on our work o f the previous 
y e a r s , take stock of-what was achieved o r not achieved, and to organize ourselves to 
execute the solemn o b l i g a t i o n s that we v o l u n t a r i l y assumed Ъу becoming members o f 
t h i s Committee. The temptation that comes our way i s to g l o s s over our f a i l u r e s , 
t o d i s g u i s e the extent o f our under-achievement and to minimize the degree o f 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y that i s attached to each o f us f o r not making t h i s Committee do what 
i t should be doing, v i z . disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n . 

We are embarked on our f i f t h y e a r , and I s h a l l s e i z e t h i s o p p o r t u n i t y to express 
my delegation's e v a l u a t i o n o f the Committee's work and our a t t i t u d e towards what has 
taken p l a c e here. I f we look at the balance-sheet o f t h i s Committee's work, we f i n d 
i t to be h e a v i l y l o p s i d e d . T i l l l a s t week we had h e l d , s i n c e the Committee s t a r t e d 
work i n 1979» 19З plenary s e s s i o n s , innumerable i n f o r m a l meetings, hundreds o f 
c o n s u l t a t i o n s , scores of working group meetings and we have produced a mountain o f 
documents that w i l l no doubt be an adornment to any l i b r a r y on disarmament. But l e t 
us go beyond these accomplishments. What has a l l t h i s time, l a b o u r , d e d i c a t i o n and 
attendance at meetings produced to demonstrate t h a t the Committee i s f u l f i l l i n g the 
mándete i t was given? We succeeded up to l a s t year i n adopting agendas and 
programmes of work although, a f t e r two weeks o f meetings t h i s y e a r , consensus on the 
agenda and programme of work f o r 1983 has s t i l l not been forged. Let me t u r n to the 
substance of our work during the past f o u r years. 

The one area i n which the Committee has made some evident progress which can 
g i v e r i s e to a f a i n t degree o f hope and optimism i s i t s work on a chemical weapons 
ban. Successive working groups supplemented by contact groups on t h i s item have 
helped to b r i n g c l o s e r the day when we can w i t h c a u t i o n expect t h a t d r a f t i n g of a 
t r e a t y could begin t h i s year. I t i s evident that a l l r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s i n t h i s 
Committee continue to demonstrate w i l l i n g n e s s to- move the work f u r t h e r forward. The 
Committee, t h e r e f o r e , can j u s t i f i a b l y c l a i m a small degree o f achievement on t h i s 
i s s u e . 

But l e t us look at other i t e m s . The work on a comprehensive programme o f 
disarmament that went to the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of the General Assembly devoted 
to disarmament was incomplete. The outcome at the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n on the 
comprehensive programme o f disarmament was a f a i l u r e , and i t i s back on our desks 
f o r f u r t h e r n e g o t i a t i o n . The impasse on s e c u r i t y assurances f o r non-nuclear-weapon 
St a t e s continues and there i s no reason f o r hope that 1983 w i l l be a b e t t e r year f o r 
the item. A s i m i l a r impasse confronts the i s s u e o f a ban on r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons. 

Let us t u r n to the i s s u e s o f a n u c l e a r t e s t ban and the c e s s a t i o n o f the n u c l e a r 
arms race and n u c l e a r disarmament. These items f o r my d e l e g a t i o n are the c h i e f 
p r i o r i t y items not j u s t o f t h i s Committee but o f the world. They c o n s t i t u t e the 
s t a r t i n g p o i n t s f o r the process o f disarmament i n our times. At no time i n human 
h i s t o r y has there been g r e a t e r concern, stronger i n s i s t e n c e and deeper commitment 
amongst the people of the world to e r a d i c a t e a source o f t h r e a t to the very existence 
o f mankind. The ending o f a l l nuclear-^weapon t e s t s and the c e s s a t i o n of the n u c l e a r 
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arms r a c e , the p r e v e n t i o n o f n u c l e a r war, and n u c l e a r disarmament, are the solemn 
o b l i g a t i o n o f a l l o f us who gave our assent, f r e e l y and w i l l i n g l y , to the 
P i n a l Document o f 1978 and then reaffirmed i t i n 1982. But what have we done here 
i n t h i s Committee? Ve have spoken o f the F i n a l Document, we have str e s s e d and 
r e i t e r a t e d our c o n t i n u i n g commitment to i t and our i n t e n t i o n t o work f o r i t s 
implementation. But the work o f theCommittee as a whole f a l l s f a r short o f any 
measurable implementation of our mandate on n u c l e a r weapons i s s u e s . 

A f t e r n e a r l y three and a h a l f years of p e r s i s t e n t debate t h a t exhausted every 
p o l i t i c a l and t e c h n i c a l argument f o r having a working group on a n u c l e a r t e s t ban, 
the Committee l a s t year d i d set up such a working group. The f e a r s and disappointment 
expressed over i t s t h i n mandate were r e a l i z e d even before the y e a r r a n out. 
V e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance without scope have proved to be unworkable. Scope and 
implementation without v e r i f i c a t i o n and compliance w i l l be e q u a l l y unworkable. The 
Committee i s now faced w i t h the task o f addressing i t s e l f to a widening o f the 
mandate to ensure that the Working Group can proceed to a meaningful e x p l o r a t i o n of 
the p o s s i b i l i t i e s f o r the d r a f t i n g o f a n u c l e a r t e s t ban t r e a t y . 

I t i s when one looks at the i s s u e o f the c e s s a t i o n of the n u c l e a r arms race 
and n u c l e a r disarmament that our disappointment reaches i t s peak. The Committee has 
discussed t h i s item w i t h great f o r e n s i c s k i l l and though the dust has been d i s t u r b e d 
a l i t t l e i t has returned to s e t t l e over the i s s u e as before. We are t o l d r e p e a t e d l y 
t h a t the i s s u e i s not r i p e f o r n e g o t i a t i o n ; t h a t o n l y when the i s s u e has matured 
can we t h i n k o f a working group to n e g o t i a t e . I am not convinced by these arguments 
because, to my mind, the i s s u e became mature and then q u i t e r i p e i n 1945» When on 
6 August and 9 August 1945» "the f i r s t atomic bombs f e l l on Hiroshima and Nagasaki 
and the world saw f o r the f i r s t , and h o p e f u l l y l a s t time, what monstrous h o r r o r s i t 
had created f o r i t s e l f , the i s s u e o f e r a d i c a t i n g atomic weapons, o f a l l other f u t u r e 
weapons which are a q u a l i t a t i v e and q u a n t i t a t i v e improvement o f those 1945 weapons, 
became mature and r i p e f o r n e g o t i a t i o n . For n e g o t i a t i o n s t h a t would e l i m i n a t e them 
s w i f t l y from the a r s e n a l s o f the world. This was r e a l i z e d as. f a r back as January 1946, 
when the United Nations General Assembly 1s f i r s t r e s o l u t i o n e s t a b l i s h i n g the 
Atomic Energy Commission c a l l e d upon t h a t Commission to r e p o r t to the S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l 
and to make s p e c i f i c p r o p o s a l s , amongst other t h i n g s , " f o r the e l i m i n a t i o n from 
n a t i o n a l armaments o f atomic weapons and a l l other major weapons adaptable to mass 
d e s t r u c t i o n " . T h i s c a l l went unheeded, and s i n c e then there have been no r e a l 
m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s to end the n u c l e a r arms race and promote n u c l e a r 
disarmament. I n the view o f my d e l e g a t i o n , by l i m i t i n g i t s work on t h i s i s s u e to 
mere d i s c u s s i o n , debate and exchanges o f view the Committee i s a v o i d i n g i t s 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y and i s s i d e - t r a c k i n g the most urgent and h i g h - p r i o r i t y i tem o f i t s 
work. 

№iclear disarmament and the prevention o f n u c l e a r war are not the s o l e 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y o f nuclear-weapon S t a t e s . N e i t h e r are these States the e t e r n a l 
t r u s t e e s o f world peace and s e c u r i t y merely because they possess n u c l e a r weapons. 
We who have no n u c l e a r weapons a r e indeed held hostage by the nuclear-weapon S t a t e s , 
but t h i s very c o n d i t i o n o f ours impels us to speak out loud and c l e a r i n i n s i s t i n g 
on n u c l e a r disarmament and urgent a c t i o n to prevent n u c l e a r war. As much as the 
nuclear-weapon States draw comfort and s e c u r i t y from the weapons t h a t they have, 
these very Weapons have created discomfort and i n s e c u r i t y f o r c o u n t r i e s such as 
mine. 
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Let me f o r a few b r i e f moments r e f e r to a s e c u r i t y concern o f my country. U n t i l 
about I 9 7 O we continued t o l i v e i n our small i s l a n d paradise i n the I n d i a n Ocean 
th r e a t e n i n g no one and threatened by none. But s i n c e 1970 we are f l o a t i n g on a 
n u c l e a r pond. Day and n i g h t a l l k i n d s o f n a v a l v e s s e l s o f the great armadas o f 
today c r i s s - c r o s s the I n d i a n Ocean, t h e i r deadly m i s s i l e s equipped w i t h mega-death-
c a r r y i n g n u c l e a r warheads. These v e s s e l s are not on pleasure c r u i s e s c a r r y i n g 
a f f l u e n t t o u r i s t s to d i s t a n t e x o t i c d e s t i n a t i o n s , nor are they c a r r y i n g merchandise 
which i s the produce of hard, l a b o r i o u s work. They are on other bu s i n e s s , a deadly 
business. They c o n s t i t u t e an i n t e g r a l p a r t o f the s t r a t e g i c f o r c e s deployed around 
the globe to go i n t o a c t i o n at the f l i c k o f a s witch. And what i s the net r e s u l t ? 
The Indian Ocean, which to us i s a zone of peace, has been transformed i n t o a haven 
f o r n u c l e a r weapons which i f ever used w i l l draw r e t a l i a t i o n on "and the d e s t r u c t i o n 
o f the whole r e g i o n . We speak so much about the n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n o f n u c l e a r weapons', 
v e r t i c a l and h o r i z o n t a l . But we ignore the s p a t i a l dimension o f p r o l i f e r a t i o n . I t 
i s not the non-nuclear-weapon States t h a t have p r o l i f e r a t e d n u c l e a r weapons i n our 
r e g i o n . The f i n g e r must s u r e l y p o i n t elsewhere. This s t a t e o f a f f a i r s i s not 
confined to South A s i a alone. I t has been r e p l i c a t e d elsewhere and we a r e , t h e r e f o r e , 
not s u r p r i s e d at the growing i n s i s t e n c e from c o u n t r i e s such as mine that t h i s forum 
a c t u r g e n t l y to negotiate measures to prevent n u c l e a r war. 

My d e l e g a t i o n welcomed l a s t year the commencement of n e g o t i a t i o n s between the 
United States and the USSR on intermediate-range n u c l e a r f o r c e s and s t r a t e g i c arms' 
r e d u c t i o n s . We d i d so because we consider such b i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s as a 
c o n t r i b u t i o n towards l e s s e n i n g t e n s i o n between the two biggest nuclear-veapon Powers. 
We have been informed i n a v a r i e t y o f ways about what has taken place i n the 
n e g o t i a t i o n s . The o n l y comment we would wish to make i s t h a t no n e g o t i a t i o n can 
succeed i f i t i s based on one-sided proposals t h a t prove to be unacceptable to the 
o t h er s i d e . The p r i n c i p l e o f e q u a l i t y and equal s e c u r i t y cannot be avoided i f a 
l a s t i n g and e q u i t a b l e agreement i s to be obtained. Seeking to acquire o r r e t a i n 
s u p e r i o r i t y f o r oneself w h i l s t imposing i n e q u a l i t y on the o t h e r s i d e i s not the basis' 
o f r e l a t i o n s o r agreements between sovereign S t a t e s . A l l such attempts are doomed 
to f a i l u r e . We t h e r e f o r e once again exhort the two States i n v o l v e d to act 
r e a l i s t i c a l l y and r e s p o n s i b l y so as to b r i n g the two sets of n e g o t i a t i o n s to a 
s u c c e s s f u l conclusion. 

For us i n the non-aligned movement the goal i s not a s e r i e s of arms c o n t r o l 
agreements between the nuclear-^weapon States or groups of S t a t e s . Arms c o n t r o l 
measures have not h a l t e d the arms race o r reversed trends i n the accumulation o f 
n u c l e a r weapons. Despite the arms c o n t r o l measures agreed upon up to now, both 
n u c l e a r and conventional weapons have been r e v o l u t i o n i z e d by new technology and they, 
have acquired unprecedented l e v e l s o f s o p h i s t i c a t i o n and d e s t r u c t i o n . The s i t u a t i o n "~ 
i n armaments has not improved but s e r i o u s l y d e t e r i o r a t e d . 

We recognize the l i m i t e d r o l e and usefulness o f arms c o n t r o l agreements but we 
must r e f r a i n from confusing them w i t h disarmament o r u s i n g them t o postpone o r avoid 
genuine disarmament n e g o t i a t i o n s i n t h i s Committee. Such agreements, l i m i t e d i n 
t h e i r scope, t h e i r adherents and t h e i r d u r a t i o n , cannot become a s u b s t i t u t e f o r 
general and complete disarmament. 

Let me leave a s i d e t h i s planet f o r a w h i l e and t u r n to o u t e r space. 1982 was a 
s i g n i f i c a n t year where outer space was concerned. We witnessed some s p e c t a c u l a r 
f e a t s by the United States and the USSR i n which man demonstrated h i s genius, t a l e n t , 
s k i l l and courage. These f e a t s reminded us o f what great b e n e f i t s we could draw i f 
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we so willed i t and at the same time alerted us to dangers that lurk not so f a r away. 
The "UNISPACE 1982" conference came out with a blueprint for genuine international 
co-operation i n the exploration and peaceful use of outer space, hut i t did not f a i l 
to remind us of the dangerous trends now under way to make that environment a new 
arena of the arms race. Ve i n this Committee have had a few opportunities to examine 
the question of the prevention of an arms race i n outer space. My delegation was 
happy to bring to the Committee someone who speaks knowledgeably about the question. 
Ve failed to set up a working group here last year but we kept the issue alive at the 
thirty-seventh session of the General Assembly. 

Ve take a very positive view of the wide sponsorship of General Assembly 
resolution 37/8З and the support that was extended to i t . Regrettably, the best 
efforts of many i n New York were insufficient to ensure that there was only one 
resolution. Although disappointed, we are not disheartened. Ve feel that there 
i s universal endorsement of the proposal that urgent action must commence on 
negotiating an agreement or agreements which w i l l prevent outer space from being 
used for the arms race. Several distinguished representatives who preceded me 
have spoken on the subject i n constructive terms. Interesting suggestions and 
practical ideas have been put forward as to how this Committee could proceed on 
this question. My delegation wishes that the Committee should set up at this 
session a working group that can start work at an early date. The drafting of a 
mandate, we f e e l , should not become a further source of discord i n the Committee. 
The question i s of concern to a l l States, although only a very few share outer space 
acti v i t y amongst themselves. My delegation earnestly hopes that the Committee w i l l 
be able to arrive at an unanimous and early decision on how further work on the 
issue could be pursued to the satisfaction of a l l . 

In conclusion, as we slide into our work this year, l e t us pause for a 
while to reflect on each of our commitments to the Pinal Document of 1978. 
Leaving aside the question of i t s legal va l i d i t y , l e t us reflect on whether there 
i s any higher moral, ethical obligation for us today than working, through 
negotiations, for eliminating the nuclear threat that faces the world. Let us 
then with deeper resolve and firmer insistence transform this Committee into a 
forum of urgent action. 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Sri Lanka for his statement and for 
the kind words addressed to the Chairman. Ve have exhausted the time available to us 
this morning. Before suspending this plenary meeting I would l i k e to announce that the 
Ad Hoc Vorking Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament w i l l meet on 
Vednesday, 16 February, at 3»30 p.m. I now intend to suspend this plenary meeting and 
resume i t this afternoon at 3*30 p.m. so that the Committee may l i s t e n to the 
remaining members listed to speak today. 

The meeting was suspended at 12.50 p.m. and resumed at 3.50 P.m. 

The CHAIRMAN: The 194th plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament i s 
resumed. 

The Committee w i l l now l i s t e n to those speakers who could not make their 
statements i n the morning. 

I' now give the floor to the representative of France, Ambassador de l a Gorce.,. 
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Mr. БЕ-LA GORCE (France) ( t r a n s l a t e d from French): Mr. Chairman, since I am 
t a k i n g the f l o o r at a plenary meeting f o r the f i r s t time since the opening of the 
se s s i o n , I should l i k e to o f f e r you the very warm congra t u l a t i o n s of the 
French d e l e g a t i o n on your assumption of the chairmanship of the Committee on 
Disarmament. This o f f i c e i s p a r t i c u l a r l y important during the pe r i o d when we are 
or g a n i z i n g our annual s e s s i o n . You have our s i n c e r e s t good wishes f o r the 
successful'accomplishment of your task. 

I should a l s o l i k e to express to Ambassador García Robles, your predecessor 
i n the Chair, our very warm g r a t i t u d e f o r the valuable a s s i s t a n c e he gave us i n 
b r i n g i n g to i t s conclusion the work of our f o u r t h s e s s i o n w i t h the s k i l l and 
competence w i t h which we are a l l f a m i l i a r . 

Since then, the Nobel Peace P r i z e has been awarded to our d i s t i n g u i s h e d colleague 
from Mexico i n r e c o g n i t i o n of h i s e x c e p t i o n a l l y m e r i t o r i o u s e f f o r t s on behalf of 
disarmament. For t h i s we o f f e r him again our h e a r t i e s t c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s . 

The Committee on Disarmament has today f o r the f i r s t time been addressed -by the 
Secreiary-General of the United Nations. The French d e l e g a t i o n would l i k e to say how 
much i t appreciated Mr. Pérez de Cuéllar's presence among us. I t has many t i n e s 
s t r e s s e d , both here and i n New York, the great importance of the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of the 
United N ations, of the e n t i r e i n t e r n a t i o n a l community, i n the disarmament endeavour. 

The Secretary-General's v i s i t and the statement he made c l e a r l y demonstrate the 
close a s s o c i a t i o n between the United Nations and the m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament 
n e g o t i a t i n g body. This should be a cause f o r great s a t i s f a c t i o n to a l l of us. 

I should a l s o l i k e to say how much we appreciate the v i s i t of Mr. E i v i n n Berg, 
State Secretary of the Norwegian M i n i s t r y of Foreign A f f a i r s , who has a l s o addressed 
us. Norway i s not a member of the Committee but i t takes a p a r t i c u l a r l y a c t i v e 
i n t e r e s t i n disarmament questions, which i t expresses i n p a r t i c u l a r through i t s 
permanent a s s o c i a t i o n w i t h our work. The French d e l e g a t i o n has many times urged 
the opening up of our Committee to c o u n t r i e s which have shown a d e s i r e to make 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 Committee's tasks i n the sphere of disarmament. 
Norway i s one of the most worthy c o u n t r i e s m that respect. 

I should a l s o l i k e to o f f e r a welcome to our new colleagues, the Ambassadors 
re p r e s e n t i n g n i g e r i a , China, I n d i a , Japan, Peru, the United Kingdom and Venezuela. 

I should l i k e , l a s t l y , to o f f e r Mr. Mârtenscn, the new Under-Secretary-General 
i n charge of the Department f c r Disarmament a f f a i r s , our very warm and f r i e n d l y 
c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s and our best wishes f o r h i s success m that very important o f f i c e . 

Our f i f t h annual s e s s i o n has opened i n circumstances which give us grounds 
both f o r a n x i e t y and f o r hope. 

The i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n i s s t i l l d i s t u r b i n g . The use of f o r c e , m . • 
v i o l a t i o n of the Charter, i s c o n t i n u i n g i n Afghanistan — which i s s t i l l occupied 
by Soviet f o r c e s b a t t l i n g a g a i n s t n a t i o n a l r e s i s t a n c e , m the Middle East, where 
Lebanon has been and s t i l l i s the v i c t i m of v i o l e n c e , i n south-east ASIa and i n 
southern A f r i c a ; as we a l l know, pressures p e r s i s t m Poland, The H e l s i n k i 
agreements are being c l e a r l y v i o l a t e d i n the humanitarian and human r i g h t s spheres. 
East-West r e l a t i o n s are too of t e n marked by polemics and s u s p i c i o n , w i t h a 
r e s u l t i n g marked d e c l i n e m confidence and the sense of s e c u r i t y . 
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On the other hand, the opening i n Geneva between the two p r i n c i p a l m i l i t a r y 
Powers of two s e t s of n e g o t i a t i o n s on nuclear weapons, the one-on s t r a t e g i c weapons 
and the other on intermediate-range weapons, i s a p o s i t i v e development of very great 
importance. 

The second of these two sets of n e g o t i a t i o n s , those on intermediate-range 
weapons, i s g i v i n g r i s e i n Europe and elsewhere to a major p o l i t i c a l debate which has 
had repercussions i n t h i s forum. I t i s not the i n t e n t i o n of the French d e l e g a t i o n to 
express i t s views.on t h i s subject today, but i t w i l l r e v e r t to i t s h o r t l y . France's 
p o s i t i o n i s m any case w e l l known. I t was presented on 20 January l a s t by 
Mr. François M i t t e r a n d , the P r e s i d e n t of the French Republic, when he spoke before 
the parliament of the Federal Republic of Germany; the statement he made then w i l l 
s h o r t l y be c i r c u l a t e d as an o f f i c i a l document of t h i s Committee. 

The n e g o t i a t i o n s under way i n Geneva w i l l undoubtedly be l o n g and d i f f i c u l t , 
but great hopes are placed i n them, and the very f a c t that they are talcing place 
c o n s t i t u t e s a s u b s t a n t i a l c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g f a c t o r which should be of b e n e f i t to 
our work as a whole. 

The same a p p l i e s to the n e g o t i a t i o n s t a k i n g place m Madrid w i t h i n the framework 
of the Conference on S e c u r i t y and Co-operation i n Europe. We very much hope t h a t i t 
w i l l prove p o s s i b l e to reach agreement at those n e g o t i a t i o n s on a mandate f o r a 
conference on the r e d u c t i o n of conventional weapons i n Europe — a conference which, 
m i t s i n i t i a l phase, would deal w i t h the question of c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g measures. 

This Committee i s thus not working i n a vacuum. Several members of the Committee 
have already drawn a t t e n t i o n to the extensive debate on disarmament 'going on i n 
p o l i t i c a l c i r c l e s and among the general p o p u l a t i o n i n a number of c o u n t r i e s . This 
debate i s m i t s e l f something p o s i t i v e : i t expresses the l e g i t i m a t e and fundamental 
i n t e r e s t which the peoples of our c o u n t r i e s a t t a c h to peace and s e c u r i t y , and the 
major r o l e t h a t disarmament can and should p l a y i n the s e r v i c e of both. P u b l i c opinion 
can e x e r c i s e a very u s e f u l i n f l u e n c e i n t h i s connection, i f the p u b l i c i s provided 
w i t h f r e e and complete i n f o r m a t i o n . During the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, there was considerable d i s c u s s i o n p r e c i s e l y 
of the c o n d i t i o n s necessary f o r the world disarmament campaign to be r e a l l y e f f e c t i v e . 
The g u i d e l i n e s adopted s t i p u l a t e t h a t t h i s campaign "should be c a r r i e d out m a l l 
regions of the world m a balanced, f a c t u a l and o b j e c t i v e manner", on the b a s i s of 
f r e e access to i n f o r m a t i o n . These r u l e s of conduct should be a p p l i e d to any debate 
on disarmament; they should preclude references to "world p u b l i c o p i n i o n " , which no 
one has the a u t h o r i t y to express, and to p u b l i c o p i n i o n i n c e r t a i n c o u n t r i e s , 
wrongly i n t e r p r e t e d as being h o s t i l e to the s e c u r i t y p o l i c i e s of those c o u n t r i e s ' 
governments. I t would seem to us at the very l e a s t rash to set governments 
against peoples i n the case of c o u n t r i e s where freedom of o p i n i o n e x i s t s and where 
governments are f r e e l y chosen by those governed. 

The a c t i o n of p o l i t i c a l f o r c e s and of organs of o p i n i o n can only e f f e c t i v e l y 
support the e f f o r t s of governments i f they are based on a c l e a r p e r c e p t i o n of the 
c o n d i t i o n s e s s e n t i a l to any progress i n the sphere of disarmament. There i s , f i r s t , 
a p o l i t i c a l c o n d i t i o n : respect f o r the most important p r o v i s i o n of the Charter, that 
contained i n i t s a r t i c l e 2, paragraph 4, namely, the o b l i g a t i o n not to r e s o r t to the 
t h r e a t or use of f o r c e against the t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y or p o l i t i c a l independence of 
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any S t a t e . Then there are the s e c u r i t y c o n d i t i o n s , as set f o r t h i n the F i n a l Document 
of the f i r s t s p e c i a l session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament: the 
maintenance of the balances that are necessary to s e c u r i t y and the v e r i f i c a t i o n 
measures that are e s s e n t i a l to create confidence and to ensure compliance w i t h 
disarmament agreements — measures which can only be c r e d i b l e i f they are i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
i n character. 

The peoples of our c o u n t r i e s , i f they are w e l l informed, w i l l understand — 
they understand already to a very l a r g e extent — that acceptance of these c o n d i t i o n s — 
balance, the very b a s i s of s e c u r i t y , 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 — c o n s t i t u t e s the 
r e a l t e s t of the p o l i t i c a l w i l l of governments i n the matter of disarmament. These 
fundamental p r i n c i p l e s are at the very heart of our debates and our n e g o t i a t i o n s . 

The f i r s t i s inseparably l i n k e d w i t h that of the prevent i o n of war, and thus the 
prev e n t i o n of nuclear war, which we have been d i s c u s s i n g i n connection w i t h the new 
item proposed f o r our'agenda. The P r e s i d e n t of the French Republic, i n the statement 
to which I r e f e r r e d a moment ago, described t h i s l i n k m the f o l l o w i n g terms: 
"One simple i d e a governs the t h i n k i n g of France: war must remain impossible, and those 
who might t h i n k of unleashing i t must be deterred therefrom. I t i s France's c o n c l u s i o n 
and c o n v i c t i o n that nuclear weapons, the instruments of t h i s deterrence, are s t i l l 
whether one l i k e s i t or not, the guarantee of peace, provided there i s a balance of 
f o r c e s . Only such a balance, furthermore, can lead to good r e l a t i o n s w i t h the 
coun t r i e s of the East, our neighbours and h i s t o r i c p a r t n e r s . I t was the sound b a s i s 
on which what i s c a l l e d detente was founded ... I t made the H e l s i n k i agreements 
p o s s i b l e . " 

As regards 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 United Nations General Assembly, at 
i t s l a s t s e s s i o n , confirmed the p r i n c i p l e thereof i n three r e s o l u t i o n s . Ve r e g r e t 
t h a t these r e s o l u t i o n s encountered a c e r t a i n amount of o p p o s i t i o n , f o r we do not 
t h i n k t h a t a p r i n c i p l e which i s as b a s i c as i t i s i n d i s p u t a b l e , and the concrete 
a p p l i c a t i o n s which i t n e c e s s a r i l y i m p l i e s w i t h respect to any measure concerning the 
r e d u c t i o n or use of weapons, should give r i s e to polemics, s u s p i c i o n or e x p l o i t a t i o n . 
Ve f i n d i t d i f f i c u l t to understand how States which intend to respect a t r e a t y can 
have any s u b s t a n t i a l reasons f o r o b j e c t i n g to compliance w i t h the clauses of th a t 
t r e a t y being ensured p r i n c i p a l l y by 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 . Ve 
theref o r e hope that where t h i s question a r i s e s i n our n e g o t i a t i o n s , i t v a i l f i n a l l y 
be p o s s i b l e to formulate and adopt s a t i s f a c t o r y s o l u t i o n s . 

The o r g a n i z a t i o n of our work, f o r t h i s s e s s i o n i s s t i l l under d i s c u s s i o n , Ve, 
f o r our p a r t , r e g r e t that an excessive amount of time i s being devoted to i t . Ve 
r e g r e t t h a t d e c i s i o n s cannot be taken on matters where a l l are agreed, on measures 
tha t are not m disp u t e , because these d e c i s i o n s depend on others, r e l a t i n g to new 
proposals, or on the settlement of questions r e l a t i n g to working groups already set up. 
We" respect the r i g h t of each d e l e g a t i o n to defend i t s p o s i t i o n s , but i t would seem to 
us p r e f e r a b l e , and moreover i n conformity w i t h our previous p r a c t i c e , to take our 
dec i s i o n s independently of one another and thus to resume va thout delay the work of 
substance we have already begun on various s u b j e c t s . 

My d e l e g a t i o n would l i k e to o f f e r some p r e l i m i n a r y comments concerning that work. 

Among the tasks c o n f r o n t i n g the Committee, that of n e g o t i a t i n g a convention on 
the p r o h i b i t i o n of chemical weapons i s of primary importance and could o f f e r prospects 
of r e a l progress i n the very near f u t u r e . We note c e r t a i n p o s i t i v e elements i n t h i s 
connection. 
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During our 1982 session, with two additional weeks of intensive work i n 
January 1983» the Working Group on Chemical Weapons achieved significant results, 
The "contact groups" method introduced by Mr. Sujka — and I should like to take this 
opportunity to offer him the thanks of my delegation for the work he has done as 
Chairman of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons — gave rise to an intense exchange 
of ideas resulting i n a clearer definition of the problems and of possible solutions. 
The reports of the co-ordinators of those contact groups, which are annexed to the 
report of the Working Group on i t s 1982 session, w i l l constitute one of the bases of 
negotiations during the present year. It would seem to us useful i f this method 
could be used again, with the necessary adjustments. 

The Working Group w i l l also have the benefit of the technical contribution made 
each year through the meetings of experts. At the meetings which have just taken 
place, the discussions were more substantial than they have been heretofore. It was 
thus possible, under the able guidance of the Egyptian expert, Dr. Ezz, who was 
asked to undertake this task by the Chairman, to draw up a l i s t of precursors with 
the active participation of a l l the experts. The content of this l i s t was not 
contested. My delegation considers i t a l l the more regrettable, therefore, that the 
opposition of certain delegations prevented the submission of a report on the results 
achieved. We hope that the Chairman's practice of holding consultations with experts 
w i l l be continued and that they w i l l provide the technical data necessary for the 
current negotiations. 

The submission by the United States delegation of a very f u l l document on the 
content of a future convention, which i t i s prepared to negotiate, as announced by 
the Vice-President of the United States, also constitutes a very positive element. 

The Soviet delegation circulated to the Committee last year, on 21 July, a 
document containing proposals for the basic provisions of a convention on chemical 
weapons. 

Documents of such importance have prompted and w i l l undoubtedly continue to 
prompt comments and requests for c l a r i f i c a t i o n from other delegations. The 
United States delegation has said that i t is ready to answer questions put to i t at a 
meeting arranged for that purpose. We are glad to hear this, and are sure that the 
Soviet Union delegation w i l l do likewise. 

The French delegation hopes that the Working Group on Chemical Weapons w i l l be 
re-established without further delay. In addition to those I have just mentioned, 
i t has at i t s disposal many important contributions and there w i l l no doubt be others. 

On the basis of the discussions that have taken place and the documents that have 
been submitted, the Committee i s new 1П cl position to perceive clearly those points on 
which .there are divergencies of substance, and i t is on these that the negotiations 
should be concentrated from now on. 
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V i t h regard to r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons, the French d e l e g a t i o n e a r n e s t l y hopes that 
the Working Group w i l l be able f i n a l l y to conclude i t s n e g o t i a t i o n s on a d r a f t 
convention. The question of the p r o t e c t i o n of nuclear f a c i l i t i e s , which a number of 
delegations wish to include within, the sane framework, appears to us to be a separate 
i s s u e , r e l a t i n g r a t h e r to the laws of war than to disarmament. Those delegations 
should ask themselves whether or not they wish to make headway towards a s o l u t i o n . 

I t seems to us that the question of negative s e c u r i t y assurances merits f u r t h e r 
examination t h i s year. At the second s p e c i a l s e s s i o n of the General Assembly devoted 
to disarmament, the French Government redefined i t s p o s i t i o n i n t h i s connection. 
As Mr. Claude Cheysson, France's M i n i s t e r f o r Foreign A f f a i r s , s t a t e d a t the time: 
"In drawing c l o s e r to the guarantee already o f f e r e d by others, France intends to 
f a c i l i t a t e the d r a f t i n g of a S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l r e s o l u t i o n " . 

The French d e l e g a t i o n b e l i e v e s that t h i s new element j u s t i f i e s the resumption of 
di s c u s s i o n s m t h i s connection. I t b e l i e v e s that a S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l r e s o l u t i o n g i v i n g 
the backing of the Council to the e x i s t i n g d e c l a r a t i o n s would g r e a t l y strengthen t h e i r 
p o l i t i c a l and l e g a l value, and that these things together would c o n s t i t u t e a system of 
guarantees of undeniable s i g n i f i c a n c e . 

We have j u s t decided that the Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of 
Disarmament i s to s t a r t work again without delay under the chairmanship of 
Ambassador García Robles. The French d e l e g a t i o n can only express i t s pleasure; 
i t intends to continue, as before, making an a c t i v e c o n t r i b u t i o n to t h i s d i f f i c u l t 
t a sk, which the Committee has been asked to complete before the next s e s s i o n of the 
General Assembly. 

As f o r the Working Group set up l a s t year to consider the problems r e l a t i n g to 
v e r i f i c a t i o n that would a r i s e i n connection w i t h 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 , the French d e l e g a t i o n d i d not p a r t i c i p a t e i n i t s work; i t w i l l not do so t h i s 
year e i t h e r , f o r the reasons i t gave on 5 August l a s t . I would repeat that t h i s 
does not mean th a t i t underestimates the importance of e s t a b l i s h i n g an e f f e c t i v e and 
non-discriminatory i n t e r n a t i o n a l v e r i f i c a t i o n system. 

Among the other items on our agenda — those not be i n g d e a l t w i t h i n a working 
group — the item concerning nuclear disarmament i s c l e a r l y of ex c e p t i o n a l importance. 
The French d e l e g a t i o n considers that i t should form the subject of a d i s c u s s i o n of 
substance; p r i v a t e meetings of the Committee would seem to o f f e r the appropriate 
framework, since that corresponds to the highest l e v e l of our d i s c u s s i o n as w e l l as 
to the breadth and nature of the i s s u e s . The French d e l e g a t i o n i s determined to make 
a very a c t i v e c o n t r i b u t i o n to t h e i r c o n s i d e r a t i o n . I t w i l l r e f e r again to t h i s very 
important subject a t a plenary meeting i n the near f u t u r e . 

With regard to the prevention of an arms race m outer space, the subject of 
item 7 of our agenda, the French d e l e g a t i o n took an a c t i v e p a r t i n the c o n s i d e r a t i o n 
of t h i s question l a s t year and expressed i t s views m d e t a i l . I n view of the very 
great complexity of the subject we b e l i e v e that i t should t h i s year be given very 
thorough study. This study should concentrate, as a matter of p r i o r i t y , on a 
co n s i d e r a t i o n of the problems r e l a t i n g to the prevention of the deployment i n outer 
space of those weapons that are p o t e n t i a l l y the most d e s t a b i l i z i n g , such as 
a n t i - s a t e l l i t e weapons. 
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The French d e l e g a t i o n i s ready to j o i n i n a consensus on the s e t t i n g up of a 
working group, provided i t s mandate i s s a t i s f a c t o r y . 

L a s t l y , we have t h i s year, as at every s e s s i o n , to take up c e r t a i n n a t t e r s of an 
i n s t i t u t i o n a l character as w e l l as questions concerning the o r g a n i z a t i o n of the 
Committee and i t s methods. 

At i t s l a s t s e s s i o n the General Assembly adopted r e s o l u t i o n 37/99 K, which deals 
p r e c i s e l y w i t h i n s t i t u t i o n a l arrangements r e l a t i n g to the sphere of disarmament. 
This r e s o l u t i o n contains i n p a r t i c u l a r the d e c i s i o n s r e l a t i n g to the t r a n s f o r m a t i o n 
of the Centre f o r Disarmament i n t o a Department of_the United Nations S e c r e t a r i a t and 
r e l a t i n g to the United Nations I n s t i t u t e f o r Disarmament Research which was nade 
f u l l y autonomous. We are pleased at these two measures. Two other p r o v i s i o n s of the 
same r e s o l u t i o n are addressed s p e c i f i c a l l y to the Committee. One concerns a review of 
i t s membership; the other commends th a t i t should consider the proposal that the 
Committee should designate i t s e l f as a Conference. 

You, Mr. Chairman, have put before us a d r a f t d e c i s i o n c o v e r i n g both these p o i n t s 
and we agree w i t h you that they should be t r e a t e d on an equal f o o t i n g . The Committee 
has already begun but has not been able to conclude a c o n s i d e r a t i o n of the 
recommendation concerning a change i n i t s name. We hope that i t w i l l soon embark 
on a c o n s i d e r a t i o n of the recommendation concerning i t s membership, f o r the French 
d e l e g a t i o n attaches great importance to t h i s question. I t would l i k e to see a 
moderate enlargement of the Committee which would not a f f e c t i t s character as a 
n e g o t i a t i n g body. I t seems to us that i t would be to the advantage of t h i s 
Committee to show a c e r t a i n openness; the admission of c e r t a i n c o u n t r i e s which have 
taken an a c t i v e i n t e r e s t i n the disarmament e f f o r t would only be f a i r and would be 
b e n e f i c i a l to our work. C e r t a i n l y i n any such enlargement c o n s i d e r a t i o n s of p o l i t i c a l 
and geographical balance must be borne i n mind, but we do not b e l i e v e t h a t i t i s 
necessary to be extremely s t r i c t m t h i s respect f o r the r u l e of consensus makes 
t h i s unnecessary. 

The French d e l e g a t i o n t h e r e f o r e hopes that a p o s i t i v e d e c i s i o n w i l l be taken 
s h o r t l y . I t notes that we s t a t e d i n our l a s t r e p o r t that there was no o b j e c t i o n i n 
p r i n c i p l e to such a d e c i s i o n . 

With regard to questions of o r g a n i z a t i o n and methods, we are of course ready to 
di s c u s s these again but we b e l i e v e our r u l e s of procedure permit a l l necessary 
adjustments and our p r a c t i c e s have improved every year. The best example i s the f a c t 
that our working groups now meet outside formal sessions of the Committee. I f the 
r e s u l t s of our work are inadequate that i s not the f a u l t of the i n s t i t u t i o n and i t s 
methods. 

-In t h i s connection I should l i k e to r e c a l l by way of c o n c l u s i o n what the French 
d e l e g a t i o n declared at the end of our l a s t s e s s i o n , namely t h a t progress c l e a r l y 
depends on other c o n d i t i o n s : the w i l l and c a p a c i t y of governments to negotiate 
and reach agreement, which themselves depend on the s t a t e of i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s , 
the requirements of s e c u r i t y and the maintenance of confidence. 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of France f o r h i s statement and f o r 
the k i n d words addressed to the Chairman. I now give the f l o o r to the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e 
of Hungary, .ambassador Komi ves. 
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Mr. KO'-IIVSS (Hungary): Defore t u r n i n g to the subject of my statement, I wish t o 
say how .much we f e e l honoured by the v i s i t of the United Nations Secretary-General, 
Mr. Pérez de Cuéllar, because h i s devotion to the cause of disarmament and h i s 
s i n c e r e i n t e r e s t i n seeing progress achieved i n t h i s Committee f i l l us w i t h 
encouragement. My d e l e g a t i o n i s i n f u l l agreement with the preoccupations and 
expectations contained i n h i s statement. 

Comrade Chairman, the group of del e g a t i o n s representing the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s 
members of the Committee on Disarmament have requested the i n c l u s i o n of a new item 
i n the agenda of the Committee. The item now f i g u r e s on the d r a f t p r o v i s i o n a l agenda 
as item 10, e n t i t l e d , "Ensuring the safe development of nuclear energy". 

In view of the numerous requests f o r a d e t a i l e d explanation of the motives 
behind our proposal, my d e l e g a t i o n handed i n t o the s e c r e t a r i a t a working paper, 
e x p l a i n i n g our p o s i t i o n on d r a f t item 10. On behalf of the group of s o c i a l i s t 
c o u n t r i e s I request you, Comrade Chairman, t o have t h a t working paper c i r c u l a t e d 
as an o f f i c i a l document of the Committee on Disarmament. By way of p r e l i m i n a r y 
p r e s e n t a t i o n , may I be allowed t o make a few remarks. 

When proposing the i n c l u s i o n o f the s a i d item i n the agenda, and the 
establishment of an Ad Hoc Working Group as the most s u i t a b l e o r g a n i z a t i o n a l 
framework to d e a l w i t h the s u b j e c t , the d e l e g a t i o n s of the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s 
took i n t o account the r e l e v a n t r e s o l u t i o n s adopted by the General Assembly of the 
United Nations at i t s t h i r t y - s e v e n t h s e s s i o n . In one of those r e s o l u t i o n s the 
General Assembly requested the Committee "to continue i t s search f o r a s o l u t i o n t o 
the question of p r o h i b i t i o n o f m i l i t a r y a t t a c k s on nuclear f a c i l i t i e s , i n c l u d i n g 
the scope of such p r o h i b i t i o n , t a k i n g i n t o account a l l proposals submitted t o i t to 
t h i s end". We are convinced t h a t the e l a b o r a t i o n of p o l i t i c a l and l e g a l norms, 
aimed a t promoting the strengthening o f i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y i n one o f i t s most 
important aspects, i s a task which brooks no delay. 

The question of ensuring the safe development of nuclear energy has c e r t a i n 
s p e c i f i c f e a t u r e s , which the Committee has not as yet come acr o s s . Let me c a l l 
a t t e n t i o n to a few of them: 

F i r s t , the question contained i n our proposal i s by i t s nature of a u n i v e r s a l 
c h a r a c t e r , and should, t h e r e f o r e , be t r e a t e d and solved i n the most s u i t a b l e 
m u l t i l a t e r a l framework, which — we are convinced — i s the Committee on Disarmament. 

Secondly, the c o u n t r i e s of the world without a s i n g l e exception are deeply 
i n t e r e s t e d i n the s o l u t i o n of that q u e s t i o n , s i n c e an a t t a c k on a f a c i l i t y producing 
nuclear energy, wherever i t may be l o c a t e d , would pose a grave t h r e a t to the v i t a l 
i n t e r e s t of a l l S t a t e s , whether i n the neighbourhood or f a r away, and whether 
themselves possessing any nuclear f a c i l i t i e s or not. 

T h i r d l y , the c o n s i d e r a t i o n of the question of ensuring the safe development of 
nuclear energy, as a separate item on the Committee's agenda, would no doubt 
s t i m u l a t e the e a r l y s o l u t i o n i n a favourable manner of the question of p r o h i b i t i n g 
r a d i o l o g i c a l weapons through the e l a b o r a t i o n and c o n c l u s i o n of a convention t o t h a t 
end. 

F i n a l l y , the i n i t i a t i v e o f the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s i s , and the implementation 
o f t h e i r proposal would 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 t o the s o l u t i o n o f the most 
urgent and acute problem f a c i n g the world community today — the prevention of 
nuclear war. 
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Such are some of the c o n s i d e r a t i o n s behind the proposal o f the group of 
dele g a t i o n s of the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , on whose behalf I have the honour t o request 
a quick and c o n s t r u c t i v e d e c i s i o n by the Committee on t h a t p r o p o s a l . 

While I have the f l o o r , I would l i k e t o touch upon the question o f the 
o r g a n i z a t i o n of the Committee's work. The group of s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , as i n 
previous years, i s f u l l y i n favour of having t h a t question s o l v e d as e a r l y as 
p o s s i b l e , a l l o w i n g the Committee to proceed t o n e g o t i a t i o n s of p r i o r i t y questions 
without any delay, without wasting i t s precious time. While f a v o u r i n g the e a r l i e s t 
p o s s i b l e s o l u t i o n of o r g a n i z a t i o n a l questions, the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s i n s i s t t h a t 
those questions should be solved on a f a i r and e q u i t a b l e b a s i s , without any e f f o r t s 
by c e r t a i n d e l e g a t i o n s aimed a t imposing unacceptable, unjust d e c i s i o n s . 

Unfortunately, there have been attempts r e c e n t l y c l e a r l y aimed a t p u t t i n g the 
s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s i n a disadvantageous p o s i t i o n . C e r t a i n d e l e g a t i o n s t r i e d t o 
t e l l us which working group our r e p r e s e n t a t i v e i s supposed t o c h a i r . The i n t e n t i o n 
o f our d e l e g a t i o n s , the candidature of r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s from the s o c i a l i s t 
d e l e g a t i o n s , were not even considered by them. In a very strange and unusual 
manner, on one o c c a s i o n , d e a l i n g w i t h such q u e s t i o n s , the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f a 
Western d e l e g a t i o n took the l i b e r t y of s t a t i n g f l a t l y which d e l e g a t i o n s h o u l d c h a i r 
the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons. He d i d so i n s p i t e of the f a c t 'that 
no previous agreement had been reached i n t h a t r e s p e c t . He then went on t o s t a t e 
t h a t i n the case o f a number of other working groups the chairmanship should be 
kept unchanged. 

We simply cannot accept a s e l e c t i v e approach whereby i n one case the Committee 
should adhere to the e s t a b l i s h e d p r i n c i p l e o f r o t a t i o n , but i n other cases i t should 
adopt t h e method of c o n t i n u a t i o n . Such an approach can only be considered as an 
attempt a g a i n s t the i n t e r e s t of the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s . 

In view of such developments, the group o f s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s s t a t e s t h a t the 
p r i n c i p l e o f r o t a t i o n should be a p p l i e d t o a l l the working groups d e a l i n g w i t h 
p r i o r i t y q u e stions, or the method of c o n t i n u a t i o n i s t o be f o l l o w e d w i t h respect 
t o a l l the working groups. We do not a l l o w the l e g i t i m a t e r i g h t s and i n t e r e s t of 
our c o u n t r i e s t o be i n f r i n g e d upon. We wish t o s t a t e t h a t i n the most c a t e g o r i c a l 
manner. 

Having s t a t e d t h a t , the group of d e l e g a t i o n s r e p r e s e n t i n g the s o c i a l i s t 
c o u n t r i e s members of the Committee on Disarmament i s p u t t i n g forward the candidacy 
of the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the German Democratic Republic f o r the chairmanship of one 
of the ad hoc working groups d e a l i n g w i t h p r i o r i t y q uestions. Ambassador Herder i s 
w e l l known as one of the most experienced diplomats i n the f i e l d o f disarmament 
n e g o t i a t i o n s . Having taken part i n the work o f t h i s body f o r the l a s t decade, and 
having presided over the Committee i n March 1981, Ambassador Herder enjoys wide 
r e c o g n i t i o n i n the Committee as w e l l as the f u l l support of the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s 
f o r h i s candidacy. 

F i n a l l y , on behalf of the s o c i a l i s t group, I wish to c a l l a t t e n t i o n t o the 
statement made by the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f the United States on 10 February, which 
contained a t o t a l l y unfounded and i n s u l t i n g e v a l u a t i o n o f the a c t i v i t i e s o f the 
s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s i n the Committee on Disarmament. Such a c t i o n s can i n no way 
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promote b u s i n e s s - l i k e n e g o t i a t i o n s i n t h i s forum, nor can they help b u i l d confidence 
among i t s members. They are i n snarp c o n t r a d i c t i o n with c a l l s s t r e s s i n g the urgent 
need f o r c o n s t r u c t i v e d i a l o g u e , c a l l s which have been voiced i n the statements of 
numerous d e l e g a t i o n s , i n c l u d i n g those of some of the Western c o u n t r i e s . 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Hungary f o r h i s statement. I now 
g i v e the f l o o r t o the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of A l g e r i a , Ambassador Oul-Rouis. You have 
the f l o o r , S i r . 

Mr. OUL-ROUIS ( A l g e r i a ) ( t r a n s l a t e d from French): Mr. Chairman, as t h i s i s the 
f i r s t time t h a t I have the honour to address the Committee on Disarmament a t a 
formal meeting, a l l o w me to perform the agreeable task of c o n g r a t u l a t i n g you on your 
accession to the chairmanship of the Committee on Disarmament f o r the month- of 
February, and to t e l l you how pleased we are to see you g u i d i n g our work. 

We should a l s o l i k e to congratulate your predecessor, Ambassador Garcia Robles, 
who has always c a r r i e d out the tasks entrusted t o him with the competence, experience 
and devotion with which we are a l l f a m i l i a r . 

I t i s f i t t i n g t o say here with what s a t i s f a c t i o n we heard the news of the 
award of the Nobel Peace P r i z e to Ambassador García Robles and Mrs. Alva Myrdal. 
This great d i s t i n c t i o n honours the t i r e l e s s e f f o r t s of these two ardent f i g h t e r s 
f o r the cause of disarmament. I t i s a l s o an honour to our Committee and should 
s t i m u l a t e i t i n i t s e f f o r t s . ** 

I should a l s o l i k e to take t h i s o p portunity to express my g r a t i t u d e t o you, 
Mr. Chairman, and t o my other colleagues f o r the words of welcome you so k i n d l y 
extended to me. 

For my p a r t , I can assure the members of the Committee of my f u l l co-operation 
i n our common tas k . 

Allow me, l a s t l y , to a s s o c i a t e myself with the words of welcome addressed t o the 
Secretary-General, whose presence t h i s morning was a great honour f o r us, I should 
l i k e to say t h a t we f u l l y share h i s concern at the present s t a t e o f the m u l t i l a t e r a l 
n e g o t i a t i o n s , as we share a l s o h i s hope th a t i t w i l l prove p o s s i b l e f o r t h i s 
Committee to i n i t i a t e a genuine process of disarmament. 

We s h o u l d o a l s o l i k e to welcome the Under-Secretary-General f o r Disarmament 
A f f a i r s , Mr. Martenson, who has been among us s i n c e the s t a r t of t h i s s e s s i o n . 

I t has become almost a h a b i t to say a t the beginning of each s e s s i o n of the 
Committee on Disarmament that the i n t e r n a t i o n a l s i t u a t i o n i s c o n s t a n t l y d e t e r i o r a t i n g , 
that the arms race i s a c c e l e r a t i n g and t h a t the gap between North and South i s 
widening s t i l l f u r t h e r , making the c o n d i t i o n s of ' l i f e of two-thirds of humanity 
even more pr e c a r i o u s . 

Unfortunately, these are not mere r h e t o r i c a l statements but three t r u t h s which 
we must recognize. 

They are i n f a c t the three p r i n c i p a l c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s of the world today. 
C l o s e l y connected one with another, they c o n s t i t u t e the three dimensions of the 
s t r u c t u r a l c r i s i s c o n f r o n t i n g the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community. They are caused and 
perpetuated by a system of i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s based on the values of domination 
and e x p l o i t a t i o n , i n which s e c u r i t y problems are seen only i n terras of r e l a t i o n s o f 
fo r c e and the balance of power. 
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Because i t was t a c i t l y c o nfined to a p a r t i c u l a r geographical a r e a , the 
"process of détente" has c o n s t a n t l y r e v e a l e d i t s l i m i t a t i o n s as the s o l e a l t e r n a t i v e 
to c o n f r o n t a t i o n . The p o l i c y o f détente, i n the form i n which i t was conceived, has 
shown i t s e l f incapable of s u b s t i t u t i n g a c l i m a t e o f confidence and harmony f o r the 
a t t i t u d e which approaches a l l problems i n terms of c o n f l i c t . 

More u n j u s t has been the perverse e f f e c t o f détente which has meant the t r a n s f e r 
of the East-West t e n s i o n to the t h i r d w orld, which i s now caught up i n an i n t o l e r a b l e 
m i l i t a r y p a r t i t i o n i n g o f the world as the r e s u l t o f a very p l i a b l e sense of t h e i r 
v i t a l i n t e r e s t s on the p a r t o f c e r t a i n Powers. 

I n our r e g i o n , the Mediterranean has become a t h e a t r e f o r demonstrations o f 
s t r e n g t h by f o r e i g n Powers, co n t r a r y to the a s p i r a t i o n s of the m a j o r i t y of the 
States of the r e g i o n which have c l e a r l y expressed t h e i r d e s i r e to make i t a zone of 
peace and co-operation. The I n d i a n Ocean i s the scene o f an unprecedented m i l i t a r y 
c o n c e n t r a t i o n . 

How can we t a l k about détente and i n t e r n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y when r e s o r t to f o r c e 
i s s t i l l b e i n g used as a means of s e t t l i n g d i s p u t e s ? We o n l y have t o l o o k a t 
what has been going on i n the Middle East and i n southern A f r i c a where, i n d e f i a n c e 
of the orders of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community, the T e l A v i v and P r e t o r i a regimes are 
c o n t i n u i n g w i t h impunity t h e i r p o l i c i e s of aggression a g a i n s t the peoples of these 
r e g i o n s . 

Détente can and should be a p o s i t i v e f a * t o r i n the development of i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
r e l a t i o n s . For t h i s purpose i t must n e c e s s a r i l y be u n i v e r s a l and cover a l l aspects 
of i n t e r n a t i o n a l l i f e . 

The present system of s e c u r i t y b r i n g s w i t h i t a l l p o s s i b l e r i s k s o f 
c o n f l a g r a t i o n because i t i s based on the i l l u s i o n o f the maintenance of peace through 
n u c l e a r deterrence and a "balance of t e r r o r " . The p o s s i b l e d i s r u p t i o n of t h i s 
p r e c a r i o u s balance has become the d a i l y nightmare of a l l humanity. The v a s t 
movement o f p r o t e s t a g a i n s t the n u c l e a r t h r e a t , which knows no p o l i t i c a l , 
geographical or i d e o l o g i c a l boundaries, w e l l i l l u s t r a t e s t h i s obsessive concern. 

This system, which makes i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y dependent s o l e l y 
on agreement between the two b l o c s , i s i n i t s e l f the r o o t cause of the deadlock 
i n m u l t i l a t e r a l n e g o t i a t i o n s t h a t we a r e confronted w i t h today. A c l i m a t e o f 
u n c e r t a i n t y and m i s t r u s t g r a d u a l l y developed, to the detriment o f harmony and 
d i a l o g u e . 

The g l o b a l n e g o t i a t i o n s t h a t we have been c a l l i n g f o r f o r a number of y e a r s , 
i n order to h a l t the c o n t i n u a l 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 economic 
environment and to r e v e r s e the t r e n d , have s t i l l not been s t a r t e d . F o c a l p o i n t s of 
t e n s i o n continue to t h r e a t e n i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y . The disarmament 
process advocated i n the F i n a l Document of 1978 i s s t i l l f a r from having begun, 
w h i l e the f r a n t i c arms r a c e i s a c c e l e r a t i n g . 

This s i t u a t i o n o f deadlock i s the r e s u l t o f the absence of a p o l i t i c a l 
r eadiness on the p a r t of the major Powers to embark on a search f o r a g l o b a l s o l u t i o n 
to the v i t a l problems of our time by d e a l i n g d i r e c t l y w i t h t h e i r causes. 

A l l o w me now to r e f e r to c e r t a i n matters d i r e c t l y concerned w i t h the work of 
the Committee. 
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My-delegation notes with regret that the Committee on Disarmament is s t i l l not 
in a position v to undertake negotiations on questions relating to nuclear 
disarmament — ~ a paradoxical situation when everyone recognizes the existence of a 
risk of nuclear war and the paramount need to take steps to avert i t . 

Unfortunately, nuclear war cannot be prevented either by expressions- of good 
intentions or by magic spells, and even less by the hurling of abuse at one another. 
The deliberative approach, which i s becoming more and more common in the Committee 
on Disarmament, should be replaced by the negotiation of concrete measures of 
disarmament, so restoring to this body i t s original function, that of negotiating 
international instruments. 

It 1 i s not just giving in to the fashion for making categorical statements to 
say that the prevention of nuclear war i s the most urgent task that there i s . 

The growing accumulation of nuclear weapons, the qualitative improvement in 
arsenals and the emergence of doctrines based on the i l l u s i o n of a nuclear war 
reduced to the level of the "acceptable" are a l l elements contributing to a narrowing 
of the gap between the possibility of the outbreak of a nuclear war and i t s 
probability. 

It was on the basis of these facts and on the basis also of the provisions of 
the Final Document of 1978 and of the relevant recommendations ôf the General 'Assembly 
that the Group of 21 took the i n i t i a t i v e of proposing the inclusion i n the Committee's 
agenda of an item on the prevention of nuclear war. The Group of 21 has also 
proposed the setting up of an ad hoc working group to deal with this matter. 

We believe that this question, the urgency and importance of which need no 
demonstration, should be dealt with as a matter of priority. 

Furthermore, the deadlock that i s preventing the Committee on Disarmament from 
Implementing paragraph 50 of the Final Document under item 2 of our agenda ought to 
.be broken. As everyone knows, this i s a matter of the highest priority." We hope 
that i t w i l l be possible this year for the Committee to undertake the identification 
of the questions of substance to be dealt with in the multilateral negotiations on 
nuclear disarmament, within the framework of a working group. 

Negotiations relating to certain types of nuclear weapons are at présent taking 
place i n Geneva between the two Superpowers. That i s an encouraging sign, as many 
speakers in the Committee have pointed out. Nevertheless, however important they 
may be, these negotiations should not be used as a pretext for preventing the 
Committee on Disarmament from embarking on negotiations on nuclear disarmament on 
the grounds that this could hamper the bil a t e r a l negotiations. To confine negotiations 
on nuclear weapons within the narrow framework of bilateral relations i s to reduce 
the other States to the level of passive observers of a contest in which the stake i s 
their own security. The bilateral negotiations under way in Geneva should be 
complementary to those that, ought to take place in the Committee on Disarmament. The 
former cannot be a substitute for the latter nor should they be used as an excuse 
for postponing them precisely because they are based' on a limited, sectoral and 
regional-approach. Certainly, the two Superpowers have a special responsibility in 
the process of nuclear disarmament. But this responsibility cannot be exclusive. 

If there i s a responsibility which the nuclear-weapon Powers'cannot evade, i t 
i s certainly that of providing real guarantees of security to the non-nuclear-weapon 
States, u n t i l such time as nuclear disarmament i s achieved. 
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I t must, however, be admitted t h a t the major gaps i n r e s o l u t i o n 255 (1968) 
of the S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l have s t i l l not been f i l l e d , and c e r t a i n nuclear-weapón 
Powers are p e r s i s t i n g i n t h e i r r e f u s a l t o take account o f the l e g i t i m a t e concerns 
of the non-nuclear-weapon S t a t e s . The n e g o t i a t i o n s on what are c a l l e d negative 
s e c u r i t y assurances are a t a s t a n d s t i l l , and there i s nothing t o i n s p i r e hope t h a t 
these n e g o t i a t i o n s w i l l be resumed. 

A solemn d e c l a r a t i o n by the nuclear-weapon States t h a t they w i l l not be the 
f i r s t to-use nuclear weapons would c o n s t i t u t e an important step towards the 
co n c l u s i o n o f an i n t e r n a t i o n a l instrument guaranteeing the non-nuclear-weapon 
States a g a i n s t the use or t h r e a t o f use of nuclear weapons. 

My country, l i k e many o t h e r s , has as a matter of p r i n c i p l e stood a s i d e from 
the systems o f m i l i t a r y a l l i a n c e , and i t attaches very great importance t o t h i s 
matter. Furthermore, we consider t h a t negative s e c u r i t y assurances should be 
provided without any c o n d i t i o n s o r réstrictions. 

We t h e r e f o r e urge t h a t a l l e f f o r t s should be made t o implement paragraph 59 o f 
the F i n a l Document of 1978, i t being understood t h a t i n order t o be v a l i d and 
e f f e c t i v e the s e c u r i t y assurances should be accompanied by concrete measures o f 
nucl e a r disarmament. 

One measure which o o u l d help begin the process o f nuc l e a r disarmament would be 
the c o n c l u s i o n of a t r e a t y p r o h i b i t i n g a l l nuclear-weapon t e s t s . I t i s c l e a r t o a l l 
t h a t a p art from i t s " n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n " f u n c t i o n , the c o n c l u s i o n o f such a t r e a t y 
would have a symbolic value and would r e s t o r e c r e d i b i l i t y t o the Committee on 
Disarmament as the s o l e m u l t i l a t e r a l disarmament n e g o t i a t i n g body. 

At the Committee's l a s t s e s s i o n my d e l e g a t i o n was among those which agreed t o 
the s e t t i n g up of an ad hoc working group on nuclear-weapon t e s t s w i t h a l i m i t e d 
mandate, on the understanding t h a t t h a t represented a stage towards the n e g o t i a t i o n 
o f 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 . We consider t h a t t h i s mandate has now 
been exhausted and t h a t the time has come t o g i v e the Working Group a broader mandate 
so t h a t the Committee can implement paragraph 51 of the F i n a l Document of 1978. 

We b e l i e v e t h a t the broadening o f t h i s mandate would not be d e t r i m e n t a l t o the 
i n t e r e s t s of those d e l e g a t i o n s which consider questions o f v e r i f i c a t i o n t o be o f 
p r i m o r d i a l importance. While not wishing t o minimize' the importance o f these 
questions, we are convinced t h a t they should not be considered i n i s o l a t i o n from 
the other aspects o f the f u t u r e t r e a t y . 

The l a c k o f w i l l i n g n e s s t o ne g o t i a t e 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 
as a matter o f the hi g h e s t p r i o r i t y i s a l s o one o f the main reasons why the 
Committee on Disarmament has been unable t o reach agreement on a comprehensive 
programme o f disarmament. 

My d e l e g a t i o n welcomes the re-establishment o f the Ad Hoc Working Group on a 
Comprehensive Programme o f Disarmament under the wise guidance o f 
Ambassador García Robles, and hopes t h a t those who are the cause o f the deadlock w i l l 
show f l e x i b i l i t y so as to enable the Committee to submit to the General Assembly a t 
i t s n e xt s e s s i o n a r e v i s e d d r a f t programme t h a t i s acceptable t o a l l p a r t i e s . The 
time a v a i l a b l e i s s h o r t and the task i s hard. The Ad Hoc Working Group ought 
t h e r e f o r e t o resume i t s e f f o r t s as soon as p o s s i b l e . 
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(Mr. Oul-Bouis. Algeria) 

The growing militarization of space — another subject of concern to the 
international community ~ i s l i k e l y to lead to the conversion of outer space into 
a theatre of confrontation between the major Powers. 

Cuter space i s the heritage of humanity and should be reserved exclusively for 
peaceful uses for the benefit of a l l . This i s our deep-seated conviction and we 
feel obliged, therefore, to stress the imperative need to prevent an arms race in 
outer space; 

The participants i n the "UNISPACE '82" conference held in Vienna last August 
invited States possessing major space capabilities to contribute actively to 
negotiations aimed at preventing an arms race i n outer space while refraining from 
any action running counter to that objective. 

At i t s last session the General Assembly adopted a resolution on similar lines 
i n which i t requested the 'Committee on Disarmament to establish an ad hoc working 
group with a view to undertaking negotiations for the conclusion of an agreement or 
agreements to prevent an arms race i n a l l i t s aspects i n outer space. 

At the present stage-in the work ,of the Committee on Disarmament, the 
negotiations on chemical weapons are indisputably the only sphere in which agreement 
i s possible. 

While i t i s true that the negotiations are proceeding with d i f f i c u l t y because 
of the divergencies of views that persist, nevertheless they offer promising 
prospects. The establishment of contact groups each responsible for looking into a 
given aspect of the future convention has had the merit of bringing out clearly the 
areas of agreement and the points where there i s disagreement. The time has come for 
the major Powers to show the p o l i t i c a l w i l l necessary to permit the solution of 
the problems that are preventing the Committee from passing on to the phase of 
drafting the articles of the future convention. The proposals made by the Soviet 
delegation at the last session and those put forward at the beginning of this 
session by the United States delegation should serve as the basis for finding 
solutions acceptable to a l l parties, so that the present d i f f i c u l t i e s can be 
overcome. 

As regards the negotiations on radiological weapons, the Ad Hoc Working Group 
ought to direct i t s efforts more towards finding a solution to the problem of the 
prohibition of attacks on nuclear f a c i l i t i e s . 

As a developing country, Algeria w i l l continue to stress the need for a 
comprehensive approach to the problems of security, development and disarmament, for 
i t i s undeniable that these three elements are indissolubly linked. 

It i s perhaps unnecessary to repeat that the arms race which i s poisoning the 
relations between East and West and the ever-widening development gap between North 
and South are without doubt the two main factors of tension at the present time. 

This fact reinforces our conviction that lasting international peace and 
security cannot be ensured without a fundamental recasting of the present system 
of security and the requisite structural changes in international economic relations. 
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The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Algeria for his statement and for 
the kind words ; addressed to the Chairman. That concludes my l i s t o f speakers for^ 
today. Does any other member wish to take the floor? The United States: Mr. Busby, 
you have the floor. 

Mr. BUSBY (United States of America): Mr. Chairman, I will-.be brief. . I merely 
wanted tô re c a l l to the Committee the statement made during Ambassador Field's 
presentation to the plenary last week that the United States delegation would, 
i f there were sufficient interest, be willing to meet with other delegations;;to 
receive questions and explain the provisions of the paper which we tabled., entitled. 
"Detailed views on.the contents of à chemical weapons ban". We have, through the 
good offices of the secretariat, reserved a room, and I believe,this information, r-
has been circulated here, setting forth the times for two meetings at which we would 
be willing to do that. I merely wanted to c a l l that to the attention of the 
Committee, through you, S i r . 

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of the United States for his 
statement. Is there any other member who wishes to take the floor? I see none. 

Before adjourning this meeting I should lik e to state that the Chair has 
taken note of a request nade by the representative of Hungary, Ambassador Komi ves,' 
that the working paper of a group of socialist countries that he has introduced w i l l 
be circulated as an o f f i c i a l document of the Committee on Disarmament. The next 
plenary meeting iof the Committee on Disarmament w i l l be held on Thursday, 
17 February, a t 10.30 a.m. The meeting atando adjourned. 

-The meeting rose at 4.50 p.m1. 
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